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CHAl RWOVAN LYDA CGREEN cal l ed the Senate Heal th, Education & Socia
Services Commttee neeting to order at 2:40 p.m

[ THE FOLLON NG | S A VERBATI M TRANSCRI PT. ]

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN: ... our neeting today and see if we can't get
some information out here so we can work toward a better bill. MW
nane is Senator Geen, Chair of HESS. Senat or W/ ken, Senat or
Leman and Senator Ward are also here. The legislation we have
before us today is SB 133, which on two other occasions we've
tal ked about, where we are trying to head and if - Senator Ward,
woul d you |ike an expl anation?

SENATOR WARD: Briefly, yes.

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN.  Ckay, very good. |If you would - the first thing
we're going to do - this alittle bit out of order because it mnakes
it, I think, a little bit sinpler. On the first page we do have
some i ntent | anguage, which is self-explanatory. [If you will then
go to page 4, and the transition |anguage for 2002 and 2003 is
included in that Section 7. This would take us through 2003 and
this is basically the |l anguage very simlar to what Senator Lemnan
had. It would show the successful conpletion of the exam on the
diploma and - I'm not sure - we have also shown it on the
transcri pt because | do think that the transcript beconmes a very
i nportant docunent in the whole process. W have also all owed, on
line 9, every student will be required to take a conpetency exam or
an alternative assessnent approved by the student's |EP program
teamin the areas of reading, English and mathematics, and to neet
academ c requirenents established by the state and the school board
of the borough or city school district or REAA in which a student
is enrolled. As we currently have in law, the Departnent of
Education and Early Developnent shall determne the form and
contents of the conpetency exam nation and shall score conpleted
exam nations. W' ve included | anguage - a conpetency exam nation
may not be adm nistered during a day in session. W wll probably
- you mght want to highlight that. W wll probably be doing sone
nodi fication | anguage on that [indisc.] to pass that assignnent to
the board and/or the departnent to clear the way to possibly do
sonme creative investigation as to when the test can be given so
that it does not interfere with straight class time and end up
interfering wwth the lives of many of the students in the building
versus just those who are taking the test. And then, of course,
they woul d receive the endorsenent.

We'll go back to page 2. In the discussion - on line 3 we'll be

creating a high school essential skills exam nation. That |anguage
repl aces secondary pupil conpetency testing. There's some m nor
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changes in - frompupil to student and we're sinply calling this a
hi gh school essential skills examnation in the sanme areas, reading
Engl i sh, and mat hematics or receives a waiver fromthe departnent.
And, the re-exam provisions that - wel conme Senator Davis. Let the
record show Senator Davis has joined us. On line 15, page 2 then,
the departnment has the ability to go back in and provide for re-
exam by the students. And then in Section 3 we add | anguage,
agai n, concerning when the exam may be given and final exam nation
results shall be recorded on each student's transcript.

Then we have | anguage begi nning on line 28 concerning a child with
a disability, who may not be able to perform on the exam can
conplete an alternative assessnent program required by the
student's IEP team or required in the educational plan devel oped
for the student under 29 U S.C. 794 and neets other requirenents
for graduation inposed by the board. And that is - | want to nmake
it clear that is the state board of education, not |ocal board.

The | anguage followi ng is sonething we had tal ked about that sone
fol ks have tal ked to us about that are needed - additional pre-exam
study materials, a uniform procedures of the way an exam - or a
script for how the test is to be admnistered, which is fairly
common with this kind of testing. It's not off the cuff |anguage
but it should be very uniformfromarea to area. And then it goes
back and reiterates sonme of the definitions - <child with a
disability, IEP teamand .... The additional duty is given to the
board, on line 26, regulations inplenmenting the high school

essential skills exam- [indisc.] of this statute. And that woul d
begin in the year - it would be effective in 2004.

Bruce Johnson is here and - is Phil Reeves here? Gkay. | have the
| anguage. | didn't know if you wanted to explain it or not. Are
there questions for ne or shall we have Bruce come forward and gi ve
the departnent's acceptance and/or approval. Oh, Senator Leman.

Number 433

SENATOR LEMAN:  Madane Chairman. |'mjust trying to sort through
those things that | consider to be drafter's preference and,
per haps, your preference and those that are substantive. One is
changi ng the word pupil to student. |Is there any particular reason
for doing that other than - is that nore consistent with what we're
calling these peopl e?

CHAI RWOVAN GREEN: | think that's just drafter's preference. I
think it is a nore mature - | think the pupil in elenmentary may be
totally appropriate. | think student for high school is probably
age appropri ate.
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SENATOR LEMAN: I don't have any objection to either of those.
When it's an appropriate tine, | do have sone thoughts on this and
if you' d rather hear fromthe departnent before you hear fromne or
fromothers on the conmttee ...

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN: I f you want to put your question forward, you
can and then we'll....

SENATOR LEMAN: | don't really have a question. | just have a
statenent to nmake . ...

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Ckay.

SENATOR LEMAN: ...whenever that appropriate tine is. R ght now?
In Section 2, |I think that several of the changes are okay. |'m
not sure that I would change the nane of this to the high schoo

essential skills examnation. | don't like to back off fromwhat |
view as this being a conmunity-based standard for an exam Now, on
the other hand, | do agree that the exam needs to be reworked a
little bit. | don't agree with those who are suggesting that it's

a massive failure and | read a report this weekend and sonebody
wote that - that it was - oh, the conm ssioner - you can go back -
go back to the commssioner and tell her after | praised the
departnent for what | thought was pretty good work on it. I went
out on a linb - she goes and ...

CHAl RWOVAN  GREEN: Let's all recall that she didn't wite the
article and we have each had interpretations, perhaps, given to our
words that were sonewhat different fromwhat we nmay have said so,
with all due respect, let's stay on the ....

SENATOR LEMAN: Good advice. But 1'll just say that 1'd really
like to stay on track of saying that we, as a cormmunity, the State
of Alaska and the comunity that is working on this, want to
establish standards that are reasonable for our students to neasure
up to and when | see us reworking this ostensibly to produce a,
perhaps, a |l ower denom nator in quality, then I'm concerned about

that. | would like to see nore of our students pass the exam and |
believe there are sone things we can do to the examto nake it nore
appropriate. Changing the name, |I'mnot sure, gets there.

