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CHAIR LYDA GREEN called the Senate Health, Education & Soci al
Services Conmttee neeting to order at 1:37 p.m Present were
Senators Lenan, W] ken, Davis and G een. The first order of
busi ness to cone before the commttee was SB 64.

#SB 64
SB 64-H GH SCHOOL DI PLOVA FOR CERTAIN WAl VETS

MAJOR GENERAL PHIL OATES, Conmi ssioner of the Departnent of
Mlitary and Veterans Affairs (DWA), stated that SB 64 honors our
veterans and recogni zes the achi evenents that WNI veterans nmade to
our country. Sonme 15 states have already enacted |egislation
awar di ng hi gh school diploms to WNI veterans and 11 states have
| egi sl ati on pending. About 63,000 veterans |live in Al aska today;
about 10 percent of those are WNI vets. About 150 Al aska veterans
woul d be eligible to receive a high school diplom under SB 64,
including Alaska’s Territorial National Guard nenbers.

SB 64 applies to WNWI veterans who dropped out of high school or
did not finish high school because of their mlitary service. This
project is known nationally as Qperation Recognition. During WNI,
many nmen and wonen left the conforts of honme and high school to

fight. Later in life, many wi shed they had received a diplona.
Providing one is the least we can do as a sign of respect and
recognition. SB 64 will allow the Al aska Departnment of Education

and Early Devel opnent (DCEED) to award a diploma to WN'I veterans
who served during the period from August 7, 1940 to July 5, 1947.
Veterans with a GED are also eligible. He asked commttee nenbers
to support the bill
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SENATOR WARD j oi ned the committee.

SENATOR LEMAN asked, tongue in cheek, "Ceneral Qates, you know how
we' ve been working for accountability in our education system do
you think it would be appropriate to have these veterans pass the
conpet ency exan®"

MAJOR GENERAL CQATES replied, "Senator Leman, since we're not quite
to the conpetency exam period, | think we'll nove with haste at
this tine." He added he is quite confident that all of these
vet erans have exceeded the requirenments expected of a high school
gr aduat e.

SENATOR WARD asked if SB 64 applies to the Merchant Marines who
were called to duty.

MAJOR GENERAL OATES said it does as they are recognized as
vet er ans.

CHAI R GREEN announced that she sponsored an anendnent at the
request of DWA The intent of the anmendnent is to allow WNI
veterans who | ater received a general equival ency diploma to apply

for a high school diploma. It reads:
Page 1, lines 12-13, delete "or general equival ency diplom".
SENATOR WARD noved to adopt the anendnent. There being no

di scussion or objection, the notion carried.

There being no further questions, SENATOR LEMAN noved CSSB 64( HES)
fromcomittee with individual recomendations and its zero fi scal
not e.

#

CHAI R GREEN announced the commttee woul d hear SB 40.

SENATOR W LKEN announced that he would be leaving shortly to
testify before another conmttee.

#SB 40
SB 40- EDUC. OF DI SABLED OR G FTED CHI LDREN

DR. BRUCE JOHNSON, Deputy Conm ssioner of DCEED, stated he was
testifying on behalf of the Admi nistration and nmade the foll ow ng
coments. Since a simlar bill was considered by the |egislature
| ast year, DOEED worked with the Governor's Council on Speci al
Education and Disabilities, Parents Inc., the Disability Law Center
and school district representatives to obtain input in drafting
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this |egislation. Menbers of the three advocacy groups then
reviewed the proposed |egislation and provided feedback that was
incorporated into SB 40. A list of the representatives fromthe
various organi zati ons who worked wi th DOEED has been distributed to
commttee nenbers. DOEED also solicited information from parents
and representatives of gifted children. SB 40 acconplishes severa
i nportant purposes. He provided the follow ng highlights.

