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Relating to the payment of fees for courses provided by the center for distance education. 

9:00 a.m. Vice Chairman Shreiber- Beck called the meeting to order. 

Members Present: Chairman Heinert, Vice Chairman Schreiber- Beck, Representatives, 
Conmy, Hager, Hatlestad, Hauck, Heilman, Jonas, Longmuir, Maki, Marchall, Morton, 
Novak, Osowski 

Discussion Topics: 
• Online courses
• Online engagement
• ND Center for Distance Education (NDCDE)
• Mental health

9:01 a.m. Chairman Heinert introduced the bill. 

9:10 a.m. Dr. Jeff Fastnacht, Superintendent, Bismarck Public Schools, testified in favor and 
submitted testimony. #30126 

9:29 a.m. Steve Madler, Principal at Century High School, testified in favor and submitted 
testimony. #30591 

9:50 a.m. Kevin Hoherz, ND Council of Educational Leaders, testified in favor on behalf of 
Aimee Copas. #30223 

9:55 a.m. Dr. Paul Stremick, Lobbyist, ND School Study Council, testified in favor and 
submitted testimony. #30653 

10:00 am Dr. Alyssa Martin, State Director NDCDE, testified in opposition and submitted 
testimony. #30644 #30645 #30646 

10:23 a.m. Emily Schaefer, Assistant Principal and Professional Development Coordinator, 
NDCDE, testified in opposition and submitted testimony. #30651 

10:30 a.m. Taylor Koster, ND Resident, testified in opposition and submitted testimony. 
#30650 

Additional written testimony:  

Amanda Beaven, ND Resident, submitted testimony in opposition. #29860 

Peter Fritz, Teacher, NDCDE, submitted testimony in opposition. #30343 
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Andrew Gilbertson, Dean of Students, NDCDE, testified in opposition and submitted 
testimony. #30682 

Kari Kimball, ND Parent, submitted testimony in opposition. #30502 

Nick Klemisch, Superintendent, Garrison Public Schools, submitted testimony in favor. 
#30569 

Jocelyn Kolle School Counselor, NDCDE, submitted testimony on opposition. #30455 

Tara Koster, ND Resident, Submitted testimony in opposition. #30454 

Marcus Lewton, Superintendent, Dickinson Public Schools, submitted testimony on favor. 
#30492 

Annette Marchand, Art and FACS Teacher, NDCDE, submitted testimony in opposition. 
#30686 

Karyn Plumm, ND Resident, submitted testimony in opposition. #29935 

Emmanuel Sakala, ND Resident, submitted testimony in opposition. #30557 

Taya Sakala, ND Resident, submitted testimony in opposition. #30544

Jodi Webb, ND Parent, submitted testimony in opposition. #29866 

10:34 a.m. Chairman Schreiber- Beck closed the hearing.  

Leah Kuball, Committee Clerk 



To whom it may concern,

My comments or testimony is in relation to HB 1172. As a mother who has children enrolled in NDCDE, I felt it was
important to share my experience and thoughts on the matter. As a Republican, I am appalled that our Republicans
brought forth this bill and support it. Not affording all children the ability to attend NDCDE is not right or fair. Parents
should not have to cover these costs, and it should be the responsibility of the school district. 

The cost of living is increasing, rent is increasing, food is increasing, etc. Now, we have to worry about our children
receiving the best education possible because they wont be afforded the same ability to attend if parents cannot afford
these courses. This isnt a private school. Private schools can charge an arm and a leg. What you are doing is saying
that if you are middle class or below, your education doesnt matter. You are saying our children do not matter as much
as those who can afford these courses. We are setting our children up for failure. 

My children have had an amazing experience in NDCDE. The teachers are amazing, and I feel like the one-on-one time
they get with their teacher means more than sitting in a classroom fighting for the time with their teacher. Teachers are
more accessible through NDCDE. They also can learn at their own pace. If my child does not understand something,
they are not rushed to a new unit. They can take their time to learn the material or ask questions. You do not get this in a
brick-and-mortar setting.
My children attend NDCDE for various reasons. My 15-year-old has severe asthma. Being around perfumes and other
smells is a trigger for him. He missed more school when he went on campus because he had to have constant treatment
for his asthma. Since being home, this isnt an issue. Because his asthma is severe, getting sick is much worse for him
than for someone else. He has a hard time breathing. Being home allows him to minimize his exposure to various
illnesses. The other reason we do NDCDE is because we are afraid to be on campus. Our society sucks. The world we
live in is not the same as it was 20+ years ago. Schools are supposed to be a safe place. They are not. There are so
many threats weekly in our public schools. Our children should not have to fear going to school and parents should not
have to worry constantly if a threat will become something more. Another reason, I can take my time in reviewing
lessons with my children. They are not rushed to get through an assignment. They are not punished for a late
assignment or criticized in the middle of class for not turning something in. They can reach out to their teacher, who
responds quickly and takes time to review this with them. 

My children have attended several virtual schools, but I have to say NDCDE has been the best. It has been a great
experience from all levels. If we have issues, things are fixed quickly. If we have questions, we get answers quickly. We
also have so many course options. 

Please do not take this away from our children. Social anxiety and fear is a real thing. Sending these students back
because they cannot afford the courses is not fair. You are setting these children up for failure and potential mental
health issues in the future.

Thank you
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1/17/24 

Dear Legislators, 

My name is Jodi Webb, and I am a mother of two. This year will be my daughter’s last year, 
as she began her second semester as a senior. She follows her brother who graduated two 
years ago. My daughter was diagnosed at an early age with severe anxiety, depression, and 
Ulcerative Colitis (just last year). My daughter has been on a 504 plan (which creates a plan 
of accommodations to help her to be successful in school) since the third grade. During 
that time, my children attended their local K-12 school. My husband and I felt that moving 
out to a smaller town just outside of Minot would allow for a closer team and a continuum 
of supports as she aged. Covid hit during middle school for my daughter, both of my 
children struggled with their online classes and the organizational structure and 
implementation of distance learning with our public school. The school did not follow 
through with the necessity accommodations and my daughter struggled and became very 
removed as many students did.  

When school reopened my children went back with everyone else, however my daughter 
was acting differently. Again, we went to try and get the 504 plan implemented but it was 
always a struggle and beyond frustrating. Absenteeism began to be an issue. My daughter 
became unable to attend both physically and emotionally. With the lack of needed services 
and supports my daughter spiraled into a hole so much so that she began to plan how she 
would commit suicide.  

As a parent that is watching their child wilt away, your heart screams for a resolution. We 
decided to remove my daughter from public school. We could not put her in a neighboring 
school due to her anxiety and with her mental and physical health so fragile we needed to 
find a flexible and accommodating school. That school was NDCDE. My daughter began 
her fist classes at the beginning of October in 2020. When we enrolled, we had 1 to 1 
support from a counselor who walked us through different high school learning tracks. On 
the first day of classes her teachers emailed her and /or sent her a welcome email. Classes 
are challenging, interactive and the best part; NDCDE teachers implemented her 
accommodations on her 504 plan! My daughter and I joke that we hear and talk more to her 
distance education teachers than the ones she saw in person every day.  

When my daughter experienced her first flare up from her Ulcerative Colitis, we were able 
to pause her learning to then come back and to start where she had left off.  

I am a strong believer in putting the decisions into the hands of the people. People should 
be able to freely choose what type of education they want their children to receive. There 
are not a lot of options for alternative schooling. We do not have charter schools, we have 
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minimal private schools with majority of them being church based. The cost for private 
school puts a financial burden on a family who is seeking better education for their 
children. I have invested $5,500 in my daughter’s education and before that $3,300 on her 
brother. I did this because there were not any other options in our rural town. We chose 
financial burden and have invested in my daughter by bringing her to NDCDE. With the 
classes being available for free ND would be breaking down barriers for rural, low income 
and underserved families, giving them the tools to have choice in the education of their 
children. 

NDCDE developed my daughter’s independence, gave her a reliable school team that 
makes her feel great and that holds her accountable. The 504 plan was finally being 
implemented allowing her academic success. Most importantly my daughter’s mental 
health was so much better. We were not struggling to get out of bed before 8, begging her to 
get in the car, getting out of the car. There was not any more faking being sick or physically 
making herself throw up to avoid going to school. To bring the positives out even further, 
with my daughter attending NDCDE I was able to arrange multiple work experiences to 
allow my daughter to try the types of careers available to her. If she stayed in her old school 
she would not have had that opportunity. 

I highly oppose this bill, as I believe in the choice of free public virtual learning. NDCDE is a 
full support system and a lifeline for students with disabilities, chronic health issues, 
advanced students and students who have highly active schedules. If it were not for 
NDCDE I am positive that my daughter would not be here, graduating in almost 4 months. 

 

Please reach out to me if you have any questions 

 

Sincerely, 

Jodi Webb 

Jodiwebb77@outlook.com  

701-509-4871 

mailto:Jodiwebb77@outlook.com


Dear Members of the House Education Committee, 

 

I am submitting this testimony in opposition of HB 1172. My son has struggled with anxiety. 
When COVID required that all courses move to remote delivery, we found that he performed 
better online than he had in school. Academically, those two years were his best! When the 
requirement was over, he did go back to in-person school for two years but his anxiety once 
again resulted in poor academic performance. This year, we decided to try to move back to 
online and he has been doing much better. This bill directly affects families like ours. It would 
leave us in the position of having to choose between the cost of school or putting my son back 
into a situation where we now know he would perform worse. 

By transferring this cost to parents, this legislation could make NDCDE courses inaccessible to 
families who cannot afford them, forcing many students to forgo vital educational opportunities. 
We have found that NDCDE provides rigorous courses taught by highly qualified North Dakota 
teachers. My sons experience interacting with them has been fantastic! Reduced access could 
result in fewer students meeting graduation requirements or being prepared for postsecondary 
education and workforce demands, particularly in critical fields. It is quite likely my son would 
drop out of high school altogether without this access. 

I am asking you to please do not pass this bill and make sure that ND education remains 
available to all students. 