CHAIl RWOVAN GREEN:  (Ckay, well let me - sonmething that 1've kind of
| earned in the process of this whole discussion, which has really
been good in that respect, is that it doesn't matter what we call
this exam W can call it anything we want to but the exam as we
have seen it exhibited and the product we know that is out there,
is not the product that is going to be out there in the future.
Wth or without this legislation, that product is going to be
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different. The focus of the legislature had to do with, again back
to that definition of we need to test, what we require students to
enroll in and [indisc.], and that's what this exam nation i s going
to be geared toward, not that very high ideal that nost of us
probably in our pre-college curriculumstudied. This is going to
be what is required for students to take and as - and then one of
t he good conversations that we may need to get intois the - we go
back to the board and the departnent and say do we need to upgrade?
Do we need to revise what the state is requiring and, subsequently
require the examto go along with it? But first this examhas to
match what we require in this state of our students to take. |If
you don't like this title, then that's fine. The title to ne is
not the inportant piece. I do think there needs to be a
di stinction between the original and what we're norphing to so that
we know there's a difference and we could call it high school
conpetency phase 2 - | don't know. If that's the problem vyou
know, or however we want to retool that title is fine. Thank you,
go ahead.

Nunber 819

SENATOR LEMAN: | was - | just wanted to make sure, | understand
that there are sone changes being made in the test. | just don't
want to give a direction to the departnent to make those changes
nore massive than | believe need to be made to acconplish our
objectives and |I'm concerned that in changing the title, and

perhaps sone of these other directions, that this essentially
beconmes what an 8th grader should be able to pass instead of what a
senior in high school should be able to pass. W' ve reduced -
we've | owered the common denominator and it's an exercise that
costs noney and |I'm not convinced that it's going to tell us a
whole lot if we back out too far. Those are ny concerns and |'m
just expressing themnow. | know this isn't mark-up tinme and when
it's tine for anendnments, |'mjust saying that this is an area that
interests ne and 1'd like to see sonme changes here.

CHAl RMOVAN GREEN:  There is sone |literature that we had attached to
each of the pieces that went out and it had to do - it's that part
- it's the double circle that Bruce had with us here a few weeks
ago and then - oh, it's this thing. Correct ne if I"'mwong, is
this the commttee that worked on the content? And this is a

phrase that's kind of a termof art versus limting. It had to do
with the big circle and we're concentrating on this in this exam
versus the - if you were to survey every high school in the state,

you could find a vast array of every | anguage of probably, in sone
hi gh schools, probably trig and cal culus and certainly those who
are doing AP studies or doing stuff at the college. And, for sone
students that would be a - their conpetency |evel but for what we
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require in this state, and until we change our requirenents, the
exam has to be what we require. So, this is the basis of it. As I
understand it, it's kind of a term of art, not something, as |
said, that needs to be lowered, it just needs to be exam ni ng what
we're doing, so carry on

SENATOR LEMAN: | think |'ve stated ny opinion well enough, | don't
need to restate it. The only other thing that I would suggest is -
that | can see right off is Section 1, the intent |anguage. Unless
intent language is really necessary to establish sonething, |
normally don't like to see intent |anguage put in statute and, as
many hearings as we've had, as nmuch discussion as we've had here
establishing the legislative record, | don't know that we need to
have it but it's just sonething that we ought to at |east think
about before we put intent |anguage in. OQherw se, you did good
wor k.

CHAIl RMOVAN GREEN:  Thank you. Well, one of the things that | was
kind of - had hopes of including in this, and perhaps we still can,
if we have enough time, is to do sonmething in the area of figure
out how we get schools to nove toward endorsenents in other areas,
such as certainly high academ c excel |l ence, vocational ed, art, and
things that schools provide specialties in. |If there's sone way we
can encourage that nore then there should be additiona
endorsenments on diploms, which sone districts, by the way, |
understand, are already doing. It's a way in which we applaud and
congratul ate students. Senator WI ken, did you have your hand up?

Nunber 1132

SENATOR W LKEN: | did. Thank you, Madane Chair. Just to hear
sone details, 1'd like to hear fromthe departnent but

SENATOR DAVIS: Can we hear from the departnment first before we
begin? | have sone concerns about this also but if we're going to
do all ours first and never hear - l|last week you said we'd hear

fromthe departnent today and we're about to run out of tine.

SENATOR W LKEN: So, if I could just get the timng so | can
under stand what they're saying to us?

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Ckay.

SENATOR WLKEN: As | understand fromreading this, for the next
two graduating classes, for those two years, there is sonething
that will occur. First, they'Il have to take the test, they won't
have to pass. They'll have to neet academ c requirenents. The
departnent, in the nmeantinme, will continue to develop the test, and
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l"m | ooking at page 4, Section B, and then Section C - there's
going to be an endorsenent on the student's diploma and transcri pt
and then | just - |I'm confused as to what happens after 1/1/04.
Does the endorsenent stay with us - the endorsenent concept?

CHAI RAOVAN GREEN:  Yes.

SENATOR WLKEN: Ckay, let's see where that's addressed in the bill,
so perhaps soneone can help me with that, from the departnent.
And, | think - does that timng agree with what the bill says? |Is
that where we are? So, other than the endorsenent, we'll get that
fromthe departnent.

CHAIl RWOVAN GREEN:  Sure, okay.
SENATOR W LKEN:  Thank you.

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Bruce, do you want to come join us please? And
if you have anyone el se you want to bring with you that's fine.

DR, JOHNSON: Madanme Chair, nenbers of the conmmttee. Senat or
Green requested that the departnent react to SB 133. W' ve spent
sonme tinme considering it. | would say conceptually the departnent
feels strongly that this is headed in the right direction. W have
felt for along tine that we're going to have to recognize that we
have sone students in our state that are going to have difficulty
passi ng a hi gh school graduation qualifying examat whatever |eve
we establish and it's beyond those one or two percent of our
student body that really needs an alternate exam altogether.
There's anot her group of students that work hard everyday in school
and are deserving of recognition for that and, at |east those that
we hear from believe very strongly that it nust include the word
di ploma so we're very pleased that the issue of special education
has been addressed.

Gbviously our feeling is that 2006 is better than 2004 but 2004 - |
think we can confortably say that we can get the work done that's
necessary to the exam nations by 2004 - that we can acconplish

that. The work that's ongoing right now will continue on Apri
19th and 20th and then into the early fall so that we woul d have,
as Senator Geen outlined - in this nodel there are the targeted

skills that we really would hope that every student woul d have and
that we would target our instruction accordingly. That's the full
circle. That's 23 or 24 credits. |It's reaching as high as you can
in mat hematics, you know, taking four years of rigorous English,
doing foreign |anguage, all of those kinds of things are the
targeted instruction but what we're going to hold every student
accountable for, in terms of the state definition, by the
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exam nation, is a level of performance in reading, witing, and
mat hemati cs. And so you really need to think of that as a subset
of this larger targeted instruction that we would hope for all
student s.