SB 40 updates the special education statutes in accordance with the
federal Individuals with Disabilities Act as anmended in 1997 (1 DEA
97). | DEA 97 contains a nunber of policy nodifications, including
strengt hening parental rights and inproving academ c outcones for
children with disabilities. SB 40 hel ps ensure that children with
disabilities will continue to receive appropriate educational
services and that Al aska will continue to be eligible for federal
speci al education funds. For FY 02 these funds are expected to
total nmore than $19 mllion

SB 40 further defines Al aska's special education policy in areas
where | DEA 97 provides states with discretion. For exanple, SB 40
nodi fies current statute by requiring state boarding schools and

statewi de correspondence schools that enroll children wth
disabilities from outside their district to provide special
education and related services. SB 40 also limts a school

district's responsibility to provide services to children with
disabilities who attend private schools to the level required by
| DEA 97.

SB 40 nore clearly differentiates the federal requirenments for
provi di ng educational services to children with disabilities from
state requirenents for providing educational services to gifted
chil dren.

CHAI R GREEN asked Dr. Johnson to repeat his statenent about private
school s.

DR, JOHNSON explained that SB 40 |limts a school district's
responsibility to provide services to children wth disabilities
who attend private schools. He said M. Maloney will el aborate on
that concept. Students wll still receive services but the
services will be limted to what is required by federal |aw

DR. JOHNSON continued highlighting SB 40.

Under SB 40, school districts nust continue to provide gifted
education prograns, however districts are required to serve only
gifted children enrolled in and attending public schools.
Additionally, districts will no longer be required to provide
rel ated services, such as individual transportation to gifted
children. However, a gifted student could be identified as a child
with a disability as well, thereby qualifying for rel ated services.
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Where appropriate, different term nol ogy describing the conponents
of gifted education has been incorporated to further distinguish
gifted education from federally funded and nmandated speci al
education and rel ated services.

SB 40 also maintains DOEED s responsibility for overseeing the
gi fted education prograns provided by school districts. Although
the new | egislation does not add new responsibilities, DOEED has
not previously had the resources to adequately fulfill its
obl i gati on. Therefore a general fund increnment in the FY 2002
budget for the Division of Teaching and Learning Support 1is
requested to cover the cost of DOEED s oversight responsibilities.

DR. JOHNSON asked M. Maloney to outline sonme of the proposed
changes within SB 40.

MR. GREG MALONEY, director of the Division of Special Education,
DCEED, referred to a DOEED docunent entitled, "HB 71/SB 40 An Act
Rel ating to the Education of Children with Disabilities and Gfted
Chil dren" and made the followi ng coments about the provisions of
SB 40.

First, SB 40 changes the term nology in statute from "excepti onal
children" to "children with disabilities" and "gifted children."

Subsections (3), (4) and (5) were added to Sec. 14.30.186.
Subsection (3) states that children at a treatment, correctional or
youth detention facility who are eligible for special education and
rel ated services shall be served by the borough, city school
district, or regional educational attendance area in which the
facility is located. Subsection (4) will require special education
services to be provided by state boarding schools that enroll
students with disabilities. Subsection (5) requires a district
that provides a statew de correspondence study programto ensure
that services are provided to children with disabilities enrolled
in those prograns.

Regar di ng due process hearings, DOEED is proposing to change the
current two-tier due process system Under the current system the
district is responsible for assigning a hearing officer and, after
t he decision, the parent or district can appeal to DOEED. Under SB
40, DCEED woul d assign the hearing officer and an appeal of the
hearing officer's decision would go directly to the Al aska Superi or
Court.

CHAI R GREEN asked if paynment for the hearing officer would remain
at the local district |evel.

MR MALONEY said DCEED anticipates it will be paid for by the | ocal
school district.
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MR. MALONEY expl ained the next change pertains to nediation; AS
14.30 will be anended to add a new section. Mediation is a
voluntary dispute resolution process provided for in the nost
recent federal statute and regulations pertaining to special
educati on. States will sponsor prograns in which districts and
parents can voluntarily enter into nmediation to resolve issues.

CHAI R GREEN asked if DOEED wi || nanme the nediator, subject to the
approval of both sides.