Sincerely, 

Karyn Plumm 
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 1 

HB1172 – CDE Fees – by Dr. Jeff Fastnacht, Superintendent, Bismarck Public 1 

School District.  2 

I am here today, providing testimony in support of HB 1172. You heard my 3 

testimony last week in support of Representative Jonas’s bill HB 1105. I remain in 4 

support of aspects of that bill, but I would argue that HB 1172 is a more streamlined 5 

version that addresses many of the concerns raised by school leaders.  6 

Is North Dakota a conservative state? Is it one that aspires for efficiency and being 7 

frugal with taxpayers dollars? Did we hear the message last election with proponents 8 

of Measure 4?  9 

The unintended consequences of the virtual learning bill last session have cost 10 

residents of Bismarck Public School a total of $292,158.84 in FY 2024 and an 11 

additional $98,847 on CDE tuition that, with few exceptions, is a duplication of the 12 

services we already provide within Bismarck High, Century High, and Legacy High 13 

School. Are we living up to our ideals? This legislation has resulted in a significant 14 

waste of taxpayers' dollars that could have been used for other needed services or, 15 

more beneficially, just put back into our taxpayer's pockets.  16 

You heard in my testimony last week that these costs caused the reduction of nursing 17 

staff in Bismarck Public Schools. These three nurses were previously funded by 18 

ESSER funding but were significantly supported by parents, students, and staff. 19 

Faced with adding those salaries and benefits into the general fund this past year, or 20 

putting aside funds to pay for CDE fees, I had little choice but to cut the nurses and 21 

set aside the funds, because that was the directive from NDDPI, despite already 22 

providing the courses in my traditional schools.   23 
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NDCEL is the strongest unifying voice representing and supporting administrators and educational leaders in pursuit of quality 
education for all students in North Dakota. 

Executive Director:  Aimee Copas-------------------Government Lead and Special Projects:  Kevin Hoherz 

NDCEL Testimony in Support HB 1172 – NDCDE Fees  1 

Chairman Heinert and Members of the Committee - Thank you for the opportunity to provide 2 

testimony in support of House Bill 1172 which clarifies language from last session and reflects 3 

the legislative intent of the conference committee regarding NDCDE fees and who is responsible 4 

for the payment of courses based on circumstances by which the student finds him or herself 5 

taking the course.  This is important for a number of reasons – for the well-being of the student, 6 

for appropriate fiscal stewardship of tax dollars, for the financial control of their local budget, ad 7 

for assurance of the student being in their best placement for learning, among others.  8 

Currently, districts are required to fund virtual courses even when equivalent in-person 9 

instruction is offered locally. The local district has no authority to have influence when a student 10 

wishes to drop a course at whatever time for whatever reason and to wish to switch to a virtual 11 

course most often being the NDCDE.  Having been involved in the adjustment to this language 12 

last session, we do not believe the end interpretation of the bill was the intention of the 13 

conference committee. This double payment system has strained district budgets, diverting 14 

resources from other educational priorities. HB 1105 addresses this issue by allowing districts to 15 

establish reasonable policies for virtual instruction that ensure efficient use of taxpayer dollars 16 

while supporting student learning.  To be clear – last session NDCEL supported the intent of the 17 

legislature which was that if a district did not offer a course the student wanted to take that the 18 

district would cover the cost of that course.  Further, at times a district formally would elect to 19 

cover a course to provide schedule flexibility for a student to ensure they could take the 20 

coursework locally they otherwise would not be able to.  However, this past biennium the 21 

interpretation of this bill has not resulted in positive outcomes – we’ve had an inordinate amount 22 

of money spent in the double payment of courses – in the millions.   23 

This bill provide a reasonable solution wherein if a district doesn’t offer a course they wish to 24 

take or the schedule provides challenges then the school would assist in the payment in the class.  25 

However, if that is not the case, the parent would be responsible for that cost.  26 

These provisions empower school boards to make informed, context-specific decisions that 27 

balance student choice with fiscal responsibility. By prioritizing local instruction when available, 28 

the bill also reinforces the vital role of North Dakota educators in student success. 29 

I respectfully urge your support for HB 1172 to promote responsible educational policy and 30 

ensure that district resources are used effectively to meet student needs. 31 

Thank you for your consideration. 32 

 33 
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Peter Fritz 

Teacher for the North Dakota Center for Distance Education. 

 HB 1172- In opposition  

Chair Heinert and members of the House Education Committee, 

I have taught many subjects for NDCDE in the last 5 years including: Spanish, World History, and English.  

For many students who are interested in the academic challenge and rewards of learning a foreign 

language, NDCDE is the only option.  If this bill passes—this educational opportunity will only be given to 

students whose parents are not intimidated by the financial burden of tuition.  This cannot become a 

reality.  North Dakota values do not allow any reasoning to withhold education from any student due to 

economic disadvantages. May I remind the House Education Committee that a foreign language 

education is a requirement for North Dakota state scholarships and admission to many universities in 

this country.  Certainly, we are not seriously considering 1) Taking foreign language opportunities away 

from schools who cannot afford to hire a teacher 2) Denying or intimidating economically disadvantaged 

students from taking a foreign language through NDCDE, and 3) Making it more difficult for North 

Dakota students to apply for college scholarships and college admittance.  This is not my North Dakota.  

These are not my values.  These are not the values of my community and great State.   

Many of my students have chosen NDCDE and online education because they cannot emotionally 

and/or physically tolerate in-person public school.  This is not new.  Before COVID, and especially after 

the pandemic, families have been gradually moving away from in-person public education.  Survey after 

survey demonstrates or proves this over and over again.  Many of my students have anxiety, medical 

conditions, and are avoiding bullying and intimidation from peers and authoritarian adults.  NDCDE and 

online learning is not an option for these students—it’s a necessity of life.  Certainly, we are not 

suggesting that this necessity of life should only be available to students who can afford it.  This is not 

my North Dakota. 

I am also certified in Special Education and I hold two earned graduate degrees in Education and History.  

NDCDE allows me to attend to the academic needs of my students 7 days a week and beyond the 

confines of traditional school hours.  How many public schools can offer students with academic needs, 

included in IEPs and 504s 7-day a week attention when and if needed?  I can, and I do.  I can because 

NDCDE allows and endorses this flexibility, in an effort to maximize the potential of every student.  Daily, 

I communicate with students and their guardians via online meetings, texts, and emails.  I listened to the 

testimony in favor of this bill via video.  In one testimonial, it was stated as fact that (paraphrasing) 

NDCDE teachers must find it difficult to manage so many students at so many stages in a course.  The 

answer here is unequivocally “no.”  This is our mission.  This is our creed.  We are designed to meet 

students where they are academically, and provide the necessary support for their academic success.  

Year around open enrollment for all students, all of whom receive the highest standard of education by 

qualified professional teachers, who are not constrained when the bell rings at the end of the day 

and/or the coming of the weekend.  To deny modern students this educational advantage is to disinvest 

in the future.  These are not my values. 

NDCDE is a government school for the people.  It is progress.  It is cutting edge educational flexibility 

delivered with documented rigorous standards; the same, if not more rigorous standards as any other 

public school in North Dakota.  We currently offer the world to EVERY student who is in need, who is 
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curious, who craves knowledge, and who wants to learn on their own terms without restrictions, 

without limitations, and without prejudice.  This is a North Dakota school.  North Dakota does not have a 

history of bounding its citizens, instead its history supports the freedom to choose and aspire to great 

heights.  This is my North Dakota.  These are my values.  These are the values of my community and 

great State.  I oppose this bill because it is regression and restricts individual liberty to choose---liberty 

to earn a high-quality education outside of the antiquated walls of a school system in need of reform.  

The provisions in this bill--These are not the values of my community and great State.   

 

Thank you, 

 

 



Dear Chairman Heinert and Members of the House Education Committee, 

My name is Tara Koster, and I am writing to express my opposition to HB1172. My daughter, 

who graduated from Bismarck High School in 2024, has always been a motivated and high-

achieving student. From a young age, she thrived in a fast-paced learning environment and 

was eager to complete her K12 education, attend college, and get to her chosen career.  

The passing of the bill during the 68th Legislative Session, which provided greater flexibility 

in her education, was transformative for her. It allowed her to take control of her learning 

pace, and the positive impact on her mental health and overall well-being was significant. 

She became more focused, happier, and increasingly ambitious. For example, during her 

senior year, she chose to attend her first period in person at BHS and then spent her 

afternoons either working at her job, studying at the library, or working on school at a local 

coffee shop. During this time, she still maintained her 3.9 GPA.   

Another benefit of her being in control of her schedule was able to accept a position as a 

shift manager—an accomplishment that would have been difficult without the flexibility to 

balance her schoolwork and career. She finally felt in control of her life, and on track to 

achieve her goals. 

During In-person schooling, she often felt like her time could have been spent better. She 

was done earlier than others with her assignments.  Once she had the option to take virtual 

classes, she gained back valuable time every day, which she could dedicate to her mental 

health and other personal goals. Contrary to the misconception that students may choose 

virtual learning out of dislike for teachers or to take the easy way out, my daughter's 
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experience was quite the opposite. She has always respected her teachers, but the 

flexibility provided by online learning was the key factor in helping her succeed and stay 

mentally healthy. 

My daughter graduated a semester early and has continued to thrive in the college online 

format. She is highly motivated, self-directed, and goal-oriented. 

I believe the decision on how and where a child learns should remain in the hands of the 

family, in collaboration with the school. Funding should follow the student and be flexible 

enough to support those who excel in virtual learning environments. I strongly believe it is 

unfair to ask parents to bear the financial burden of paying for virtual courses, especially 

when the current system worked well for students like my daughter. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Tara Koster 

 



Jocelyn Kolle 

3563 54th ST S 

Fargo, ND 58104 

Jocelyn.kolle@k12.nd.us 

701-630-2885 

 

Chairman Heinert, Vice Chairman Schreiber-Beck, and members of the Committee:  

I am writing to express my opposition to House Bill 1172. While I understand the intent 
behind this bill, I believe it is important to consider the implications it may have on our 
educational system and the future of student choice in North Dakota. 

Student choice empowers parents and students by providing options about the 
educational setting that fits the student’s individual needs. Restricting this choice, by 
creating financial barriers, limits these opportunities for students and families in this state. 
Providing each unique student with the chance to explore diƯerent learning environments 
will serve in the best interest of each student in North Dakota. 