SENATOR DAVI S: Excuse ne. What he's hol ding up, do we have that?

CHAIl RMOVAN GREEN:  You shoul d have it. | know it was part of our
information that canme - well - commttee a couple of weeks ago, and
then it was attached to sonething | passed out.

DR, JOHNSON: So, if you recall that we had a flow chart which
outlined the content review process right now, and that in order to
reestablish what those foundational or essential skills are that we
want to hold every student accountable for, we need to do sone
addi ti onal work. The newspaper article that Senator Leman was
referring to - | don't know what the conmm ssioner said but one of
the things that we felt all along is that our exans are good, that
they were well constructed, but what we've determ ned, after a
thorough review with a different set of Al askans, sonme were the
sane but many of them were different people, a better cross-
section, that we may have been targeting too high, that we had
expanded this inner circle alnost to the outer circle and that may
be beyond what we want for every single child, even though it's
desirous to have that for every child it's not sonething that we
want to deny a diploma over. And so - what we're doing is
constricting that somewhat and so what we're going to end up with
is a good test in each of those areas over a narrower set of
performance standards that we think that the Al askans working with
us believe are key to later success in life. So that's what that
process is all about. So, | got sidetracked a little bit but I
t hought nmaybe it was appropriate to bring that into play.

So, 2004 will give us an opportunity to do that. Now whether we
have the new exam online in 2003 or not until 2004 |largely wll
depend upon what that conmittee tells us on April 19th and 20t h.
And, dependi ng upon how nmuch work there is to be done, it may take
nost of next year to get it done. W mght have a single neeting
next year and be able to launch and be in a nmuch better position to
introduce a new exam in reading, witing and nathematics nore
qui ckly.

The idea of a waiver, and we've had an opportunity to talk with
Senat or Green regarding her intent on the waiver process - we're
not view ng that as a appeals board that the state board woul d sit
in judgnent, individual student by individual student, or that we
woul d appoi nt an appeal s board to do that work. |Instead you woul d
do it through regulation if there are extraordinary circunstances
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that perhaps would require that a waiver be given. Sone of the
t hings that have been tal ked about, and obviously the state board
woul d take this issue up if it canme through the process as part of
this new statute and have broad based public comment, but you take
an immgrant student that noves into Anerica and to Al aska for the
first time in their senior year. Do we really want to hold that
student accountable if they bring a school record along that is
good up to that point? They sinply don't have the English
| anguage. Is it fair for that student to say we're not going to
issue a diploma until you can take these exams in the English
| anguage? Maybe there's a translation of those exans for that
wai ver, you know, that we would do that even though we recognize in
doing that that it requires huge anounts of work in order to nmake
that defensible. On the other hand, if we wanted to do it on a
| oner scale, a local scale, to transfer that and if the student
performed well they could then acquire the exam even though it
wasn't in the English |anguage. A student who was sick for a
prol onged period of tine, it my - or even during several of the
adm ni strations of the exam maybe another situation where a waiver
m ght be appropriate so the student can get on with his or her life
with a diplom under their belt - but obviously they have the
transcript and this does talk a lot about transcript - both
endorsenents as well as recording scores on transcripts are there
for people to judge whether or not that student is ready to take
the next - the job that they have available or to enter the
University or a college or sone sort of technical skill

So, conceptually we believe this is headed in the right direction

W' ve thought for a long period of tinme that it would be nuch
better if we weren't hol ding young people accountable first, but
rat her hol di ng schools accountable initially and then bring this in
after the fact. That's not how it's evolved in Al aska and
therefore we've been working with the conpetency examon the front
end with school designators and the accountability for schools
comng a bit later. But the two pieces together should produce a
desirabl e result over tine.

CHAI RWOVAN GREEN: Senat or \Ward.

SENATOR WARD: Thank you. The student starts in kindergarten and
goes all the way through 12th grade getting the proper anount of
credits and gets Ds or Cs all the way through it and passes and
doesn't pass this test - just flat doesn't pass it. The way you
read this bill, would you consider a waiver to be able to address
t hat student?

DR. JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator Ward. | would think that
a waiver for that student would depend upon whether or not there
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were extraordinary circunstances that have occurred.

SENATOR WARD: What if there was no extraordinary circunstances,
you had a student that could pass a course and passed it from
ki ndergarten through the 12th grade but didn't pass the test. That
student, with no extraordinary circunstances - they just couldn't
pass the test but yet they passed all the other things. That one
woul d not get a waiver?

DR JOHNSON:.  Through the Chair, Senator Ward. | don't know that |
can answer that today because the state board would take that
concept out to public comment to see what the public wll was
regardi ng that type of student. You, perhaps, are referring to a
student who just doesn't test well, a student who m ght get tense
during the tine of exam nations but are able to show their |evel of
conpetency in other ways, other than a paper, pencil exam

SENATOR WARD: If | might, Madane Chair. |'mnot going to bel abor
it too nuch. | got it - just a feeling that there may be about 10
percent of the students, for whatever reason, and | don't know - |
hope it's a whole Iot less than that. But just kind of |ooking at
what's happened to math and everything else, it seens to ne that
we're going to have a percentage, whatever it may be, that passes
what the high school says is needed but they don't pass that test
and if there's no waiver for them |'mKkind of having a problem on
the other side because that student that just cane in from a
foreign country can get a waiver and get a high school diploma and
they can go into the service because they have that high schoo

di pl oma but the other people can't because you' ve got to have a
diploma to get in the service. | mean, you have to. Only the arny
gives a little waiver and that's for about a third of the year and
then they switch from GED to regular diploma and all the other
services require a diploma. And I'mtal king about a waiver where -
and there's nothing unusual about these. They just seem like
ordinary students, the only thing is they can't pass the test, or
won't, | don't know which one.

DR, JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator Ward. | think you're
right. There are a percentage of students that would fall into
that category. Like you, I'mnot sure whether that's 5 percent or
10 percent but there where will be sone. | guess | would sincerely
hope that through the benchmark results, and so forth, that there
will be a very nodest nunber of those students and | think it wll
be up to the state board to determ ne whether nultiple assessnents
are doable. CQbviously we know they cost huge anobunts of noney to
do - it costs a lot to do a single exam |If we're talking about
mul ti pl e assessnents, it's going to cost even nore unless we allow
that to occur at the district level and allow themto devel op that
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so that that student has another opportunity to denonstrate the
conpetencies that they do have to go into their adult life and then
receive a diploma. That would be a conversation, |'m sure, that
the state board would be having around the state through the
devel opnent of regulations with this waiver process.