MR. MALONEY said DOEED is already doing that. DOEED oversees the
nmedi ati on system but has a contractor that provides nediators and
does the day-to-day |ogistical assignnments. The nediators go
onsite. The process is free to both the district and the parents.

CHAI R GREEN asked if that cost is included in DOEED s budget and
will continue to be.

MR. MALONEY sai d yes.

CHAI R GREEN asked if a nediator can be used for either students
with a disability or for gifted students.

MR. MALONEY said that nediation is not available for gifted
education because it is a federally funded program

MR MALONEY conti nued di scussing SB 40. The next change to statute
is to individualized education program (IEP) conponents. In the
current statute, the IEP conponents for gifted education and
speci al education and rel ated services are conbi ned. In SB 40,
DOEED separated the special education requirenents, which are the
federal requirenents, for students with disabilities, and cited the
federal regulations that pertain to the | EP conponents. For gifted
students there is no federal mandate, so the conponents were
mai ntained and listed in the section of SB 40 that relates to the
gifted I EP.

CHAI R GREEN asked M. Maloney if he believes it is appropriate to
use the sane nanme for both categories of students.

MR. MALONEY said DCEED has changed that and now calls it
"individualized gifted education program"”

MR MALONEY expl ai ned the next change is a DCOEED proposal requiring
districts to serve students enrolled in private schools to the
degree nmandated by federal regulations and legislation. Currently,
students enrolled in private school are served by the resident
district and there is no difference between the services provided
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to public or private school students. Districts do not receive
simlar funding for those students. Under DOEED s proposal,
private school students would be able to receive services fromthe
districts according to mnmandates contained in the federa
regul ati ons.

CHAI R GREEN asked if the districts will receive any funding for
provi di ng those servi ces.

MR. MALONEY expl ai ned that under current Al aska statute, a student
enrolled in private school is eligible for the sane services as a

student enrolled in public school. The federal |aw and regul ati ons
require less than that - they require that a proportionate share of
funds be spent on private school special education. Districts

woul d not be required to provide the total array of services to
students enrolled in private school.

CHAI R GREEN asked if that |l evel of service is referenced in 34 CFR
300. 450- 462.

MR MALONEY said that is correct.

CHAIR CGREEN asked if it says the services provided to these
students woul d not have to be the sane as if they were enrolled in
public school.

CHAI R GREEN asked what DCEED is currently doing.

MR. MALONEY said under statute, private and public school students
woul d be treated the sane.

SENATOR LEMAN said he is trying to figure out what problemthis
fixes. He asked M. Maloney to supply himwith a list of the
servi ces required under federal |aw and the services provided now.

CHAI R GREEN asked if only federal noney will be used.

MR. MALONEY replied, "The way the federal governnment would | ook at
it is they would track how we are spending their federal funds and
so the proportionate ambunt would be how we spent - has the
district spent a simlar anount of federal funds on private school
as they have on public school, or kids who are enrolled in the
school district itself? So they don't track the state funding,
particularly in the block grant, if there is no direct correlation
bet ween student enrollment with special ed and funding."

CHAI R GREEN asked if it is possible to get partial funding so that
if there is the need, the funding follows the child.
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MR. MALONEY sai d funding does not typically followthe child - not
in public school either. Funding is based on the count periods but
t hose have been changed.

SENATOR LEMAN said it is based on a count on a specific date so a
student can w thdraw but the school will continue to get funded for
t hat student.

CHAI R GREEN said that prior to the passage of SB 36, a district
could quantify a special education student. Now, the actual nunber
of those who qualify for gifted, special education, vocational
education or bilingual education is not used, a straight 20 percent
is used. She said she thinks it is inportant that the treatnent be
equal and she would prefer to find a way to do that.

DR. JOHNSON said the part-tine student |aw does address this -
those students are counted for at |east one quarter. A student
with a nore significant disability gets counted in the regular
student count for funding purposes and then gets the add-on of 20
percent to help offset the higher costs of special education
services. The difficulty is a situation where a student is not
enrolled part-tine or the service provided mght only be offered

for a total of one hour per week. That does not neet the
proportional mnimm of one quarter tinme so the funding cones
directly from the district's pocket. Therefore, under the old

formula, private school students receiving special education
services from the public school were counted in the district.
Districts were given sone noney to support those services.