I ask the Committee to consider policy guidance instead of changing North Dakota Century 
Code. Policies and procedures would provide flexibility for local school districts and can be 
adjusted to meet the changing needs of each school as virtual schools and school choice 
evolve.  Many of the issues the local schools are currently facing are real and I understand 
why they would want change. However, I do not believe legislating each problem is the right 
answer.  

It is my personal belief that if there was a way for each school district to write their policies 
for taking virtual education courses, or any alternative courses not taken in the school 
building,  and have them approved by the ND Department of Public Instruction, or a similar 
entity, they would feel more empowered instead of powerless when it comes to students 
who deviate from the traditional path of education.  For example, can schools have 
registration windows for signing up for online courses so schools can better plan for staƯ? 
Can schools restrict who takes an online course based on past performance online or 
when a student shows no activity in online courses for a week or more? There are various 
ways schools could retain a sense of control while still oƯering students the opportunity to 
explore alternative learning environments to discover what fits them best. 
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I am the School Counselor at NDCDE and the Academic Advisor for students who want to 
graduate with NDCDE. We currently have 85 students in this program working toward their 
high school diploma and have had 13 students graduate this year.  

No student should feel like they don’t have a choice. If traditional, face-to-face learning, is 
not right for them they should not be forced to be there because the laws in North Dakota, 
and the inability to pay for a diƯerent learning environment, are forcing them there. 

 

The table below illustrates some of the more common reasons students have entered the 
program since 2020, the most common reason for wanting to learn in this online 
environment and graduate with NDCDE is a ‘preference for online learning’ followed closely 
by ‘struggles with traditional schooling’.  

 

While online learning is not a definite fit for all kids, it is a fit for some kids. And all kids 
deserve the chance to experience online learning.  

 

One recent student addition to the state’s diploma program is a fifteen-year-old girl who 
had fallen through the cracks in the traditional face-to-face school setting. She has 
selective mutism, which is a somewhat uncommon thing for schools to deal with. She did 

8 8
9

10 10
11

12
14

15

18
20

REASONS FOR ENTERING DIPLOMA PROGRAM
Seeking a quality accredited education Interest in specific courses not offered elsewhere

Desire to focus on college preparation Better management of ADHD or learning disabilities

Additional reasons (personal circumstances, etc.) Need for a safe environment to learn

Need to graduate early Personal or medical issues affecting education

Desire for a flexible schedule Struggles with traditional schooling

Preference for online learning



not qualify for an IEP and while she had a 504 she did not receive the 1:1 support that was 
needed. She is a bright student but the pace of face-to-face school did not allow her to 
work at her own pace and or for her to be able to process what she was learning at her own 
speed. She tried a private school to see if fewer students in the school made a diƯerence. 
While a little better for her socially, she still struggled academically. She failed two classes 
in her freshman year.  

She decided to try ND CDE as the option before strict homeschooling. She continues to 
take some classes at her private school while also taking classes at NDCDE. She has 
recovered the credit she failed at school, is passing and working ahead of pace in her 
current class, and even meets with her teachers 1:1 for discussions. While academic 
achievement is huge for her, her social achievement may be even greater. I have been told 
she gave her first in-class presentation at her face-to-face school this fall. She is beginning 
to feel more confident in her abilities and is taking control of her educational path. This 
environment has allowed her the chance to do that. She may not have had the opportunity 
had her parents not been able to aƯord classes and this law was amended.  

The North Dakota Center for Distance Education, and its previous namesakes, has been an 
option for students who can aƯord school choice options since 1935. It is time, 90 years 
later, to make it a choice for all students in North Dakota regardless of their ability to pay.  

In conclusion, I respectfully request that the Committee vote ‘do not pass’ on HB1172 and 
explore other approaches that will address the legitimate concerns brought forth by the 
school districts. This will provide North Dakota students with the flexibility to discover the 
individual path that fits them best. This approach also allows school districts to regain 
some control over the cost and credit loss issues many in favor of this bill might discuss.  

 

Sincerely, 

Jocelyn Kolle 
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~ , PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Dr. Marcus Lewton - Superintendent 
\. 701-456-0002 9 444 4th Street West 

~ m lewton@dpsnd.org Dickinson, ND 58601 

Dear House Education Committee, January 21, 2025 

I am writing to express my strong support for House Bill 1172, which seeks to add the option of 

responsibility to the parent when families utilize NDCDE services. As a superintendent in North Dakota, I 

have witnessed firsthand how the current requirement can undermine the rigor and integrity of our 

educational system. We know from experience that virtual learning is not what is best for a large portion 

of our student body. I believe families and schools should work together when identifying the right 

educational platform for individual students. 

By mandating that districts cover the costs of distance learning, the current policy inadvertently enables 

students to bypass traditional classroom settings and choose their teachers based on convenience rather 

than academic challenge. This can result in a diluted educational experience for some students, where the 

focus shifts from mastering rigorous content to simply fulfilling requirements in the easiest way possible. 

What I have witnessed is students who choose a virtual option, regularly do so out of perceived ease. In 

many cases we see students come back to face-to-face learning only to be further behind academically. I 

also have noticed many of these students are already marginalized due to the lack of support and or 

adverse life experiences. The current system undermines the hard work of our in-district educators and 

creates disparities in the learning environment oftentimes for at-risk students. 

House Bill 11 72 addresses this issue by fostering accountability and encouraging students and families to 

make more deliberate decisions about distance learning. I understand there are times when virtual 

learning may be what is best for students. I can attest, because we have a virtual academy. When this 

occurs schools can use a screening system that engages the student, family, and teachers to make a 

decision that is best for the student and family. 

Passing HB 11 72 will also alleviate financial pressures on school districts, allowing us to redirect 

resources toward initiatives that enhance student learning and well-being. In rural areas, where budgets 

are already tight, this change is critical to sustaining and improving the quality of education we provide. 

My only concern is the bill still allows for students to skirt rigor. Many online courses may use a slightly 

different title or context than traditional courses but be used for graduation requirements. A consideration 

may be to add to line 11, "if the school does not offer a similar course." 

I urge you to support House Bill 1172 for the benefit of our students, teachers, and communities. Thank 

you for considering this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Marcus Lewton 
Superintendent 
Dickinson Public Schools 

Success for all! 



Sir or Ma’am,  
 
My name is Kari Kimball and I am writing my verbal testimony in opposition to the following 
bills proposed: 
 

●​ HB1172 - payment for fees for courses provided by the Center for Distance Education 
 
My children have been enrolled within the Minot Public School system since as early as 
2009/2010. My husband (Russell Kimball) was in the Minot Public School system as early as 
1997/1998. 
 
In March 2020, when COVID-19 hit, our family experienced virtual academy for the first time. 
My children EXCELLED in this setting due to managing their own schedules, not being rushed, 
having one-on-one teacher interaction and all with an additional workload they would not 
typically receive in brick and mortar school. Since then, we have kept them in a virtual academy 
now NDCDE and they are A/B students still excelling and thriving. 
 
When they attended school, their grades were lacking, they did not retain the information they 
were “learning”, they focused on peer interaction versus academics and bad choices were being 
made. When in the brick and mortar school setting, they do not receive the one-on-one guidance 
from teachers as they should due to the teacher to student ratio. This can become frustrating and 
overwhelming if questions need to be asked/answered but there just “isn’t enough time to get to 
everybody”.  
​
Being a military family (retired USAF of 24 years currently working with the Army as a civilian) 
utilizing NDCDE has become a necessity for our children. On the move, my children can still 
accomplish all of their academics without missing a beat. We have moved around the entire 
midwest of America and then to Germany within the last year and a half and they have not 
missed school or had lacking grades.  
 
I have looked into how much it would cost to enroll my children in other virtual academy’s and 
they are roughly $500 per child per month. I currently have 3 children that are enrolled virtually 
and this would not be feasible for my family. Having them enroll in brick and mortar is also not 
an option for the reasons mentioned earlier. Although I understand that where the parent enrolls 
their child is a choice, having to come out of pocket for school should not be a price to pay for 
education that is not at the college level, (school K-12 - mandatory versus college - voluntary). 
 
I know many other parents located around the world that utilize NDCDE and it has proven most 
beneficial to us all with the flexibility, engagement, and no-cost. This would hinder many 
families that rely on this great resource in its current state. Families that would not be able to not 
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only afford it but also allow their child an education. If we care about our children’s education as 
much I hear a lot of people say, having families pay for a virtual academy should not be a topic 
of discussion. There are many other things that should take the front burner, not this item.  
 
I sincerely hope you take my family's quick story into consideration and do not pass this bill. 
This does not only affect those living within North Dakota, but those who can utilize this 
fantastic service around the world.    
 
Thank you for your time.  
 
Kari Kimball (and family) 



House Education Committee,

I wish to email you about HB 1172. 
My family has greatly benefited from NDCDE. My 7 year old has thrived with the program and teachers she is currently
enrolled with and has bloomed with this program. At first I actually thought it was too aggressive but instead it has
pushed me and pushed her to learn at an amazing pace.

This bill poses several critical challenges:

Burden on Families: By transferring costs to parents, this legislation could make NDCDE courses inaccessible to
families who cannot afford them, forcing many students to forgo vital educational opportunities.

Reduced Services and Offerings: HB 1172 forecasts a significant reduction in revenue for NDCDE. This would directly
impact our ability to maintain the quality and variety of our course offerings, potentially leading to fewer enrollments,
reduced teacher staffing, and diminished support services.

Impact on Student Outcomes: NDCDE provides rigorous, accredited courses taught by highly qualified North Dakota
teachers. Reduced access could result in fewer students meeting graduation requirements or being prepared for
postsecondary education and workforce demands, particularly in critical fields.

Inadequate Exceptions: The limited exceptions in the bill fail to address the diverse needs of students. Many students
enroll at NDCDE to accommodate unique circumstances such as health challenges, athletic commitments, or other
special needs, and this bill does not account for these realities.

Please I ask you to oppose HB 1172.

Kind regards,

--
Taya Sakala
Watford City, ND
District 26
208-881-1040
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House Education Committee,

I wish to email you about HB 1172. 
My family has greatly benefited from NDCDE. My 7 year old has thrived with the program and teachers she is currently
enrolled with and has bloomed with this program. At first I actually thought it was too aggressive but instead it has
pushed me and pushed her to learn at an amazing pace.