SENATOR WARD: Madane Chair, just one |ast thing. But see, so
sonebody that just noves here and didn't spend 12 years of public
school in Alaska getting through the system they can't pass it -
there would be no nechanismfor themto get a waiver - | nean if
they weren't special needs or sonething. They just were ordinary
students that were - but they could pass all the other stuff but
they couldn't get a high school diploma because they didn't qualify

for a waiver. | guess it's that percentage |'ma little concerned
about because this society out here doesn't treat people wthout
hi gh school diplonmas very well any |onger. It's not |ike when
we're all getting out of school. You could still get by. Nowit's

pretty tough.

CHAI RWOVAN  GREEN: Let me ask you a question Bruce. Wth the
essential skills being the focus of this, would you expect that, in
fairly short time with the test geared to essential skills, and
that being the block of work students are required to have and to
| earn, and then for those who are under an |IEP, they can have it
W th acconmmopdations, w thout accommodations, and our alternate
assessnment - and that would certainly be in regulatory |anguage,
that's not in our bill but it's the standard the departnent uses
now, woul d you not expect the performance |evel and everything to
be going up every tine this is given with the essential skills set
as the - what we're working towards?

DR. JOHNSON: Madane Chair, nenbers of the commttee. Certainly I
think with targeted instruction and the extra instruction that
woul d go into each student that wasn't performng at a | evel that
likely would lead to a diploma, | think that we would see the
per centage of students in jeopardy of not receiving a diploma to
continue to be reduced. | think that's true in other states that
have experienced this over tine. | think young people, if they're
notivated, | guess maybe that's the one caveat, there are sone
students that will choose not to allow thenselves to acquire the
know edge that's necessary to pass these exans at whatever |evel
they ultinmately are established, but | think you' re absolutely
correct, that it would be a narrow group of students.

CHAl RMOVAN GREEN: | know that in sone of the discussion, and fol ks
have witten in nmaking recommendations and tal k about - and | think
there are probably other alternates out there too - but you get
into the portfolio and a nmethod by which you get a real conplete
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picture of a student that includes the transcript and the test and
their - whether it's community, school, work, volunteerism
extraordi nary, you know, behavior, and at |east attenpts to do
things, and then I don't know how that works into this. Now is
that a thing that the board could bring in - a portfolio w thout us
mentioning it per se?

DR. JOHNSON: Madame Chair and nenbers of the conmttee. Yes, the
board could bring in a portfolio. One of the things that | think
that we woul d have to recognize is that we could not eval uate that
on a statew de basis, that the cost around sonething like that is
horrific and the reliability around it is sonewhat questionable.
But it's certainly something that the board could put in place
through regulation and if a student was going to qualify for a
wai ver from the requirement of neeting the demands of the high
school graduation qualifying exam is there would have to be a
portfolio. That's sonething that they could put in place and the
eval uation of that portfolio would be done |ocally.

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Ckay.

DR. JOHNSON: So, yes, | think that could occur so that there is a
good record of that student's acconplishments while in high school

CHAI RWOVAN GREEN: | know, several people had suggested that in
various nessages. Are there further questions for Bruce? Senator
W | ken.

SENATOR W LKEN: Thank you Madane Chairman. | have sort of a
string of questions so if | could just go through them First,
Bruce, on page 2, line 3, | need to touch briefly on it when you

started this - were the essential skills. How much of the work
done over the last two years to get us to where we are today w |
have to be scrapped, thrown out, reassessed, in order to do
sonmething called essential skills as opposed to a conpetency test?

DR. JOHNSON:  Through the Chair, Senator Wl ken. At this point,
the conmttees that we're working with believe that our performance
standards are on target. In other words, our performance standards
that describe this |evel of work is on target in reading, witing
and mat hematics. Wat they're now doing, and we'll finish up on
the 19th and 20th of April, is defining which of those perfornmance
standards are part of this group. And it could well be that all of
the performance standards in reading would fall into this group,
and then it's a matter of the level of difficulty that's involved
with each of those standards - the level of difficulty as
determ ned by the questions asked and under st andi ng. So that's
what they will be working on. So we don't have to scrap our
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standards at all, we're not anticipating having to rewite those.
W are going to identify this subgroup of essential standards.
Then what we will do is look at all of the test itens that are
currently in the bank, that we' ve approved for Al askan use, to
deci de whether or not there are sufficient test questions to
devel op a new version of the test around this new set of essenti al

st andar ds. If that's true, then nothing has been lost, at all
It's just the creation of a new examthat focuses on the essenti al
standards. |If there are not sufficient test questions, then what

we need to do in subsequent adm nistrations of the test, is enbed
new questions around these essential standards so that we can get
the sufficient pool to develop the new test around just these
essential skills. W Dbelieve we can acconplish that by two
t housand and - by the spring of 2003 if everything were to go well
for us.

SENATOR WLKEN: So, if sonmeone said to ne, well by changing froma
pupi | conpetency test to an essential skills exam you' re dunbing

down the test. In tw or three sentences, how do | answer that?
DR, JOHNSON: | would say what we're doing is not dunbing down the
test. In fact, you may find that the actual passing score would go

up but the passing score is established over a narrower set of
per f or mance st andards.

SENATOR W LKEN. Thank you. Same page, line 7 we speak about a
waiver. How do we limt, how do we keep a waiver fromjust being -
get it in the mail and we approve it and we nove one and we | ook
back four or five years from now and suddenly 15 percent of our
students have wai vers and we wonder what happened. How do we put a
limt on waivers?

DR. JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator WIken. You' ve raised a
very interesting question and one that | don't know that there's
any precise answer for it at this juncture. Wat we could do is,
t hrough our school report card and so forth, report back the nunber
of students that are receiving diplomas in a particular school
t hrough the wai ver process. |I'mfamliar with |Indiana, where when
they report their results, they report the results of those that
neet all the local requirements and their high school graduation
qual i fyi ng exam equi val ent. Those that receive it through a waiver
and those that - they've got one other level as well. So, they
report it that way. And so, the legislature there and the public
then can govern whether or not school districts are using the
wai ver process beyond a | evel which is acceptable.