CHAI R GREEN sai d she thought that was an om ssion.

MR. MALONEY said it has been a resource issue as well as a
| ogistical issue for how best to serve students in these
i nstitutions. DCEED will provide the commttee with additiona
i nformation.

SENATOR LEMAN said his initial reaction is to figure out a fix
along the lines that Chair Geen nentioned. He agrees that a fix
IS necessary.

CHAI R GREEN asked, if a student is fully qualified for special
education services, how nuch of the 20 percent is actually spent on
the student. She questioned what the financial requirenent is to
provide the average service and whether a |esser anmount would
fulfill it.

MR. MALONEY continued with his presentation. On page 25 of the
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handout, the requirenents for the gifted education prograns have
been separated out into separate sections of the statute
(14. 30. 351).

CHAI R GREEN pointed out that all of those provisions are beyond
what the federal government requires or pays for.

MR MALONEY referred to page 27 (Conparison of Current and Proposed
Legi sl ation) and said one of the purposes is to nake it easier for
parents and districts to refer back to see what the requirenents
are for gifted education and how they differ from special education
services. He noted that districts will no |longer be required to
provide related services to gifted students, i ncl udi ng
transportation. Related services also include occupational, speech
and | anguage therapy, and counseling. He explained that the
current statute says that exceptional children will receive special
education services so sone differences were created when gifted
children were separated out.

CHAIR GREEN noted that goes back to the original concept for
special transportation - that special education students m ght have
special safety and access needs, which one would assune that a
gifted child who is not disabled woul d not need.

MR. MALONEY sunmarized by saying the bill is conplex in that it
m xes state and federal term nology. DCEED has published an Al aska
Speci al Educati on Handbook. It is a policy and procedures guide.

DCEED is currently printing an updated gui de for parents.

CHAI R GREEN asked if districts will make that available to any
parent who inquires about special education services.

Number 2069

MR. MALONEY said they wll. He noted DOCEED al so supports the
Governor's Council with advocacy efforts to provide support to the
parent and training information center, which is Parents, Inc.
DCEED continues to look for ways to nake the information nore
accessi bl e because the statute is very conpl ex.

CHAIR GREEN agreed that the statute can be daunting to parents
because it contains references to federal statute.

SENATOR LEMAN asked for a copy of the parent guide when it is
avai | abl e.

CHAI R GREEN t ook public testinony.
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Nunber 2133

MR STEVE LEVI NE, Mat-Su Borough School District Supervisor for the
G fted and Tal ented Educati on Extended Learning Program said he
wanted to reiterate sone of the testinony given this norning on HB
71. He expressed concern that the | east restrictive environnent,
on page 15 of SB 40, would preclude the gathering of gifted and
tal ented students. Research shows that a necessary part of their
program is to spend tine together because of their conmmon
intellectual abilities. Second, he is concerned about a statew de
definition of what "gifted" is. He believes the |ocal education
areas should define that for their comunities and establish
eligibility criteria based upon that definition.

CHAI R GREEN asked if M. Levine neans that a gifted child in Mat-Su
m ght fall under different eligibility requirenents than a gifted
child in Juneau.

MR LEVINE said the definitions can differ radically. One district
may nmake the eligibility criteria specific to those who are
cognitively gifted while another mght include gifted and tal ented
or speak of nultiple intelligences.

CHAIR GREEN asked M. Levine if he is referring to the
identification section on page 13 (Sec. 14.30.353).

MR. LEVINE said he is. He pointed out |anguage on page 17, |ines
15 and 16, contains a definition of "gifted education.”

CHAI R GREEN sai d she woul d have a representative from DOEED addr ess
that concern after the public testinony is taken.