This bill poses several critical challenges:

Burden on Families: By transferring costs to parents, this legislation could make NDCDE courses inaccessible to
families who cannot afford them, forcing many students to forgo vital educational opportunities.

Reduced Services and Offerings: HB 1172 forecasts a significant reduction in revenue for NDCDE. This would directly
impact our ability to maintain the quality and variety of our course offerings, potentially leading to fewer enrollments,
reduced teacher staffing, and diminished support services.

Impact on Student Outcomes: NDCDE provides rigorous, accredited courses taught by highly qualified North Dakota
teachers. Reduced access could result in fewer students meeting graduation requirements or being prepared for
postsecondary education and workforce demands, particularly in critical fields.

Inadequate Exceptions: The limited exceptions in the bill fail to address the diverse needs of students. Many students
enroll at NDCDE to accommodate unique circumstances such as health challenges, athletic commitments, or other
special needs, and this bill does not account for these realities.

Please I ask you to oppose HB 1172.

Kind regards,

--
Emmanuel Sakala
Watford City, ND
District 26
208-881-1040
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    Garrison Public Schools 
 “Home of the Troopers” P.O. Box 249 

 Garrison, ND 58540-0249 
 Ph (701) 463-2818  
Fax (701) 463-2067

 
 

 Superintendent High School Principal Elementary Principal Business Manager 
 Dr. Nick Klemisch Steve Dangel Michelle Fuller Amy Betz 
 Ph. 463-2818 Ph. 463-2818 Ph. 463-2213 Ph. 463-2818 
 
 
Dear Members of the Legislative Assembly, 
 
I am writing to express my strong support for House Bill No. 1172, which seeks to amend subsection 3 of section 
15-19-01 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to the payment of fees for courses provided by the Center for 
Distance Education.   
 
As the Superintendent of Garrison Public Schools, I recognize the critical role that distance education plays in 
providing students with access to a diverse range of courses, especially those that may not be available within our 
district’s traditional curriculum. House Bill No. 1172 proposes that a student’s school district of residence may 
charge fees for a course, as prescribed by the superintendent of public instruction, to be paid by the student’s 
parent or legal guardian, or by the school district if the course is not offered during the semester or at a time that 
fits the student’s preferred schedule. 
 
This amendment offers greater flexibility and clarity in funding arrangements for distance education courses. By 
allowing school districts to charge fees under specified conditions, the bill ensures that students can access 
necessary courses without financial barriers, while also providing districts with a mechanism to manage the 
associated costs effectively. 
 
The passage of House Bill No. 1172 would be a significant step toward enhancing educational opportunities for 
students across North Dakota. It supports equitable access to quality education, aligns with the evolving needs of 
our students, and empowers school districts to make decisions that best serve their communities. 
 
I urge the House Education Committee to pass House Bill No. 1172 and continue to support initiatives that advance 
the educational experiences of our students. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Dr. Nick Klemisch 
Superintendent 
Garrison Public Schools 
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January 22nd, 2025 
 
Re:  HB 1172; Support 
 
Members of the Education Committee: 
 
The forthcoming dialogue is a response in support of HB 1172.  My name is Steve Madler and I am 
currently the Principal at Century High School within the Bismarck Public School district.  Last week I 
provided testimony in support of HB 1105.  Much of that testimony surrounded the volume of situations 
we are dealing with where the intent to pursue was not founded nor planned for in a students 4-year 
plan.  There was also testimony of mine and others which indicated the level of supervision by the 
learning coach had significant impacts on the integrity of the course and the outcomes of success.  
When this was lacking, failure rates were quite high (I believe NDCDE reported failure rates at 18% and 
our building was 21% for 23-24).  Another restate from that testimony is that prior to August of 2023 
and the implementation to HB 1376 the failure rate for our students taking NDCDE courses was 
essentially zero from the roughly 130 course completions.  This discrepancy creates unnecessary fiscal 
impacts on districts for which some are visible and others or more hidden.   
 
In 2023-2024, we had 459 enrollments in NDCDE courses.  Of those 459, 19 enrollments(4%) were due 
to the class not being offered at Century High School.  30 enrollments (6.5%) were because the class did 
not fit into the students’ schedule.  6 enrollments(1.3%) were due to the student not having interest in 
our available electives.  In the end, 88% of the enrollments were requests for classes we offer and 
classes that fit into the students’ daily schedule.  Subsequently, the fiscal impact for duplicative offerings 
was $104,636 for fiscal year 23-24.  This is the visible impact.  The hidden impact is that most of these 
enrollments came after in-person schedules were built, in-person classes had started, and contracts 
issued.  Historically, when a student informed the school they were going to be taking an NDCDE class to 
satisfy a graduation requirement, they did not register for the in-person class.  When guidance came in 
August of 2023 that said we cannot deny nor limit when a student starts a course, we ended up having 
hundreds of vacant seats in classes which were expecting enrollment.  In review of the numbers, instead 
of needing 67.4 FTE’s to staff requests, we would have been able to cover the numbers with 66 FTE’s 
which is another $100,000 impact.  The next fiscal impact is the cost of addressing an 18-20% fail rate.  
In review, most of the classes failed were graduation requirements which means although it was paid for 
the first time, we will need to find someway to pay for it again in order to prevent dropout or negatively 
impact our graduation rate.  Credit recovery is an expensive intervention.  It is successful but far more 
expensive than traditional programming.  We had less than 30 students accessing credit recovery last 
year and years prior.  We currently have 80 students engaged in some sort of credit recovery.  Because 
of the size and needs of this program, we are staffing it with a full-time teacher and an aide (another 
$150,000 cost).  This program is being funded by a grant in it’s last year.  If funding cannot be found to 
continue this program, we will undoubtedly see negative impacts to our graduation rates and dropout 
rates which impacts our school accountability scores.  Lastly, we hear things like ‘Why don’t you re-
utilize the contracted teachers as learning coaches?’.   I did that with 2 teachers this year for a period 
each which costs roughly $25000.  Sounds reasonable but this too creates situations which cause one to 
scratch their head.  As an example, physical education classes are the most popular online option.  For 
this online class that requires fitness, I am going to schedule you into this classroom with a learning 
coach to do online physical fitness… That makes no logical sense.  How about you schedule the kids into 
the gym with a PE teacher as their learning coach to do online physical fitness….  That is what PE class so 
why the online offering.   
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Having been a school administrator for over 20 years, I can guarantee this legislation will have a positive 
fiscal impact on districts and produce better results for students.  It is missing the eligibility piece that 
HB 1105 articulated but listening to Dr. Martin’s testimony last week we can collaborate with NDCDE 
with local policy to address those concerns.  The one piece of language I would put caution to as written 
is the language ‘student’s preferred class schedule’ in lines 13 and 14.  There is a difference between a 
course conflict and a preferred release time.  Preferred insinuates you offer this class 11:56 pm but I 
want to be done with my school day at 11:52.  That is my preferred schedule so the district is 
responsible.  This rationale could be constructed for every situation and essentially nullify the intent of 
the legislation.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Steve Madler 
Principal – Century High School 
 



District FY 24 FY 25 Total Headcount FY 24 Size Group
2022-23 

Expenditures
Percent of 

Expenditures 
Alexander Public School $687 $2,072 $2,759 297 200-500 $6,319,560 0.01%
Ashley Public School $358 $299 $657 112 <200 $2,764,692 0.01%
Barnes County North District $16,540 $229 $16,769 219 200-500 $6,387,040 0.26%
Beach Public School $2,776 $10,425 $13,201 249 200-500 $5,914,262 0.05%
Belfield Public School $11,062 $14,346 $25,408 236 200-500 $3,912,033 0.28%
Bismarck Public School $284,553 $112,132 $396,685 13,749 >6000 $205,366,505 0.14%
Bottineau Public School $229 $229 $458 661 501-2000 $10,077,204 0.00%
Bowbells Public School $2,990 $2,990 89 <200 $2,113,705 0.14%
Burke Central Public School $3,367 $2,630 $5,997 95 <200 $2,269,211 0.15%
Cavalier Public School $23,244 $17,791 $41,035 358 200-500 $5,928,120 0.39%
Center-Stanton Public School $5,839 $2,968 $8,807 251 200-500 $4,169,284 0.14%
Central Cass Public School $13,681 $10,975 $24,656 998 501-2000 $14,462,196 0.09%
Central Valley Public School $229 $458 $687 202 200-500 $3,230,603 0.01%
Dakota Prairie Public School District $2,540 $2,021 $4,561 268 200-500 $6,050,392 0.04%
Devils Lake Public Schools $2,222 $10,763 $12,985 1,767 501-2000 $24,945,443 0.01%
Divide County School District $2,705 $1,374 $4,079 378 200-500 $6,953,447 0.04%
Drake Anamoose School District $8,012 $2,112 $10,124 75 <200 $3,782,040 0.21%
Drayton Public School $12,163 $5,058 $17,221 172 <200 $4,360,543 0.28%
Dunseith Public School $528 $458 $986 491 200-500 $17,650,182 0.00%
Edgeley Public School $229 $2,927 $3,156 235 200-500 $3,739,395 0.01%
Edmore Public School $16,631 $16,631 17 <200 $1,493,541 1.11%
Eight Mile Public School $1,832 $2,072 $3,904 318 200-500 $6,071,683 0.03%
Ellendale Public School $15,438 $13,785 $29,223 296 200-500 $4,644,688 0.33%
Enderlin Public School $12,946 $8,257 $21,203 298 200-500 $4,801,013 0.27%
Fairmount Public School $4,272 $1,101 $5,373 97 <200 $2,209,762 0.19%
Fargo Public Schools $130,867 $47,974 $178,841 11,281 >6000 $200,417,303 0.07%
Fessenden-Bowdon Public School $7,911 $3,353 $11,264 178 <200 $3,482,293 0.23%
Flasher Public School $2,418 $779 $3,197 266 200-500 $4,043,083 0.06%
Fordville-Lankin Public School $518 $558 $1,076 50 <200 $1,513,540 0.03%
Gackle-Streeter Public School $1,810 $1,145 $2,955 91 <200 $2,324,316 0.08%
Garrison Public School District $15,400 $8,683 $24,083 366 200-500 $5,757,461 0.27%
Glen Ullin Public School $13,829 $9,939 $23,768 123 <200 $3,213,279 0.43%
Glenburn Public School $2,091 $1,673 $3,764 238 200-500 $4,314,109 0.05%