SENATOR WLKEN. And Madanme Chair, you know | just sit here and
think there are 133,000 students and growi ng, and let's just say
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one out of ten, we now have 13,000 letters and 13,000 i ndividual
stories to deal with. Are we building a great big bureaucracy to
deal with sonething called a waiver and every one of themis
chal | engeabl e in court?

DR, JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator WI/I ken. W' re not
suggesting as a departnent that we take on that responsibility
ot her than devel opi ng the regul ati ons whi ch specify the conditions
under which a waiver should be considered by the |ocal school
district. And if they fall within that category then they coul d do
that wi thout - you know, the state, they would report to the state
but not ask us for approval, because | think that would create a
huge, huge bureaucracy.

CHAIl RWOVAN GREEN:  Let ne interject a question here. 1In the event
that what Senator WIken has said occurs, and we have what -
everyone would assune is mscarriage of the intent, does the
departnent and or the board have the authority to address that and
use that in that in their assessnent of that school district and
t he school designator program and go back and say, are you out of
your m nd, you know, what are you doing in that district? This is
unacceptable. Could you answer that?

DR. JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator WI ken and nmenbers of the
commttee. | think the school designator systemwould give us the
best evidence of that. It could be anended to include this
concept, should it cone into law. And, if you remain in crisis as
a school, then you nust devel op a performance plan that then nust
eventual |y be approved by the state board of education if you're
not showi ng growth over a two-year period. So there would be that
opportunity for that level of interaction if school districts were
sinply - or schools were using this as a backdoor, rather than
doing the hard work of teaching young people the essential skil
standards that we think are inportant and that they could then
denonstrate through their exans.

SENATOR W LKEN: If we look at line 7, it says, or receives a
wai ver fromthe departnent. So, would not the departnent then be
t he determ nant of that individual waiver fromb53 different schoo

districts and have to defend their decision?

DR. JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator WIlken. | guess that is
an appropriate interpretation of what's witten here. In our
conversations we've been talking about doing it through the
regul atory process and not setting up the bureaucracy at the state
| evel . If this |anguage doesn't do it, if this stays in place,
then, you know, naybe we need to be sure that that's how this is
witten.
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CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN.  Ckay, Senator Wl ken, | do want you to know t hat
nunber one on ny |ist of proposed anmendnents is tighten up the
| anguage on waivers, solicit suggestions on how airtight this
| anguage nmust be. And so we - Bruce and | had this conversation
briefly this nmorning and it's certainly one that we'll - we're
trying to see if they can contribute sone | anguage and then we'l|l
certainly be looking at it and, in fact, we tal ked about that on
the tel econference Saturday, that it was one of the areas where we
need to build fences and bars and be sure that the process is
designed for, and carried out, as we have intended. And that's one
of the very inportant things in us getting it on the record here is
that we have, as part of our record, what we intend for the state
board to bring forward in the proposed regul ati ons.

SENATOR WLKEN: Well I'"'mglad we're going to tal k about that sone
nore because | can see the effort over tine becomng - with a
parent or parents - their effort is to figure out howto get their
kid a waiver instead of getting their kid to pass the test. Next
question, if we still stay on page 2, lines 15 through 22,
specifically 15 and 16, |1've taken a great deal of confort in
telling people that you have 11 opportunities to pass the
conpetency test and now we seemto have taken that out and we've
sai d, under procedures established by the departnment. He is just
questioning - why did we do that and sort of |eave this open to
where it may only be three opportunities or it could be 23
opportunities. Madane Chair, why did we change that paragraph?

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN: | don't know. It just happened in the process
of it being drafted and when I got it, | bought it. Wll, one of
the things again, that we can do is not be as specific in statute
but in our conversations with the departnent, right here, say we
think that there is a - nultiple retesting and reexam nation is
perfectly | ogical and reasonable and | know one of the things that
| think a lot of people have been critical of is the fact that
there was the expectation that if you did not pass the exam you
could continue to conme back, and people have viewed that as

deneaning and [indisc.]. [I'mnot sure it's a bad thing for sone
people to take - you know, be in their 19th year when they get
their diploma but there was no intent in doing this. It was
probably just the drafting process. |1'Il take full responsibility

but I don't recall having done it.

SENATOR WLKEN: | just like the fact that you can say, you take it
once as a sophonore, twice as a junior, twice as a senior and then
you get six nore opportunities even after you're out of high
school. You have 11 tinmes to pass this test so once that |eaves
this building we don't need to tal k about that anynore and | think
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11 is nore than generous, but I nean, 1'lIl - so I would, perhaps,
hope that we go back and visit that a little bit. Myving on down
to sane page 2, | don't quite understand - alternative assessnent,
endor senment, endorsenent w th acconmodation - now, and this has
been, of course, the sticky w cket through this whole thing. Wat
do we do to deal with the five or six percent of special ed
students? But when we talk about alternative assessnment, we're
tal king about a different classification of special ed, which I
think are nore devel opnentally challenged. |1'mkind of in an area
| don't know much about but - how do we roll in now the special ed
students wunder your proposal? Talk me through how they're
accomodat ed and what their diploma | ooks Iike.

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN.  Ckay. In current, | think when G eg Ml oney was
here on Saturday we went through the review of the current nethod
by which students on an | EP may be evaluated. That has to do with
an exam nation wthout accommpdations, an examnation wth
accommodati ons, and or an alternative assessnment. The |IEP team -
this is getting out of ny area of expertise real quickly but, the
|EP team w th an intensively-inpacted student, spends their entire
i fe devel opi ng the goals and that they have an expectation of that
student neeting and they determne how they're going to assess
that. It would be no different with this final test. The, in al

probability, the witten part, reading, witing, and math test,
woul d be inappropriate but there are certain skills they have said
this child nmust have and the student nust be able to do this and
whet her it's being able to live independently or to wite a check
or to count coins - that nay be their, you know, one of the types
of things they have to do and they would assess that graduation
goal that they have set. That's what they do their entire career.
Now for students who are high functioning, nice intelligence
however they have a |learning disability, by their senior year..

