
MINUTES
SENATE EDUCATION COMMITTEE

DATE: Wednesday, March 05, 2025
TIME: 3:00 P.M.
PLACE: Room WW55
MEMBERS
PRESENT:

Chairman Lent, Vice Chairman Cook, Senators Woodward, Nichols, Carlson,
Burtenshaw, Zito, Ward-Engelking, and Semmelroth

ABSENT/
EXCUSED:

None

NOTE: The sign-in sheet, testimonies and other related materials will be retained with
the minutes in the committee's office until the end of the session and will then be
located on file with the minutes in the Legislative Services Library.

CONVENED: Chairman Lent called the Senate Education Committee (Committee) to order
at 3:00 p.m.

MINUTES
APPROVAL:

Senator Ward-Engelking moved to approve the Minutes from February 25,
2025. Senator Zito seconded the motion. The motion carried by voice vote.

MINUTES
APPROVAL:

Senator Burtenshaw moved to approve the Minutes from February 3, 2025.
Senator Woodward seconded the motion. The motion carried by voice vote.

RS 32586C1 Senate Education; rules approval; Unanimous Consent Request. Chairman
Lent asked for unanimous consent to send RS 32586C1 to a Privileged
Committee for printing. The motion carried by voice vote.

S 1068 EDUCATION – Amends existing law to establish provisions and define
terms regarding parent-supported instruction for public school students.
Steven Thayn mentioned how S 1068 allowed for a more level-playing field in
education and for districts to establish a Parent-Supported Instructional model
that also created an Educational Savings Account (ESA) for those parents who
opted into the program.

DISCUSSION: Senator Burtenshaw asked if this hybrid model would act like a magnet school.
Mr. Thayn stated not necessarily. Some Parent-Supported Instruction models
operated within their districts and others were a statewide initiative. Senator
Burtenshaw asked how the districts received the funds. Mr. Thayn referenced a
flow chart he provided, and how the funds were provided by the State through the
General Fund (Attachment 1). Mr. Thayn clarified that an ESA was an account
provided by a 3rd party provider that reimbursed funds spent for education.

Senator Ward-Engelking asked about the full per-student State funding and
how it benefited the school districts. Mr. Thayn stated that it benefited the school
district by bringing homeschool students back into the public school system,
which increased the school's budgets. Senator Ward-Engelking stated that
money was budgeted based upon daily attendance in the physical classroom.
So, she questioned how this model increased the budgets of schools. Mr.
Thayn deferred to Janet Cox, a representative from Home Ed 360. Janet
Cox stated that Parent-Supported Instruction was a virtual school model that
operated through Idaho Home Learning Academy (IHLA), which operated under
the Oneida School District. Additionally, she noted that it had increased jobs and
other positions within a school district.



TESTIMONY: Darren Forrest testified in support of S 1068 and explained how the program
had provided them with flexibility to meet the needs of each of their children.

Written testimony submitted online appears in Attachment 2.
DISCUSSION: Senator Ward-Engelking wondered if Mr. Forrest had applied to the

Empowering Parents Program (EEP). Mr. Forrest explained that they had
applied for EPP, but did not meet the standards necessary to receive funding.

Chairman Lent asked about the model of IHLA and if this bill changed that
model. Mr. Thayn explained that it did not change the educational model of
IHLA, but it did create provisions for student accountability.

TESTIMONY: Phillip and Josiah Forrest testified in support of S 1068 and explained how the
program had been a better fit for their personal education and allowed them to
focus more on the material.

Jacob Peterson, Heather Larson, and Tovah Garcia testified in support
of S 1068, as they believed it created a more flexible and creative method for
teaching their children outside of the traditional public school model that met
their needs more effectively.