District NDCDE Expenditures
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Grafton Public School $13,052 $9,688 $22,740 880 501-2000 $14,005,135 0.09%
Grand Forks Public Schools $85,274 $50,068 $135,342 7,679 >6000 $119,678,630 0.07%
Griggs County School $20,472 $6,593 $27,065 261 200-500 $4,223,577 0.48%
Harvey Public School $4,184 -$1,275 $2,909 380 200-500 $5,976,546 0.07%
Hatton Eielson Public School $2,181 $2,659 $4,840 156 <200 $3,200,614 0.07%
Hazelton-Moffit-Braddock Public School $4,921 $5,248 $10,169 134 <200 $2,707,004 0.18%
Hazen School District $577 $1,821 $2,398 579 501-2000 $7,172,777 0.01%
Hebron Public School $1,653 $1,673 $3,326 151 <200 $2,736,663 0.06%
Hettinger Public School $3,885 $986 $4,871 285 200-500 $4,748,859 0.08%
Hillsboro Public Schools $11,042 $9,918 $20,960 485 200-500 $6,655,613 0.17%
Hope-Page School District $2,470 $3,505 $5,975 149 <200 $4,000,222 0.06%
Horse Creek School District $229 $458 $687 11 <200 $311,741 0.07%
Jamestown Public Schools $74,783 $57,473 $132,256 2,019 2001-6000 $35,577,916 0.21%
Kenmare Public School $10,480 $5,447 $15,927 267 200-500 $5,209,975 0.20%
Kidder County School District $6,543 $12,390 $18,933 356 200-500 $6,542,848 0.10%
Killdeer Public School $2,181 $458 $2,639 564 501-2000 $10,051,803 0.02%
Kindred School District $1,921 $458 $2,379 860 501-2000 $11,060,760 0.02%
Kulm Public School $11,487 $1,933 $13,420 114 <200 $2,782,512 0.41%
Lakota Public Schools $3,664 $1,472 $5,136 189 <200 $2,889,498 0.13%
LaMoure School District $10,106 $5,458 $15,564 283 200-500 $4,616,966 0.22%
Langdon Area School District $12,803 $7,521 $20,324 428 200-500 $6,577,775 0.19%
Larimore School District $18,899 $11,820 $30,719 398 200-500 $6,070,276 0.31%
Leeds Public School $1,282 $2,977 $4,259 119 <200 $2,684,122 0.05%
Lewis and Clark School District $18,262 $8,454 $26,716 381 200-500 $7,750,183 0.24%
Lidgerwood Public School $17,192 $2,360 $19,552 173 <200 $3,056,020 0.56%
Linton Public Schools $14,227 $3,724 $17,951 223 200-500 $4,047,818 0.35%
Lisbon Public School District $6,893 $1,535 $8,428 599 501-2000 $4,047,818 0.17%
Litchville-Marion School District $4,868 $916 $5,784 141 <200 $3,681,515 0.13%
Maddock Public School $1,036 $1,044 $2,080 121 <200 $2,689,449 0.04%
Mandan Public School District $10,616 $1,893 $12,509 4,395 2001-6000 $57,696,027 0.02%
Manning School District 45 -$896 -$896 12 <200 $347,609 -0.26%
Max Public School $4,809 $3,435 $8,244 126 <200 $3,198,008 0.15%
May-Port CG School District $0 $1,603 $1,603 513 501-2000 $7,471,867 0.00%
McClusky-Goodrich 29 Public School $1,036 -$229 $807 106 <200 $2,390,785 0.04%
McKenzie County School District $129,420 $76,954 $206,374 2,350 2001-6000 $32,981,657 0.39%



Medina Public School $16,021 $11,344 $27,365 199 <200 $3,477,273 0.46%
Midkota School District $13,997 $6,946 $20,943 169 <200 $3,423,179 0.41%
Midway Public School 128 $7,418 $1,414 $8,832 181 <200 $4,101,292 0.18%
Milnor Public School $31,409 $14,651 $46,060 214 200-500 $3,849,997 0.82%
Minot Public School District $161,277 $51,340 $212,617 7,519 >6000 $128,098,639 0.13%
Minto Public School $4,769 $229 $4,998 279 200-500 $6,011,182 0.08%
Mohall Lansford Sherwood Public School $3,148 $886 $4,034 291 200-500 $5,434,335 0.06%
Montpelier Public School $6,393 $1,444 $7,837 93 <200 $2,158,299 0.30%
Mott-Regent Public School $1,295 $1,673 $2,968 225 200-500 $4,081,661 0.03%
Mt. Pleasant School District $1,931 $2,977 $4,908 240 200-500 $4,783,867 0.04%
Munich Public School $229 $259 $488 93 <200 $2,387,024 0.01%
Napoleon Public School 2 $0 $458 $458 241 200-500 $3,768,100 0.00%
Nedrose School District $15,684 $3,012 $18,696 534 501-2000 $7,973,334 0.20%
Nesson Public School $1,036 $1,036 436 200-500 $7,749,642 0.01%
New England Public School $42,263 $25,232 $67,495 258 200-500 $4,855,764 0.87%
New Rockford-Sheyenne Public School $43,415 $2,589 $46,004 327 200-500 $5,065,679 0.86%
New Salem-Almont School District $19,102 $8,683 $27,785 372 200-500 $5,324,571 0.36%
Newburg United Public School $3,612 $1,101 $4,713 76 <200 $2,416,230 0.15%
North Border 100 School District $1,594 $2,785 $4,379 305 200-500 $6,404,128 0.02%
North Sargent Public School $10,148 $8,632 $18,780 183 <200 $3,737,203 0.27%
North Star Public School $518 $229 $747 283 200-500 $3,911,160 0.01%
Northern Cass Public School $16,512 $11,712 $28,224 692 501-2000 $9,430,344 0.18%
Northwood Public School $5,109 $1,145 $6,254 337 200-500 $4,850,149 0.11%
Oakes Public School $9,906 $6,412 $16,318 462 200-500 $6,496,367 0.15%
Park River School District $4,888 $2,519 $7,407 438 200-500 $6,218,785 0.08%
Pingree-Buchanan School District $6,214 $15,254 $21,468 147 <200 $3,022,515 0.21%
Powers Lake Public Schools $777 $777 210 200-500 $4,032,029 0.02%
Richardton-Taylor Public Schools $9,882 $3,626 $13,508 320 200-500 $5,378,493 0.18%
Richland Public School District $21,351 $7,071 $28,422 285 200-500 $4,299,235 0.50%
Rolette Public School District $11,108 $5,103 $16,211 125 <200 $3,486,213 0.32%
Rugby School District $22,613 $11,621 $34,234 561 501-2000 $9,104,926 0.25%
Sargent Central Public School $2,072 $1,902 $3,974 173 <200 $4,176,683 0.05%
Sawyer Public Schools $777 $1,679 $2,456 85 <200 $2,264,231 0.03%
Scranton Public School $2,849 $1,295 $4,144 135 <200 $2,468,356 0.12%
Selfridge Public School $2,320 $2,320 73 <200 $2,443,081 0.09%



Solen Public School District $229 $229 202 200-500 $6,651,745 0.00%
South Heart Public School $15,942 $9,039 $24,981 422 200-500 $5,437,859 0.29%
Stanley Public Schools $13,001 $5,407 $18,408 776 501-2000 $10,848,846 0.12%
Starkweather Public School $3,666 $1,036 $4,702 54 <200 $1,500,115 0.24%
Strasburg School District $3,446 $3,446 104 <200 $2,692,607 0.13%
Surrey Public School $6,701 $259 $6,960 415 200-500 $5,538,149 0.12%
Sweet Briar School $0 $458 $458 28 <200 $401,581 0.00%
TGU School District $8,754 $11,258 $20,012 349 200-500 $6,772,259 0.13%
Thompson Public School $6,993 $3,645 $10,638 679 501-2000 $8,037,309 0.09%
Tioga School District $3,128 $1,155 $4,283 534 501-2000 $10,851,754 0.03%
Turtle Lake-Mercer Public Schools $5,064 $588 $5,652 177 <200 $3,097,633 0.16%
Underwood Public School $4,921 $3,008 $7,929 179 <200 $3,862,895 0.13%
Valley City Public Schools $43,064 $33,818 $76,882 940 501-2000 $14,409,890 0.30%
Valley-Edinburg School District $498 $1,902 $2,400 205 200-500 $3,888,613 0.01%
Velva Public School District $458 $229 $687 435 200-500 $6,673,325 0.01%
Wahpeton Public School District $9,417 $1,852 $11,269 1,199 501-2000 $16,681,413 0.06%
Warwick Public School $0 $4,582 $4,582 177 <200 $8,021,729 0.00%
Washburn Public School $1,792 $1,215 $3,007 348 200-500 $5,504,124 0.03%
West Fargo Public School District $502,142 $323,975 $826,117 12,995 >6000 $182,189,744 0.28%
Westhope Public School $3,694 $2,628 $6,322 151 <200 $3,560,903 0.10%
Williston Basin School District $55,438 $21,796 $77,234 5,339 2001-6000 $79,201,851 0.07%
Wilton Public School $2,071 $1,145 $3,216 262 200-500 $4,091,456 0.05%
Wing Public School $10,007 $2,360 $12,367 59 <200 $1,840,069 0.54%
Wishek Public School $12,427 $10,416 $22,843 229 200-500 $4,222,855 0.29%
Wyndmere Public School $5,108 $7,786 $12,894 245 200-500 $4,945,581 0.10%
Zeeland Public Schools $0 $229 $229 26 <200 $1,085,989 0.00%



 

Date: 1/21/2025 

Testimony in Opposition to HB 1172 

House Education Committee 

Chairman Heinert and Members of the House Education Committee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on HB 1172. For the record, my name is Dr. Alyssa Martin, and I serve 

as the state director of the North Dakota Center for Distance Education (NDCDE). I am here today to express 

strong opposition to this legislation, which I believe has been presented as a policy adjustment but is, at its 

core, a fiscal bill. While there is a fiscal note attached, it addresses local schools and fails to account for the 

significant impact this legislation will have on NDCDE as a state agency. This omission overlooks the 

operational challenges and funding instability HB 1172 will create for the state’s only virtual school—an 

institution that has become essential to the educational fabric of North Dakota. 