TAPE 01-12, SIDE B

CHAl RWMOVAN GREEN: ... they would be ready to take the exam Sone
have had sone type of accommodations their entire school career and
have been encouraged to do so in order to conplete every course
t hey have ever taken, therefore we would not set up a different
roadbl ock to them just because it's a broad scal e exam In the
previous two, three years, there has not been a provision for those
students and that's what we continued to hear about - that there
was no plan in place - there was no escape valve for those
students, and they took the test and passed it or failed it -
period. They could not use their acconmodations if they went past
- | nmean because nmany of them were on unlimted, you know, extra
test time. Well, this is an untined test so that doesn't even give
them you know .... But there are other things that nany of these
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students do regularly that - | can't even think of anything -
whether it's in the location - a quiet room There are nany things
that |earning disabled students require in order to |let you know
what they have a grasp of, and we want to give them- this allows

the EP teamto say, those are the things they' Il be using.
Nunber 2311
SENATOR W LKEN: I think that all through the full process, the

under belly, the soft spot, has been the special ed - the 5 or 6
percent. That's been the thing that, to nme, we've cone to the end
of the road. W don't have a rabbit trail to follow to find a
solution, but you started us down that. And then, there's a book,
Participation Quidelines, that's just hot off the press, and we
| ooked at maki ng deci si ons about students with disabilities and I

| earned a lot by reading that. | wonder if Geg could conme and
take what's in here and have us understand what's said here in your
bill, or this bill, so that when this |eaves this commttee, the

five of us are confident that we've taken care of that 5 percent
and that's not such a soft spot in this |egislation anynore.

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN:  |'m sure he can return. He was here Saturday
and he talked quite sone time. |'m not sure he answered to the
extent you're tal king about but we can certainly have hi mback here
Wednesday, and in the neantine, what we can do, if there is
| anguage in that booklet that you see as being valuable, we can
either make a reference to it or we can have - because see, so nuch
of this, Senator WIlken, is already out there. They work with this
all the tine and we're just saying you use the references you're
al ready using to handle and work with di sabled kids. And we don't
have to put it in this because it's the standard - one, that's
required by federal law, the IDEA. There's not a lot of |leeway in
what they do, you know, you have several ways to test for
know edge.

SENATOR WLKEN: That m ght just be confortable, with this specia
ed conponent. Ckay, noving on to page 4. There was sonme concern
about the - on line 3 - January 1 '04 date - perhaps consider that
be February 1, '04 because sone senesters end after Christnas, so
it's just a technical thing. I"d throw that out. Some school
districts end their senesters before Christmas, sone after
Christmas. None of themend after February 1.

CHAI RWOVAN  GREEN: kay. Let nme ask you a question. Are you
telling me that students get a diploma of sonme sort in January and
not in June or May?

SENATOR W LKEN: What |I'msaying is they graduate in Decenber, in
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some school districts, but in other school districts they graduate
in January because the senester ends ....

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN.  Ckay, so you'd be nore confortable with February
1?

SENATOR W LKEN: February 1
CHAIl RWOVAN GREEN:  Ckay.

SENATOR W LKEN: Then, if you |l ook dowmn to line 23 - 22, 23, 24 -
I "' m confused about how the endorsenment stays on the diplom after
' 04.

CHAI RMOVAN GREEN:  You're right. | asked the question. W don't
have it after '04 and that's just - I'm not exactly sure. Yes,
this needs to go back in, that was just an oversight. Because if
you go back to page 2 and ny - | think when | was working on this,
this would be a nunber grade on the student transcript, not just
pass fail. It would be a percentage. So if you were a 99 percent
pass, it would show on your transcript in math, English, and or

and down on |ine 27. However, but | think on the graduation
di ploma, it would appear as an endorsenent if you pass.

SENATOR WLKEN: ©Ch, so you're saying on the transcript would be
the score of your exit exan?

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN:  Yes, which to ne is, again, the docunent that
stays with you. This is, | think, a higher standard than whet her
or not your diplom has three gold stars on it.

SENATOR WLKEN. |If we can get that through, I'd support it but |
suspect we're going to have sone people talk to us about that -
about having the score on the transcript.

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN.  But we have grades for everything el se we do - |
nmean, | think - this is the one where you have, where people's
attention becones very tuned in to the fact that | amgoing to be
responsible for information that's going to be on ny transcript
when | go to college, when | try to get a job when I'm 25 and 30

and on. Hopeful ly, at sone point, they'll quit asking for your
hi gh school transcript and go through your Master's or your
doctorate or sonething, but - anyway, no, | think this is nore

important than the diplonma actually, but we can certainly add
di pl oma | anguage, that woul d be fine.

SENATOR W LKEN: Thank you for your i ndul gence.
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CHAl RMOMAN GREEN:  Senat or Leman, have you devel oped any questions
during our further discussion? You were way too busy rewiting the
whol e bill

SENATOR LEMAN: |'ve been holding ny tongue and |I've followed the
advi ce of ny coll eague across the way who asked us to |isten nore
and talk |ess.

SENATOR DAVIS: | appreciate that. | have a comment to nake.
CHAI RWOVAN GREEN: Go right ahead.

SENATOR DAVIS: | would like to put the departnent on the spot,
since you're here, and | want you to go back and wal k ne through
this SB 133 al together. VWhat | wote down is what you said is
that, we feel that you' re headed in the right direction, and here
we have a piece of legislation that we're trying to mark up and
make sure that we have what we have. | feel totally confused at
this point. | know that this bill has cone a long ways fromits
i nception because it's not worked - we started off with givens but
what we got here | don't quite feel confortable withit. | want to
hear fromthe departnment how - what we're going to be doi ng between
now and 2002 and 2003. | know 2004, all students will have to pass
their examwith the exceptions that you have made in this bill

they woul d have to pass that. But you say you're going to revanp
the test and | thought when we did the test, we already agreed that
each year they would have to be reviewed, there would have to be
changes nmade in it so we already owmn that track. Wy do we need it
in regulation or in a statute when it's already done? | can see
the way we're headed now. W're going to have all of these school
districts all up in air, confused as to what's supposed to happen
with them because they thought they were going on this track that
has been set for themand all of a sudden now we're com ng back and
saying we're going to go with the essential skills, or whatever the
term that's going to be used here. You say you're doing that

sinply because you had a few people to review - it was the math
test that they were reviewing and they are not even review ng the
other two. It was just the math portion of it, wasn't it? They

did themall? And then comng up with these essential things that
we should have in order to graduate, so we're going to change it -
you said it's not dunbing it dowmn - | see it as dunbi ng down what
we are already doing because | thought we were trying to keep the
students on the track that we had themon in order to pass the test
the way it's designed except for the changes that woul d have to be
made. | don't know why we have to have all this in statute for you
to do that. | thought you were able to do it under present
regul ations and statute that we already have in place. Wat you
are saying now, you wanted sone direction on howto do the specia
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ed. | thought you already had a way to do that. If you don't,
then tell me that you don't so I'll understand that it needs to be
in statute but it's ny understanding it was just a matter of
deci di ng how you were going to provide the acconmopdati ons and the
vari ous conponents because special ed parents want their students
to be able to have a diplona based on what they are capabl e of
doi ng, what has been designed in the IEPs, and the work that
t hey' ve done over the years - not just to have something given to
them si nply because they were special ed kids. | don't get that so
if you would walk me through this - this bill. Wil k ne through
this - howthis is going to help you get what you're going to get
and be there by 2004 and you're not going to need any nore noney to
do what you're going to do because it's already in place. That's
pretty nmuch what you said.