Nunmber 2338

V5. DEBBI E OSSI ANDER, Anchorage School Board, said in general
Anchorage is not supportive of separating gifted services from
speci al education services unless it has been determned wth
certainty that Alaska is in jeopardy of losing federal special
education funds.

TAPE 01-9, SIDE B

M5. OSSI ANDER rmade addressed the foll ow ng points.

e Page 3, Sec. 5. The Anchorage School District has been
struggling with the best way to incorporate Medicaid paynents
for children who are served by the district. The District
under st ands that Medicaid should be the first payer for health
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servi ces. Currently, students enter school wth Mdicaid
services, but once they are enrolled in the District, the

District nust assune the cost of those services. The
Anchorage School District would l|ike |anguage added to the
bill to reflect its understanding of federal requirenents that

Medi caid pay first.

e Page 9, Sec. 21. This section addresses children who have to
| eave their honme district for services. The Anchorage Schoo
District's concern is centered around children who need
residential services for nental health problens. These
students are very expensive to educate and currently there are
not adequate services for these children in Al aska.

CHAI R GREEN asked Ms. OGssiander if her concern is the phrase
"school district" on |ine 8.

M5. OSSI ANDER said her concern is on line 17. She believes a
sentence should be added to clarify who will absorb the cost when
an exceptional circunstance occurs.

CHAI R GREEN noted that this concern is not new ground.

MS. OSSI ANDER said the districts have received regul ati ons about
this section and current regulations say sonething to the effect
that if there is a situation of exceptional cost, the district can
request help fromthe State. Her understanding is that DOEED is
considering elimnating that section. She expressed concern about
the word "may" on line 17, page 9.

CHAI R GREEN pointed out that the only change to that section of
statute is the word "school" was inserted before the word
"district.” She acknow edged that Ms. Ossiander is asking that the
entire question of who will absorb the cost be addressed.

M5. OSSI ANDER conti nued.

e Page 12, line 22. DCEED needs to clarify its expectations
about "informed consent” and to provide formalized
instructions to parents. She noted that it is expensive to
provide a booklet to parents, especially in light of the fact
t hat about 80 | anguages are spoken in Anchorage.

e Page 13, Article 3A The Anchorage School District is
concerned about immediately going to due process wthout
medi ati on or an adm nistrative review because it wll require
a nore expensive approach.

MR. MALONEY explained that nediation would not be provided for
gi fted students because nediation falls under a federally sponsored
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program t hat does not cover gifted students.
CHAI R GREEN asked when a preconference hearing occurs.

MR MALONEY sai d the preconference hearing is addressed on page 16,
line 16 of SB 40.

CHAI R GREEN asked if the same hearing officer would preside at the
preconf erence heari ng.

MR. MALONEY sai d yes.

CHAIR GREEN said it could be terned a formof nmediation but it is
not referred to as such because nediation is a federally funded
program

M5. OSSIANDER said she would like to discuss that wth the
Anchorage School Board. Her next concern is on page 14, lines 17
and 25. The Board will need clarification from DOEED of what
"short-terminstructional objectives" neans. She al so expressed
concern about the |east restrictive environnent section on page 15.
Al educational research that she has seen indicates that it is far
nore appropriate to "pull out" gifted children. She expl ai ned that
the Anchorage School District has two progranms of service for
gifted students. One programis for highly gifted students who are
in the top two percent of the population. Those children attend
one el enentary school and one high school in Anchorage. They are
bussed from G rdwood, Peters Creek and all over Anchorage. The
district also provides gifted services for elenentary students by
having them pul l ed out one day per week to a regional elenentary
school to take classes for a half day. If the district uses a
strict interpretation of |east restrictive environnent, it would
have to provide extensive justification for every student for
bussi ng t hem el sewhere.

Number 1925

SENATOR LEMAN said he would |ike the bill to require schoo
districts to neet the mninumand allow themto go beyond that by
provi ding a separate environmnent.

CHAI R GREEN commented that this is an issue of popul ation.