Slide 2: Legislative Context 

NDCDE has long had the authority to assess a fee for its services. Over time, what has shifted is who pays and 

who determines when students can enroll in our courses. Before the pandemic, parents bore the financial 

burden. However, during Covid-19, many districts covered the cost of our courses to meet the urgent need for 

virtual instruction. Parents also became more engaged in their children’s education during this time, and as 

schools returned to in-person instruction, some sought ways to maintain virtual learning as part of their 

children’s education. 

Choice was the impetus for HB 1376 during the 68th legislative session, when the North Dakota Legislature 

took a bold step to expand access to NDCDE by asking districts to cover the cost of enrollment. This removed 

financial barriers for families and allowed more students to benefit from the flexibility and quality education 

we provide. 

HB 1172 places restrictions on virtual school choice, with districts only required to pick up the cost of NDCDE 

courses when they do not offer a course or when there is a conflict with a student’s “preferred schedule.” This 

latter terminology is somewhat unclear, which will likely lead to debates about when a scheduling conflict, 

whether actual or perceived, on the part of the student or school actually exists and who decides, leaving 

room for disputes about eligibility and decisions on financial responsibility. In all other cases the financial 

responsibility for NDCDE courses shifts back to the parents.  

Slides 3-4: Who’s Left Out Under HB 1172? 
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This legislation leaves many students without a choice related to virtual education, especially many 

disadvantaged students. Families turn to us for many reasons beyond those that are the financial 

responsibility of schools under this proposed law: to provide flexibility for students recovering from medical 

issues, support for students seeking credit recovery, individualized learning opportunities, alternative 

instructional methods, continuity for students who are in foster care and highly mobile, or to create safe and 

accommodating learning environments for students facing bullying or other challenges. To expand on the 

issue of safety, I have seen a bill attempting to address how schools respond to student sex offenders—

something that virtual education could easily help address but not a reason for districts to pay for NDCDE 

courses under this proposed bill.  

There are so many students who need the support, alternative modality, and flexibility that NDCDE provides, 

but this legislation creates a financial barrier for many of them. I covered the slide on enrollment reasons with 

you last week. I show it again to remind you that over 34% of parents and 38% of our students in our survey 

sample cited a reason other than scheduling or lack of local course offerings for attending NDCDE.  

Slide 5: Enrollment Trends and Revenue Impact 

Our enrollment peaked during the 2023-25 biennium, reflecting the success of legislative support and 

expanded programming. We served more than 28,000 course enrollments during this period, a testament to 

the growing demand for flexible, high-quality education. However, if HB 1172 is enacted, we project a return 

to 2017-19 revenue levels, when parents were primarily responsible for tuition costs. This reduction would 

force us to cut staff and course offerings, weakening our ability to serve students effectively as our tuition 

revenue shrinks by millions. While our growth has allowed us to meet the needs of students statewide, this bill 

threatens to undo that progress. A "stop-and-go" approach to NDCDE access jeopardizes the progress we have 

made and the future of virtual education for North Dakota students. 

Slide 6: Staffing Challenges 

Currently, NDCDE employs 104 individuals, including 29 full-time staff, 11 full-time temporary teachers and 

support staff, and 64 adjunct instructors. These educators are the backbone of our operations, providing 

personalized instruction and high-quality support. HB 1172 jeopardizes their positions. A rollback in funding 

would force us to downsize, leading not only to immediate staffing losses but also to future challenges in 

recruiting quality teachers due to the instability introduced by this bill. Maintaining a talented workforce 

requires a stable funding model, which HB 1172 undermines. 

 

Slide 7: Course Offerings 

As shown in slide seven, the number of courses we offer has fluctuated based on enrollment trends, quality 

analyses, and workload policies. While we have reduced some offerings temporarily to optimize resources, our 

long-term goal is to expand courses as demand grows. If we can sustain the resources gained through recent 

growth, we can reinvest in new offerings to serve North Dakota students better. HB 1172 would curtail this 

potential, forcing reductions that harm students’ access to diverse and rigorous educational opportunities. 



Slides 8-9: Financial Considerations 

NDCDE operates with a modest general fund appropriation, which has remained unchanged despite our rapid 

growth spurred by 2023 legislation. You have seen slide eight before, which I included to highlight an 

important point: NDCDE’s financial impact under HB 1376 has been wildly misunderstood. The reality is that 

the majority of districts are not paying hundreds of thousands of dollars to NDCDE. As shown in the data, the 

average total spending per district for FY 24 and FY 25 combined is just $28,024, with smaller districts 

averaging as little as $7,801 for the biennium. I've also provided a report approximating the percentage of 

district expenditures spent at NDCDE during a 12-month period. While I could only analyze 22-23 district 

expenditure data—and NDCDE-related expenditures did not increase until the passage of HB 1376 at the start 

of FY24—this still offers insight into district spending patterns. For most districts, NDCDE represents less than 

1% of their budgets. 

Even the largest districts, many of which operate their own virtual academies while receiving foundation aid 

for those enrollments, have spent an average of just $349,920 over two years—a fraction of their nine-figure 

budgets.  Slide 9 breaks down NDCDE expenditures by school districts with virtual academies, both large and 

small, to drive home this point: Districts have an opportunity to collaborate strategically with NDCDE by 

monitoring enrollment trends and leveraging its services where it makes sense to phase out duplicative 

offerings and leverage cost savings to reinvest elsewhere in the district. By working together, districts can take 

advantage of the affordable, high-quality educational support NDCDE provides, ensuring students have access 

to expanded learning opportunities while protecting local resources. This partnership approach allows schools 

to focus on core priorities while relying on NDCDE’s established infrastructure and instructional expertise to 

meet diverse student needs. 

Slides 11-12: What Districts Receive from NDCDE for the Cost of Tuition 

You have seen slide eleven before, which highlights that for $229 to $259 per course, districts receive 

curriculum, instruction, technology support, and student support services, while retaining the remainder of 

their foundation aid. NDCDE delivers these services with a strong commitment to quality. I have previously 

walked you through the academic safeguards we have in place—safeguards that we continuously refine by 

collaborating with school stakeholders and incorporating their feedback. 

One element not included in our tuition cost is a learning coach to proctor exams and assist with 

troubleshooting. For this, we rely on our district partners, who provide these resources using the foundation 

aid they retain for students enrolled in NDCDE courses. Despite this, the safeguards detailed on slide twelve 

are comprehensive and rival those offered by the top virtual schools nationwide. 

Slide 11: District Autonomy 

Many districts argue that HB 1172 is necessary to protect against the misuse of public resources when 

students are enrolled in NDCDE, expressing concerns that some students may misuse this free service instead 

of utilizing resources available through their schools. However, at a recent stakeholder meeting, key 

supporters of this bill acknowledged that students misusing NDCDE services are in the minority. 



Slide eleven highlights the extensive autonomy NDCDE has already granted to schools through policy. For 

example, the entity paying for a course is responsible for enrolling the student, enabling schools to have 

critical conversations about course eligibility and fit before any district funds are expended. Schools can also 

set their own start and end dates for our courses, which otherwise default to a 20-week timeframe, and 

establish criteria for dropping or withdrawing students, such as due to inactivity. Additionally, when a student 

completes a course through NDCDE, districts retain the discretion to decide whether the percentage earned or 

the letter grade on the completion certificate is transcribed. 

I have even advised schools that if a student begins a course in the district and later transfers to NDCDE, the 

district could apply a combined and weighted grade. Addressing the local challenges of incorporating virtual 

education into a student’s learning experience simply requires innovation and, perhaps, outreach to my team. 

Unfortunately, few districts have fully leveraged the autonomy we have intentionally provided through our 

policies. 

Slide 12: Conclusion and Next Steps 

NDCDE is not just a provider of coursework; we are a lifeline for students who need flexibility, quality, and 

support to succeed. Shifting the financial burden onto families will create significant barriers for those who 

need us most, including students from low-income households and those already facing substantial 

educational challenges. 

House Bill 1172 is a step backward for North Dakota’s education system. It undermines the intent of previous 

legislation, destabilizes NDCDE, and jeopardizes access for thousands of students who rely on us. As the state’s 

only virtual school, NDCDE has consistently demonstrated its ability to meet the growing demand for flexible, 

rigorous education while maintaining fiscal responsibility. 

I urge this committee to reject HB 1172 to ensure NDCDE can continue providing the high-quality services that 

North Dakota students and families depend on. Behind every enrollment number is a student whose future is 

shaped by the opportunities we provide, and it is our collective responsibility to safeguard their access to 

education. Several parents have submitted testimony advocating for a "do not pass" recommendation on this 

bill, and I encourage you to take the time to read their stories. 

Through my testimony today, I hope to have represented the many students who could not or chose not to 

share their stories—because the numbers speak for themselves. There is an overwhelming demand for virtual 

education in North Dakota, and we remain committed to providing these students with the free access they 

need to achieve their educational goals. 

To provide further perspective, Emily Schaefer, NDCDE’s Assistant Principal, will testify remotely to share 

insights on the diverse reasons students attend NDCDE and the critical importance of preserving access for all 

learners. Please recommend a do not pass on HB 1172. This concludes my testimony. 
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Not all families have the means to pay for
these costs, therefore making it
inaccessible for those families that are not
affluent. These students will possibly miss
out on many educational opportunities.
Many students enroll at NDCDE because of
personal special circumstances and the
HB 1172's failure to account for these
diverse needs is a societal disap

Chad Pittsley

I totally disagree with the approval of that
law and that it will affect my children and
many students who do not have enough
economic resources to be able to pay for
their elementary studies. In everything I
can support, I will do it despite my
limitations with the language. Greetings
and blessings.

NDCDE Parent

This support for us has helped us have
faith in the local school for continuing its
assistance and support. I would
encourage you all to consider students
and parents such as myself and my
daughter, who have support from the
school she attends, knowing we'd have
less of an opportunity for her to succeed if
this was left to the parents only.

Loren Yellow Bird Sr.