DR. JOHNSON:  Through the Chair, Senator Davis. Let nme start by
addressing the special needs portion of this, which is Section 3 on
page 2.

SENATOR DAVIS: That would be fine but I would prefer if you would
start up at the top, if you don't mnd. You said that we woul d be
okay with the essentials, the termthat's used there.

DR. JOHNSON: Yes, through the Chair, Senator Davis.

SENATOR DAVIS: And the rationale stating that they' re going to go
beyond that and not change the test considerably woul d be what?

DR JOHANSON: The rationale ...?

SENATOR DAVI S: W don't have to change the test but they can
continue to take it with the way it is now but we'll just change
the nane? |s that what you're saying?

DR JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator Davis. No, that's not
what | intended to say. W can keep giving the test as it exists
today but we do have commttees that are outlined in this flow
chart in each of our content areas that are suggesting that the
enphasis on the test needs to be changed. That's where this cane
from The work of the commttee then devel oped this concept of
essenti al . What is essential in order to graduate? And the
commttees that are working on this today felt that we m ssed the
mark the first time around.

SENATOR DAVI S: I like that concept about what is essential and
what do you need but what | don't like is that you come back and
you change the nane. What you're saying, to just review the

courses and nmake sure that we renove those that should not be
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there, or decide whether they should be there or whatever, well
that's what you're going to have done and | don't know how | ong
it's going to take for that to happen. But you have people that's
wor ki ng on that and you're going to have somet hing back by April.

DR, JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator Davis. W won't have
anyt hi ng back by April but we'll be able to determ ne by April is
whet her or not we currently have enough questions in the item bag
that our publisher has devel oped and have been field tested in
Al aska and approved for Al aska use to devel op a new version of the
test. That's what we do not know based on these essential skills.
And so we need to determ ne that and so, on April 19th and 20th, we

think we will cone out of that two-day neeting with answers to
t hose questi ons. So, we'll know whether or not we can ask our
publisher sinply to put a new version of the test together. | f

they do that then we put a new version together. W use that in
the spring of 2002 and we then are able to establish the new
passing score in the early fall in time to apply that new passing
score in the spring of 2003.

SENATOR DAVIS: New cut scores in 2003?

DR JOHANSON: Right - the fall of 2002, then the actual new passing
score used in the exam nations in 2003. So what that would nean
for a student, if this bill were to pass, that a student graduating
in 2004 would have three attenpts at that new reconstituted exam
because there the first two opportunities were based on the ol d set
of, what was then called, the essential skills.

SENATOR DAVIS: So why woul d you think we need to change the nane?
That's the point that |"mtrying to get to - | don't quite ...

DR JOHNSON: Through the Chair, Senator Davis. We haven't
proposed, as a departnment, changing the nane but we're trying to
add definition and appreciation and understanding for the public as
to why we're trying to nove towards this essential skills or
foundational skills for the examonly. | think the drafter of the
| egi sl ati on deci ded that maybe a nane change woul d be hel pful.

SENATOR DAVIS: Ckay. You nay go on.

DR. JOHNSON: The wai ver concept that's on page 2 is one that is,
certainly fromour perspective, not well defined at this point in
time but the board would be given the authority to go out through
the reqgulatory process and determ ne under what circunstances

wai vers could be issued. And they would do that through their
normal public process, ultimately devel opi ng regul ati ons that woul d
support this. If the state board were to sit in judgnent, as
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Senator Wl ken said, if there were 10,000 appeal s or requests for
wai vers, you can only inmagine that that's an inpossible job. I
don't think that we can approach it fromthat perspective. | think
what we're going to have to do is through regulation saying, this
ci rcunstance would allow for a waiver and if they would validate,
through an affidavit and letter to the comm ssioner, that the
student would - and again, |I'mjust tal king conceptually about how
this mght work, that those extraordinary circunstances are in
pl ace, then that student would be eligible for a waiver. [|f they
weren't able to validate that, then they would not be. But we
woul d not sit in judgnent.

SENATOR DAVI S:  Madane Chair, could | just say before he continues,
that | would have a serious problemif you were saying that you're
going to set it out in regulations and then that's going to be left
up to each one of the school districts to come up with how they
woul d grant those waivers. That would be worse than having it |eft
to the departnent because we're going to have all kinds of suits on
us because one district mght decide to give a waiver for [indisc.
- coughing] give it for y and all these different things and

everybody woul d be sharing that information - it would be a totally
chaotic situation. It'd have to be wthin one area of the
departnment - would have to be the one to do that. That woul d put
too nmuch of a burden on the departnent. It would take too nuch
noney to do it. You'd have to hire people just to handle the
wai vers.

DR JOHNSON:  Through the Chair, Senator Davis. That's why | think
it would require the state board to do it through the regulatory
process and it would not be left up to an individual district but
it would be within the corral, or within a certain fence, that was
established in regulation that a waiver is available. Let ne give
you an exanple maybe to help. |In Indiana they grant waivers if the
student neets a certain grade point average in core classes that
are based on the standards in that state, and if they have a 95
percent attendance rate, and they have the endorsenent from the
principal and faculty. So, with that, they're eligible for waiver
and they can get a diploma wthout neeting the demands of the high
school graduation qualifying exam

SENATOR DAVIS: So you want to see that in the regulation - you
would have an A - B - C- D - you get these things or you would
just leave it? GCkay. | can follow that.

DR. JOHNSON: Ckay. Then noving on to the special education area.
Qoviously we recogni ze that there are certain students in our state
t hat cannot pass a paper-pencil high school graduation qualifying
exam They sinply do not have the cognitive capacity to do that.
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For those students currently, and it's outlined in the
partici pation guidelines that Senator Wl ken referenced earlier, is
that they're eligible for another route, another assessnent that is
individual to their IEP. But once they nake that decision under
the current |law, they cannot receive a diplonma. That's a non-
di ploma track in the current |aw.

SENATOR DAVIS: Wth this way it's going to give thema dipl oma?