MR. MALONEY stated that this section of the bill does not mandate

that the sane provisions be applied to all students. 1In fact, the
| east restrictive environnent is mandated to the maxi mum extent
appropri ate. That neans when the eligibility and program

determ nation groups get together, they would talk about the
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services that each student would require and where those services
woul d best be provided. This section enphasizes the benefit of
i ncluding disabled and gifted students with their sane age peers
who are not designated as such

CHAIR GREEN said it will be up to the districts to fund the systens
t hey have chosen. She asked M. Maloney if he thinks anything in
that section should be revised to address Ms. Ossiander's concern

MR. MALONEY said, as he reads Section 14.30.355, it still resides
within the district to nmake the determ nati on of how students who
are identified as gifted will receive services. However, a parent
has the right to challenge a district's program under the current
statute.

CHAI R GREEN asked if the due process hearing would be based on SB
40.

MR, MALONEY said it wll if the bill passes.

SENATOR LEMAN said he is troubled by this | anguage and feels the
commttee's intent should be clearly established in this hearing
record.

CHAI R GREEN asked Ms. GOssiander and M. Levine to contact her
office or M. Maloney to discuss this section and get back to the
commttee with suggestions. She noted she sees the difficulty in
witing language for a gifted program for a district that has
mul ti pl e school s and thousands of students, versus a district with
one school .

M5. OSSIANDER said she agrees wth M. Levine about the
identification of gifted children. The Anchorage School Board
reads this to nean it would have to operate under a statew de
identification system The Board favors local control in this
matter and it has some concerns about expanding the definition
beyond the service that it currently provides. Her |ast point was
that the special education budget for Anchorage, and other
districts, is inadequate. This is the one budget area that keeps
clinbing and the districts are continually striving to deal with
the mandates they face. She urged the commttee, as it | ooks at
the private school issue, that districts are straining to
adequat el y provi de speci al education services. She also urged the
commttee to include, as is current practice, transportation for
gi fted students because Anchorage is bussing gifted children to one
school .

Number 1634
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M5. LOU SE PARI SH said she is speaking on behalf of children and
herself. She is a nenber of several advocacy organi zations. She
has a 16 year old, dyslexic daughter who she has had trouble
getting services for. She has been through a due process hearing.
She read from | DEA 97 regarding the | east restrictive environment
and noted that she would fax a copy of the questions that she asked
the House Special Committee on Education that norning. She is
concerned about the state performance goals and indicators and
beli eves DCEED should publicly [indisc.] for regular students'
performance. She feels the |east restrictive environnment section
should include the words, "if it cannot be achieved
satisfactorily." Regarding participation assessnents, DOEED shoul d
all ow for appropriate participation in statew de assessnents. The
section about procedural safeguards does not contain the new | DEA
97 procedural safeguards. She read the IDEA 97 section on
eval uations, which states that no singular procedure shall be the
sole criteria for determ ning an appropriate educational program
for a child. She would |ike that requirenment put into statute.
[ MOST OF M5. PARI SH S TESTI MONY WAS | NAUDI BLE. ]

CHAIR GREEN thanked her and noted her questions would be
distributed to commttee nenbers.

Nunber 1217

MR. BOB BRIGGS, representing the Disability Law Center of Al aska
(DLCA), infornmed commttee nenbers that he worked on this
| egislation during the interim He nmet with DCEED one day | ast
fall, along with five other people representing the DLCA. Two of
t hose people were parents of disabled children; one a | awer and
one a retired school administrator. They were thankful to debate
the different aspects of HB 301/ SB 205, l|last year's |egislation.
He clarified that his group did not participate in the drafting of
SB 40. H's group did have an opportunity to nmeet w th DOEED
officials to discuss the bill but he doesn't feel the group was
able to respond to DOEED as well as it would have |iked. DOEED has
definitely made an overture to get the group's views but the DLCA
staff person assigned to this bill resigned |ast year and, coupled
with the death of DLCA' s executive director, DLCA is very short
staffed. He offered to submt a witten statenment to the commttee
at this tine but he would Iike to discuss sone concerns w th DOEED
prior to bringing themto the commttee.

