The Vote And Public Cost
•
•
•

•
•

The proposed project’s all-inclusive budget is $14,300,000.
On July 26th, the school board approved a bond resolution asking for a public vote.
The questions on the ballot ask permission for the school to issue up to $14,300,000 in debt to pay for a
building project and the second asking for the school’s debt limit to be raised by 5%.
All maintenance and building projects since 1979 have come from the general fund.
If a member of the public wishes to move this project forward they must vote yes on both ballot questions.

Next Steps
•
•
•

Any members of the community that have questions please direct them towards the School Administration,
School Board or Citizen’s Committee members.
Additional resources and materials are available on the school’s website at the building project page. Hard
copies of all materials can be obtained at the High School in Tower City.
Please vote on September 20th.

Why Now?
•

•

Educational and Community Benefits
- Brings our students and staff together
- Will serve this and future generations
- Improve access to technology
- Allows training of “real world” skills
- Purpose built classrooms for 21st Century learning
Collaboration
Critical Thinking
Creativity
Communication
- Multi-purpose areas make better use of space
One facility saves 27,000 square feet
- Serves our handicapped and special needs students
- Less wasted time for students/teachers – travel, etc.
Financial Benefits
- Invest $$ towards our future vs. maintaining older buildings
- Save at least $132,000 per year in operational costs
- Bond interest rates are at 30 year lows
- State low interest (2%) loan is available
- Construction costs likely to rise, are competitive now
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What will it take?
For the $14.3 million project, the estimated increase is 50.27 mills. Examples include:
					True & Full Value		
Per Year		
Agland Average (Cass County)
$1,117
$2.81 per acre
Agland Average (Maple Valley)
$1,028
$2.58 per acre
Residential Average (Cass County)
$191,200
$432.52
Residential Average (Maple Valley)
$94,600
$214.00

Per Month
36.04
$18.21

You can calculate your specific tax impact using the following formula:
Agland Example from above: $1,028 x .050 x 50.27/1000 = $2.58 per acre annually
Residency Example from above: $94,600 x .045 x 50.27/1000 = $214.00 per year
What is your Vision for the Future of the Maple Valley School District?
We believe our best days are ahead of us!

Maple Valley Public School
www.maple-valley.k12.nd.us
(701) 749-2570
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The Process And Actions To Date
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

After a thorough review of the previous Long Term Facility Plan, it was deemed to not be a complete
solution for the community and work began on the process of updating it.
Focus groups were held in all four communities, their results drove the need to address the current
buildings being used by Maple Valley Public Schools.
A new team of Architects and Engineers hired by the school district, went through all three buildings to
draft comprehensive facility assessments.
The School Board created a committee of community members, school board members and administration.
This Citizen’s Committee was to look at all the data and community input in order to come up with a
solution that best serves all students and patrons of Maple Valley.
The School Board specifically charged the Citizen’s Committee to:
- Address operating costs and future maintenance concerns
- Consider facility improvements
- Prioritize > consider tax impact and operating costs
- Look at all options
- Recommend an option that you feel will gain voter support
- Project must be sustainable > look out 10+ years
- Get the information you need for a recommendation to the School Board
The Citizen’s Committee met over several months, created a facility solution, presented solution in town
hall and open house formats, received feedback and made a recommendation to the School Board based
on community feedback.
School board received the Citizen’s Committee recommendation. The board accepted their
recommendation and called for public vote.  

Current Educational Facilities
•
•

•

•
•

Facility assessments identified the current state of all three building’s structural, electrical, mechanical,
life safety, ADA and Department of Public Instruction educational minimum space requirements.
Below are the listed costs for the building maintenance that will needed within 5-10 years and the changes
that will be mandatory to meet code:
- Tower City – $2.9 million, $101 per SF, 49% of cost of building new.
- Oriska - $3.1 million, $158 per SF, 77% of cost of building new.
- Buffalo - $ 2.0 million, $146 per SF, 71% of cost of building new.
Space Needs Analysis:
- Maintain all 3 campuses 96,000 square feet.
- Centralized PreK-12 Campus = 69,000 square feet.
- One Campus = 27,000 Square Feet saving, reducing future operational and maintenance costs.
Minimum operational cost savings realized by the school by consolidating to one building: $132,000 per
year.
Reduce maintenance and code update requirements for the district worth up to $5,100,000 in the next
5 – 10 years.

Possible Solution
•

•
•
•

The Citizen’s Committee led the Architects, Engineers and Construction Managers to address the districts
need’s and worked through more than 10 design variations, including building an all new school on green
field.
The recommended solution provides every student with an enhanced learning environment with special
attention paid to life safety, security and a plan to handle potential growth in the future.
The Committee worked through the community feedback that was received to make their final
recommendation to the School Board.
The solution encompasses 50,825 SF of new construction with 14,750 SF of renovation on the current
school in Tower City.
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