DR. JOHANSON: This proposal here would allow those students, if
they met their IEP goals and the assessnent that was devel oped
around those goals and, as M. Ml oney probably indicated to you on
Saturday, is that those IEPs would have to be based on the
per formance standards and the perfornmance woul d be neasured agai nst
those - the student's individual performance would be neasured
agai nst those performance standards. But, if they met that, then
they would qualify for a diplom given this | anguage.

SENATOR DAVIS: And you need this | anguage before you woul d be able
to do that? You can't do it on the present |anguage?

DR, JOHNSON: Through the Chair. Currently, Senator Davis, we
cannot do it under the current |anguage. If | mght just add,
there are about 12 to 13 percent of our students statew de that are
identified as special ed and that, you know, is from the nore
severely di sabl ed student to one with a nodest speech and | anguage
chal  enge that probably is corrected with six nonths of speech and
| anguage therapy. So that's the full range. bviously not all of
t hose students would need an opportunity outside of the exam to
acquire, but whether it ends up to be 5 or 6 percent or 10 percent,
| really can't adjust that at this point in tine. But we do know
that nost other states that we've |ooked at, in fact we're having a
very difficult tinme finding a single state that doesn't nake sone
acconmodation and, | would add, nodification for children wth
speci al needs. One of the exanples that we kick around in the
departnment, if | may prolong this just briefly, is that there are
students in the third or fourth grade that an | EP team deci des t hat
a calculator is a necessary tool for themto |learn mathenmatics.
And they wuse that throughout their career, in schooling and
graduate. Currently many of those students graduate with a high
school diploma. W devel oped our exam nations in such a way that a
calculator is not necessary for any of those and, therefore, a
calculator is not an appropriate acconmodation. It's not an
al l owabl e accomobdati on under the current concept. This would
all ow that student, if it was part of their daily instruction, the
use of a calculator to continue to use that calculator in the
testing situation and obviously it mght provide the necessary tool
to enable them to get a passing score. If they didn't get a
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passing score, then they would still have to neet their IEP goal in
order to receive the diploma. Those are the sorts of things that |
think we would see used routinely then as nodifications. Those
really becone nodifications. It's like reading the reading examto
a student is another exanple. W don't allow that currently. |If
this were to cone into play and that is how a student was taught in
their instructional program then the exam nations could be read.
It obviously alter the reading exam nation - clearly alters that.

CHAI RWOVAN GREEN: But you can still test conprehension fromthe
i deas and they have to give the answers back.

DR. JOHNSON: Right. Wat the test was originally intended to do

and designed for the greatest nunber. But again, | think that we
believe that |anguage such as this is inportant, is necessary,
maybe indefinitely in Alaska, but certainly early on in our
program | think that what you will see over tinme is an evol ution

and, Senator Davis, you hit the nail on the head when you suggested
t he departnment does have wide |atitude in changing the exam and we
do. That wasn't legislated. W wll be doing that whether or not
this | aw goes into place or not. It's just that we can't get it
done intine to fairly apply the new exam nations to the graduates
in 2002 - that's why we believe an extension is so key to fairness
for all students.

SENATOR DAVIS: So the departnent feels that you can have all of
this done by 2004? Wthout having to cone back to say we haven't
met our goal s?

DR JOHNSON.  Through the Chair, Senator Davis. W believe that we

can have our exans redone around the essential standards. Ve
believe we can acconplish that. W believe we can establish new
passi ng scores. W, | think, are becom ng nuch nore adept at

involving a cross section of people when we're nmaking these
decisions than we did early on in "97, '"98, and '99. W know we
need to do that. The involvenent of the business comunity in this
continuous renewal cycle has been very enlightening to the
educators sitting around the table. Very enlightening. And we
intend to continue to do that. Cbviously we can wear these people
out and they're taking tinme away fromtheir famlies and their jobs
to assist us but they certainly are a spirited group that's worKking
with us right now and we woul d hope that we could continue that and
end up wth exans that Al aska can be proud of, that are fair to
students and are achi evable by the vast mgjority of students.

SENATOR DAVI S:  Thank you.

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Bruce, maybe for - we only have about five nore
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m nutes then we'll head out but - if you could kind of review, and
what was the nane of the commttee that did this work?

DR. JOHANSON: This is the Content Review Committee.

CHAI RWOVAN  GREEN: It's been an ongoing conmttee that's been
reviewi ng the content of the exans.

DR, JOHNSON: If I my, Senator Geen, we started with the
performance standards to be sure they were on target and now, on
April 19th and 20th, we'll be [indisc.-coughing] on tinme then
focusing on the exans thenselves and the itens that we have in our
pool .

CHAl RAMOVAN GREEN: Vel |, you know, w thout ny realizing exactly who

that commttee was, | was - Kkept receiving these packets and |
t hought, this really |ooks good. Li ke | say, unknow ngly, we
adopted nost of the Content Conmttee's work and we'll have to give
- if this ever succeeds, we'll have to give themthe credit for it,
if it's a good plan. No, if it's a bad plan we'll give themthe
credit for it. | just want to go over what | have from Sat urday.

The | anguage on waiver needs to be addressed. W had nention on
Sat urday of |anguage on reciprocity for other states that have a
hi gh school exam and how that would be - and | could take sone

gui dance from the departnent on that. And then |'ve received a
couple of three recommendations froml| guess it's the departnent's
attorney and they're kind of tweaky things and we'll kind of review
those and then probably have a CS. | know Senator W I ken and

Senat or Lenman have been witing madly so | have an idea we're going
to have lots of ideas for additions to this and if either of you,
Senator Ward or Senator Davis, have anything you would like to
bring forward we - those things that we can get incorporated in the
neantine we will, otherwse we'll do it by anmendnent Wdnesday.
And, this is - you guys are here this week, right? It's next week
you're out on a mlitary bivouac or sonething?

SENATOR W LKEN: Wednesday.

CHAl R\MOVAN GREEN: O next week?

SENATOR W LKEN:  Yes.

CHAl RWOVAN GREEN:  Ckay, so good. Ckay, so we can have our ful

comm ttee on Wednesday then and hopefully we can get this draft up
and have a confort |evel that everyone can live with. And so we

wi Il have Greg Mal oney back here. | mght suggest in the neantine,
if you can get together with him and maybe define that |anguage
that you're looking for as well and I'lIl be happy to do it as well
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SO. ... Are there any other questions? \What are we doing on
Wednesday besides this? Do we have anything el se schedul ed? Well
|"m sure there's a schedule out there sonewhere that tells what
we're doing in commttee on Wdnesday and, wth that, we're
adj our ned.

#
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