Chairman Heinert and Members of the Committee: 

My name is Taylor Koster, and I am here today to testify against the passage of House 

Bill 1172. I am speaking from personal experience, as I had the opportunity to benefit from 

online education during high school. The impact it had on my academic achievements, 

professional development, and mental well-being has been extremely valuable, and I believe it 

provides a unique and valuable option for many students. 

I’ve heard concerns from administrators and other representatives about some students 

using online courses as an easy way out, to avoid teachers, or even to cheat the system. However, 

my experience was completely different, and I believe these concerns do not reflect the reality 

for all students. I hope by sharing my story, the committee will better understand the true value 

of virtual education and how it can serve as an important tool for many students. 

Throughout high school, online education allowed me to accomplish goals that would not 

have been possible with traditional schooling. Each summer, I began taking online courses to get 

ahead academically, which ultimately enabled me to graduate a semester early. This was a 

crucial step, as it allowed me to work additional hours, save more money, and better prepare for 

my transition to college. By my senior year, I was almost a full-time online student, taking only 

one in-person class and completing the rest of my coursework virtually. 

The flexibility of an online schedule gave me the ability to manage my time more 

efficiently. It required discipline and time management, but it also allowed me to be more 

productive. As a fast-paced learner, I was able to focus on academics without the added burden 

of simply waiting for class to end. Instead of sitting idle in the classroom after finishing my 

work, I could use that time to further my knowledge, gain valuable experience in the workplace, 
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and engage in activities beneficial to my well-being. While doing this, I maintained the same 3.9 

GPA I had in my in-person classes throughout my online coursework. 

In addition to the academic and professional benefits, online education played a 

significant role in improving my mental health. The flexibility allowed me to better balance 

school, work, and personal life, creating a healthier and more purposeful routine. This balance 

gave me a greater sense of control over my time and goals, leaving me feeling more confident 

and motivated. 

Because of my success with online education in high school, I continued to pursue this 

format in college. The flexibility of online courses made it possible for me to accept a promotion 

to shift manager at my workplace—an opportunity I wouldn't have been able to pursue with 

traditional school hours. The ability to balance work and school has been essential to my 

continued success, and it all started with the opportunities I had in high school.  

Online education offers students the ability to personalize their learning experience, 

making it more adaptable to their individual needs and goals. However, the revisions proposed in 

HB 1172, specifically lines 11-14, would have prevented someone like me from having my 

online courses paid for. From my perspective, and hopefully yours, I am a success story of 

virtual education, and I know that my experience was incredibly valuable. Taking away this 

option would be a serious setback for students like me, as well as for those who may not be able 

to afford online courses without the support that is currently available. 

I hear the concerns regarding virtual education, but if the true priority is student success 

and not simply the distribution of per-pupil funding, I strongly urge you to seek alternatives. 

Rather than removing this valuable resource, we should explore solutions that ensure all 

students, regardless of financial circumstances, continue to have access to the tools they need to 



succeed. Chairman Heinert and Members of the Committee that concludes my testimony and I 

am happy to answer any questions. 

 



Emily G. Schaefer  

Assistant Principal and Professional Development Coordinator  

North Dakota Center for Distance Education.  

HB 1172-  In opposition 

Chair Heinert and members of the House Education Committee,  

I am here to provide testimony in opposition to HB 1172. I would like to introduce myself. I am 

Emily Schaefer, from Langdon, ND, originally from Walhalla, ND. I am currently the Assistant 

Principal and Professional Development Coordinator at NDCDE. Prior to that I was a full-time 

elementary teacher with NDCDE, a part-time elementary teacher with NDCDE, and before that a 

5th grade teacher in Cavalier, ND. My roots in North Dakota are strong and my passion for the 

students in this state runs deep. 

On behalf of the leadership team at NDCDE I want to speak on the reasons that students need 

access to the center for distance education other than scheduling needs or course offerings or 

availability in districts. 

I am lucky enough to be employed by NDCDE. It was a happenstance situation where in 2020, I 

saw a part-time job opening for an elementary teacher. Since then, my career with NDCDE has 

evolved and most recently grew into a leadership role. I have seen NDCDE through major 

growth with the pandemic and then the legislative session of 2023. I have taught countless 

students who have come to online learning for different reasons. My passion and focus until 

recently was mainly our elementary program, but now I see first-hand the effect we have had on 

K-12 learners. I had families tell me they could not “thank me enough” for this option. Families 

and children going through illness (child or parent), moves, hardships, mental health struggles 

who were able to have access to a quality education through NDCDE. As of yesterday evening, 

we had over 15,700 enrollments for the year. Each one of those with different stories. Last year, I 

had a student who had severe health issues, she needed a complicated surgery and was unable to 

attend school or leave her house due to exposure to illness. I was able to provide her with a 

quality education, regardless of all those obstacles. Her parents financially could never have 

afforded NDCDE. They both worked multiple jobs and had medical bills to pay. If her parents 

had had the burden of covering the costs, I do not know what they would have done.    

Sometimes we are students last option, when every teacher or building has given up or deemed 

them too difficult (academically, behaviorally or emotionally), they are brought to us. Parents are 

given hope for another way for their child to be educated. If HB 1172 passed, that choice leaves 

our students. Often, districts push these students to us, and we will serve that role as the 

educators for any student who comes to NDCDE, but that would seem quite hypocritical- giving 

the district choice but not the student. That would not show the student-centered education that 

we pride ourselves on providing here in North Dakota. 
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I ask you to consider opposing this bill, as it will take educational opportunities away from our 

North Dakota students. North Dakota strives to better the place we live, and providing access to 

all forms of education for our children should be a priority.    

Emily G. Schaefer 

Emily.g.schaefer@k12.nd.us 

701.515.1282 
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North Dakota School Study Council Testimony in Support HB 1172 – NDCDE Fees  1 

 

Chairman Heinert and Members of the Committee,  2 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on HB 1172.  The schools I represent 3 
are in support of this bill.  HB 1172 promotes efficiency and the wise use of taxpayer 4 
dollars.  Schools are unable to redirect dollars from certain staffing positions due 5 
timelines in state law.  It makes no sense for taxpayers to pay for duplicative services; if 6 
the school district is offering the class the taxpayers should not have to pay for the 7 
student to take the class through CDE.  If the course is not offered, we are fine with the 8 
school paying.   9 

We have no issue with any student taking a course from CDE, if the student and parent 10 
pays.  Taxpayers should not need to pay for duplication of services.  11 

Just to put this in perspective, Bismark Public Schools spent approximately $100,000 in 12 
FY24 on CDE – almost all these dollars were for classes available in BPS. 13 

Currently school districts do not have the option of saying no to students when they 14 
request a course from NDCDE.  I have pasted an excerpt from ND DPI’s Guidance 15 
(p.4), 16 
https://www.nd.gov/dpi/sites/www/files/documents/SAO/Virtual%20Education/Virtual%217 
0Instruction%20Guidance%202024.8.23.pdf. 18 

 19 

As you can see, schools are forced to use tax dollars to pay for duplicative service.   20 

I respectfully urge your support for HB 1172 to promote responsible use of taxpayer 21 
dollars.  Thank you for your consideration! 22 

 23 

Dr. Paul Stremick 24 
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Q. What if the school already offors the oou1rse? Does the district stilll have to allow the studentto talke the 
same course from NDCDE? 

A. Yes. 

https://www.nd.gov/dpi/sites/www/files/documents/SAO/Virtual%20Education/Virtual%20Instruction%20Guidance%202024.8.23.pdf
https://www.nd.gov/dpi/sites/www/files/documents/SAO/Virtual%20Education/Virtual%20Instruction%20Guidance%202024.8.23.pdf


Andrew Gilbertson 

408 2nd St 

Hamilton, ND 58238 

Andrew.t.gilbertson@k12.nd.us 

701-361-5462 

 

Chairman Heinert, Vice Chairman Schreiber-Beck, and Members of the Education 
Committee, 

Greetings, and thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony in opposition to House 
Bill 1172. My name is Andrew Gilbertson, and I am the Dean of Students for the North 
Dakota Center for Distance Education (NDCDE). My career has spanned various roles in 
school districts across North Dakota, including teaching, counseling, and serving as a 
building principal. These experiences have provided me with a deep understanding of the 
critical role virtual learning plays in complementing traditional brick-and-mortar education. 
I have seen first hand the benefits virtual learning offers to school districts, parents, and, 
most importantly, students. 

In rural schools, where I have spent much of my career, virtual learning is essential. 
Research shows that teacher talent is one of the most significant factors in student 
success. While students are central to education, having highly skilled teachers is a very 
close second. Many rural school districts face increasing challenges in attracting and 
retaining top-tier teaching talent, which has led them to rely on NDCDE to provide full-
classroom programming in required courses as well as electives. Other districts use 
NDCDE to supplement their curricula.  As a building counselor I guided students into 
NDCDE’s programming often to support student needs including graduation requirements, 
career goals, choice ready and scholarship requirements.  For example I have encouraged 
many students into NDCDE’s nursing pathway, recognizing their aptitude for nursing over 
less relevant to them, in-house options. Decisions like these enhance students' 
educational experiences and prepare them for graduation, critical careers and 
opportunities for scholarships. 

Proponents of HB 1172 argue that parents would only need to pay for courses not offered 
or not allowed within a student’s schedule. However, this proposal raises serious concerns 
about both unintended and potentially intended consequences. For instance, who 
determines master schedules, and is there parent oversight to ensure that schools 
prioritize the best interests of students when creating them? Without such oversight, 
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school districts may design schedules based on budgetary considerations rather than 
student needs, reducing access to engaging and rigorous coursework.  I know most school 
administrators are of high integrity, but I also know that school schedules and class 
offerings, especially in small schools is a delicate process and requires flexibility and 
creativity.  Sometimes students need to take a course that is not offered that semester in 
the brick and mortar schedule.  I would also argue, this bill disproportionately impacts 
students in large school districts with extensive course offerings in a negative way. This 
would limit students’ ability to take online courses. Such limitations conflict with the 
Choice Ready Framework and the ND Scholarship, potentially preventing low-income 
students in large districts from becoming Choice Ready or qualifying for the state 
scholarship. By requiring students to fund their online course requirements independently 
if the course is offered in-house, the ND Scholarship could become accessible only to 
those who can afford virtual learning out of pocket. Additionally, equating high grades with 
learning is misleading. From my experience, the most impactful courses and educators do 
not always produce students with perfect grades. Letter grades alone are an inconsistent 
and inadequate measure of success, varying greatly between teachers and districts.  What 
is passing in one district could be failing in another. I would caution you to take evidence 
based only on student grade and pass fail achievement. 