DISCUSSION: Chairman Lent asked Janet Cox to explain the process of how funds were
distributed and which organizations were involved. Ms. Cox explained that the
State allocated money to the Oneida School District, who distributed funds to
IHLA, and IHLA then provided funds to Home Ed 360 for the ESA accounts. She
further noted that the school district provided for teacher salaries and areas such
as Special Education. The service provides (i.e. Home Ed 360) received money
from the district for each unit of student, breaking down to roughly $2,500 per
student. Of that $2,500, $1,800 was distributed into an ESA account and the rest
of the funds were used toward additional instructional materials. Chairman Lent
asked who had the most interface with the students. Ms. Cox stated that it was
mixed, but that the teachers from IHLA probably had the most interaction.

Senator Ward-Engelking asked if the ESA accounts were distributed annually
and if funds could be carried over into the next year. Ms. Cox explained that
the ESA accounts were distributed annually each year to each student enrolled.
She further stated that the funds could not be rolled over and needed to be
entirely used by a certain date each school year. Senator Ward-Engelking
asked if travel expenses or tickets to a theme park would be reimbursable funds.
Ms. Cox stated that travel expenses, such as hotels, gas, and airfare, would
not be covered by an ESA account. Tickets to a museum would be covered, as
it directly pertained to an educational experience, however, tickets to a theme
park, such as Sea World, would not be covered.

TESTIMONY: Densie Caruzzi and Criseida Cueras testified against S 1068 as they believed
it pulled money away from public schools and disproportionately disenfranchised
parents who could not afford to homeschool their children.

Kristen Hammer testified in support of S 1068 as she believed this program was
already funded and, therefore, did not pull money away from public schools.
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DISCUSSION: Chairman Lent asked if the ESA accounts paid for special needs treatments or
accommodations. Ms. Hammer stated that the money from the ESA accounts
did not go toward special education needs, and special education was either
funded through the school district's allocated special needs accounts, or was
covered through personal insurance.

Mr. Thayn closed by clarifying that no money was sent directly to the parents,
that all the students in this program were public school students, and there
was no additional cost to this program as it was already funded. He explained
the purpose of S 1068 was to inform other districts of this program and give
them the initiative to implement Parent-Supported Instruction. Furthermore, he
argued that if this program was removed, parents would not send their kids back
to a traditional school model and would instead seek alternative methods of
education once more.

Senator Ward-Engelking stated that she did not see a limit of $1,800 for the
ESA accounts, nor did she see where it required them to be enrolled in a virtual
school. Mr. Thayn explained that education was mixed, but was often taught
from the home. Additionally, there was no limit on the ESA accounts, as the limit
was determined by the individual districts. Senator Ward-Engelking questioned
the restrictions of the State Department of Education's ability to regulate this
program. Mr. Thayn stated that there was a limit on the State Department's
ability to regulate so that parents could more freely choose the curriculum taught
to their children.

Senator Carlson questioned why this was needed in code if it was already being
done in practice. Mr. Thayn stated that it was a relatively new model that had
received some push back, therefore, this was to prevent the model from being
overregulated. Moreover, this bill added further clarification and guidelines for a
Parent-Support Instruction model.

Senator Nichols questioned if the State paid for a child twice. Mr. Thayn
clarified that the State provided money to the districts, and the districts distributed
those funds into different areas, including the ESA accounts. Senator Nichols
asked if the self-directed learner model influenced this bill. Mr. Thayn explained
that the bill was influenced by the self-directed learner model.

Senators Cook and Woodard explained they needed to more readily
understand the money distribution process and where all the funds were going.

MOTION: Senator Cook moved to hold S 1068 subject to the call of the Chair. Senator
Woodward seconded the motion.

DISCUSSION: Senator Ward-Engelking stated she would support the motion but that she still
had some concerns she wanted addressed.

SUBSTITUTE
MOTION:

Senator Nichols moved to hold S 1068 subject to a date certain for March 12.
Senator Carlson seconded the motion. The motion carried by voice vote.
Senators Ward-Engelking, Semmelroth, and Burtenshaw requested they be
recorded as voting nay.

ADJOURNED: There being no further business at this time, Chairman Lent adjourned the
meeting at 4:01 p.m.

___________________________ ___________________________
Senator Lent Savahanna Phelan
Chair Secretary
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