CHAIR GREEN noted she would schedule M. Briggs to give his
presentation the follow ng week. She asked Dr. Johnson and M.
Mal oney to address sone of the concerns expressed during public
t esti nony.
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DR, JOHNSON said they would address the nore straightforward
concerns right now and address the nore conplicated ones at a | ater
date, due to tine constraints.

MR. MALONEY said his thoughts on the concerns expressed about the
| east restrictive environnent section are that the special
education community sees a value in educating disabled students

with their non-disabled peers to the extent possible. [In |ooking
at that sane environment for gifted students, there may be sone
different desires but that will depart fromthe current statute.

Current statute treats the least restrictive environment provision
simlarly for children with disabilities and gifted children.

CHAI R GREEN t hought the difference to be acceptable.

DR. JOHNSON noted that one of the challenges that DOCEED faced at
that | ast go-around was that anytinme they tried to differentiate,
it was suggested that DOEED was limting the scope of services for
gifted students. Therefore, DOEED s approach in SB 40 was to
i nclude everything that is currently in statute unless there was a
specific reason to change it.

MR. MALONEY said the second concern expressed was about the
statewide definition of "gifted." Currently, districts are
required to identify gifted students so each district submts a
plan with identifying criteria to DOEED. There is no nove to have
a statewide definition that prescribes who is gifted and who is
not . It provides a general overview of what gifted is but each
district is required to put that in nore detail.

DR. JOHNSON added that eligibility criteria is for comunication
purposes at the local district |evel. DOEED does not have enough
lifetimes to figure out a statewi de definition, given what it hears
fromaround the state.

CHAI R GREEN t hought the bill may need sone clarifying | anguage to
specify DOEED s intent. She asked if DOEED will continue its
current practice of approving each district's eligibility criteria.

DR JOHNSON said the eligibility criteria will be approved district
by district.

MR NMALONEY said, regarding Medicaid funding for disabled students,
Medi caid funding cuts across agencies, it is not necessarily an
education funding issue. DCEED has been working wth schoo
districts and other agencies to explore ways to maximze the
funding that can be received under Medicaid. He said he could
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assure the respondent that DCEED is looking for all ways to
i ncrease resources to districts.

MR. MALONEY stated that, regarding students who need placenent
outside of a school district for nental health or other issues, the
Al aska Youth Initiative is designed to keep students in Al aska and
| ocal whenever possible. DOEED has been working closely wth that
group to inprove and increase their capacity.

Regarding the concern that required information be presented to
parents in different |anguages, the Parent Quide, published by
DCEED, w Il be translated into three |anguages: Spanish

Phi li ppi ne, and Yupik. DCEED also plans to translate its
procedural safeguards into three |anguages.

SENATOR LEMAN asked if the docunents will be translated into the
Tagal og di al ect.

MR.  MALONEY said that 1is correct. Regarding short term
i nstructional objectives, he said that is a standard approach to
| EPs. An annual goal is created and that goal contains specific
obj ecti ves.

CHAI R GREEN asked if that is sonething that can be quantified and
identified so that a m d-year review can occur.

MR. MALONEY said right now it requires an annual review but the
short term objectives are reviewed so if they are net, it is
presunmed the annual goal wll be net. He noted an annual goa
m ght be that a child' s reading skills inprove by one grade |evel.
The short term objectives speak to how that will be done. He noted
t hat has not changed.

MR. MALONEY said DOEED is working on performance goals and
indicators. Data on graduation rates, disability drop-out rates,
and performance on assessnents is available and DOEED i s refining
it. DOEED is required to report that information to the federal
gover nnent .

CHAI R GREEN announced that the committee will revisit this issue.
She announced the conmttee, during the week of February 12, w ||
hear an overvi ew by DOEED and di scuss the high school graduation
qual i fying exam The conmmttee wll also be hearing about
standards assessnents, test contractor passing scores, and the
| egal defensibility of the current test. She then adjourned the
neeting at 3:03 p.m
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