I acknowledge that some educational restrictions are necessary. I stand with my Director, 
Dr. Martin, in partial support of HB 1105, which provides school districts with statutory 
grounds to address many of challenges school districts face with virtual learning. However, 
I strongly oppose provisions requiring students or their parents to pay for courses if they 
fail. This approach would discourage families from enrolling in virtual courses altogether, 
particularly those who cannot afford the financial risk. My experience as a Principal in a 
school district with a majority of low income students has taught me that quite simply fees 
are a deterrent. As Dean of Students, I work closely with school leaders statewide.  I really 
enjoy this part of my work. They seek clear guidelines for virtual learning.  I empathize with 
them, but placing financial barriers for families is not the answer. Policies should ensure 
equitable access to education, enabling students to explore learning opportunities without 
fear of undue financial burden. 

Some students struggle in virtual classrooms, and school districts must retain the 
authority to make collaborative, informed decisions with parents and other stakeholders to 
provide the best possible education. I have seen students leave traditional classrooms to 
enroll in NDCDE courses, only to disengage entirely. This benefits no one—not the school, 
not NDCDE, and certainly not the student. Safeguards are necessary to support students 
who are unengaged or making poor choices. Rather than creating financial obstacles, 



school districts and NDCDE must collaborate as partners to deliver high-quality education 
tailored to individual student needs. 

Students are not charged for failing brick-and-mortar courses, and it would be inequitable 
to impose such fees for virtual learning. Instead, local policies should focus on ensuring 
students are appropriately placed and fully supported. School districts can implement 
measures to monitor and guide student engagement and behavior in virtual classrooms, 
aligning these efforts with district standards and NDCDE’s Learning Coach policies. The 
most effective way to safeguard taxpayer dollars is by fostering student success across all 
modalities, rather than simply enrolling students in virtual courses and then leaving them 
without adequate support. 

From my experience as Dean, the most significant issues in virtual learning stem from 
insufficient supervision. Like every school district in the state, NDCDE continually strives to 
identify and address areas for improvement. However, what sets NDCDE apart is our 
adaptability and the speed at which we can implement meaningful changes. Recent 
collaborations with school districts have enabled us to make substantial enhancements to 
both our curriculum and processes. Strengthening partnerships between NDCDE and 
school districts will ensure that students benefit from the most robust educational 
opportunities while upholding shared community values. 

NDCDE’s mission is to support K-12 education in North Dakota, not to compete with it. 
Criticizing NDCDE for staffing challenges within school districts is both inaccurate and 
counterproductive. The expiration of ESSER dollars—temporary federal COVID relief 
funds—was an anticipated event. Difficult staffing decisions were inevitable and felt by 
districts across the state, including the one I worked in.  These decisions were not caused 
by NDCDE’s pricing or programming. These challenges highlight broader issues of planning 
and resource allocation. 

Thank you for considering my testimony. I urge you to oppose HB 1172 and support policies 
that empower school districts to develop guidelines for virtual learning that prioritize 
educational equity and student success.  I am committed to working with school leaders 
across the state to support student learning and success. 



Subject: Opposition to House Bill 1172 

 

To Whom it May Concern, 

My name is Annette Marchand, and I am writing to express my strong opposition to House Bill 1172. As a 

dedicated educator at NDCDE since 2006, where I teach both Art and Family and Consumer Sciences (FACS) 

classes, I have witnessed firsthand the transformative shift our organization has made from a print-based course 

structure to a robust online learning environment. This transition has empowered us to offer between 300-400 

courses annually, significantly enhancing educational access for North Dakota students. 

NDCDE is dedicated to aligning with the needs of schools and addressing the teacher shortage in North Dakota. I 

am committed to offering a diverse range of art classes, including Digital Photography, Basic Drawing, Beginning 

Painting, 2D Studio Art, and Digital Art and Design. I strongly advocate for the integration of Competency-Based 

Education, which enhances the learning experience and fosters student engagement. My focus is on building 

meaningful relationships with my students and providing personalized experiences through consistent feedback and 

open communication. In conclusion, the partnerships we cultivate with schools to create structured learning 

environments lead to remarkable outcomes for our students. I am deeply grateful for the collaboration of Learning 

Coaches and parents alike. 

The Importance of Online Art Education: 

Learning art online plays a crucial role in 21st-century education, equipping students with essential skills and 

competencies necessary for success in today’s rapidly evolving world. Here are several ways in which online art 

education aligns with these principles: 

1. Access to Diverse Resources: 

o Global Learning: Online platforms enable students to explore various artistic techniques and styles 

from around the globe, broadening their perspectives. 

o Variety of Materials: Virtual tutorials allow students to experiment with diverse media and tools, 

unhindered by the limitations of physical classroom resources. 

2. Development of Digital Literacy: 

o Technology Skills: Engaging with online art platforms enhances proficiency in digital tools and 

applications, which are increasingly vital in numerous fields. 

o Online Collaboration: Students learn to collaborate effectively through digital platforms, enhancing 

their ability to work with others remotely. 

3. Personalized Learning Experiences: 

o Self-Paced Learning: Online art classes accommodate different learning styles and preferences by 

allowing students to progress at their own pace. 

o Tailored Feedback: Personalized feedback can be provided through online critiques and discussions, 

fostering artistic growth. 

4. Enhancing Creativity and Innovation: 

o Flexible Exploration: Online art education encourages unique creative exploration, fostering 

innovative thinking and problem-solving skills. 

o Project-Based Learning: Many online art programs incorporate project-based learning, prompting 

students to develop original ideas and solutions. 

5. Interdisciplinary Connections: 

o Integration with Other Subjects: Online art education often intersects with history, science, and 

technology, allowing students to see connections across disciplines. 
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o Cultural Awareness: Exposure to various cultural contexts enhances students’ understanding of the 

global community. 

6. Communication and Collaboration: 

o Virtual Communities: Online art education fosters virtual communities where students can share 

ideas, provide feedback, and collaborate on projects. 

o Presentation Skills: Students learn to present their work digitally, honing their ability to communicate 

effectively in diverse formats. 

7. Fostering Lifelong Learning: 

o Continuous Access: Online learning encourages students to pursue art and creativity throughout 

their lives. 

o Adaptability: Learning in an online environment prepares students for the flexibility required in 

modern workplaces. 

Conclusion: 

Online art education not only promotes access to diverse resources but also develops digital literacy, offers 

personalized learning experiences, enhances creativity, fosters interdisciplinary connections, and encourages 

collaboration. These essential elements equip students with the skills needed to thrive in an interconnected and 

rapidly changing world, making online art education a valuable component of contemporary learning. 

Moreover, we are currently facing a mental health crisis in North Dakota, exacerbated by limited access to learning 

opportunities. Many families are at a significant financial disadvantage, and denying funding for art education could 

severely restrict their access to a well-rounded education. Research consistently shows that art positively impacts 

both learning and mental health by enhancing cognitive skills, reducing stress, promoting self-expression, and 

improving social interactions. Encouraging participation in the arts not only enriches the educational experience but 

also contributes to better mental health outcomes. 

Thank you for considering my perspective on this important matter. I urge you to oppose House Bill 1172 to 

ensure that our students continue to have access to the invaluable benefits of online art education. 

Sincerely,  

Annette Marchand  

 

Annette Marchand 

Art Teacher 

701.630.2085  •  annette.marchand@k12.nd.us   •   cde.nd.gov 
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2025 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Education Committee 
Coteau AB Room, State Capitol 

HB 1172 
2/12/2025 

Relating to the payment of fees for courses provided by the center for distance education. 

3:00 p.m. Chairman Heinert called the hearing to order. 

Members Present: Chairman Heinert, Vice Chairman Schreiber- Beck, Representatives, 
Conmy, Hager, Hatlestad, Hauck, Heilman, Jonas, Longmuir, Maki, Marchall, Morton, 
Novak, Osowski 

Discussion Topics: 
• Committee action

3:00 p.m. Vice Chair Schreiber-Beck moved a Do Not Pass. 

3:00 p.m. Representative Heilman seconded the motion.  

Representatives Vote 
Representative Pat D. Heinert Y 
Representative Cynthia Schreiber-Beck Y 
Representative Liz Conmy Y 
Representative LaurieBeth Hager Y 
Representative Patrick R. Hatlestad Y 
Representative Dori Hauck Y 
Representative Matthew Heilman Y 
Representative Jim Jonas Y 
Representative Donald W. Longmuir Y 
Representative Roger A. Maki Y 
Representative Andrew Marschall Y 
Representative Desiree Morton Y 
Representative Anna S. Novak Y 
Representative Doug Osowski Y 

Motion Carried: 14-0-0 

3:02 p.m. Vice Chair Schreiber- Beck moved to place bill on the Consent Calander. 

3:02 p.m. Representative Hager seconded the motion. 



House Education Committee 
HB 1172 
02-12-25
Page 2

Representatives Vote 
Representative Pat D. Heinert Y 
Representative Cynthia Schreiber-Beck Y 
Representative Liz Conmy Y 
Representative LaurieBeth Hager Y 
Representative Patrick R. Hatlestad Y 
Representative Dori Hauck Y 
Representative Matthew Heilman Y 
Representative Jim Jonas Y 
Representative Donald W. Longmuir Y 
Representative Roger A. Maki Y 
Representative Andrew Marschall Y 
Representative Desiree Morton Y 
Representative Anna S. Novak Y 
Representative Doug Osowski Y 

Motion Carried 14-0-0

Bill Carrier: Chairman Heinert 

3:03 p.m. Chairman Heinert closed the hearing. 

Leah Kuball, Committee Clerk 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
HB 1172 (25.0863.01000)

Education Committee (Rep. Heinert, Chairman) recommends DO NOT PASS and BE
PLACED ON THE CONSENT CALENDAR (14 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT
VOTING). HB 1172 was placed on the Tenth order on the calendar.

https://ndlegis.gov/assembly/69-2025/regular/documents/25-0863-01000.pdf
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