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fundi ng program Presented HB 73 to the commttee.
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Sitka School District

Sitka, Al aska
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base al |l ocation funds.
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Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Testified in support of HB 18.
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Juneau, Al aska
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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

CHAIR MARK NEUMAN called the House Special Conmittee on
Education neeting to order at 11:03:54 AM Represent ati ves
Wlson, Lynn, and Salnon were present at the call to order.
Representatives Thomas and Gara arrived as the neeting was in
progress. Representative Gatto was excused.

AOVERVI EW PUBLI C SCHOOL FUNDI NG PROGRAM

11: 08: 08 AM

EDDY JEANS, Director, School Finance, Departnent of Education
and Early Devel opnent, presented the handout, wthin the
commttee packet, entitled, "Public School Funding Program
Overview, Updated January 2005". He described who pays for
entitlenments, which <consist of the followng three areas:
required local contribution by nmunicipalities, federal inpact

aid dollars, and state funds.

He referred to the five steps listed at the top of page three of
t he handout:
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W start with the school size adjustnent, we adjust
that product by the district cost factor, we nultiply
it by the district cost factor; in step three, we
increase that product by 20 percent to provide
additional resources for special needs prograns and
that would be your special education, excluding the
i ntensive students. The severely nulti-handi capped
requires a full-time aid student, bilingual prograns,
gifted talented prograns, and vocational education.
The next step is, we add the adjustnent for the

intensive service counts, which | just described,
students that would fall into that category. The
fifth adjustnent is for students enrolled in
correspondence prograns. And as nmany of you are
aware, they're funded at 80 percent of the base
student allocation. That gives us what we call the
district's adjusted ADM and, as | nentioned earlier,

on page 8, those calculations sinply nove from the
left to the right for each school district on that
spr eadsheet . The ADM is the average nunber of
students enrolled during the 20-day count period,
whi ch ends the fourth Friday in Cctober and that's the
mandat ory count established by law. The first step is
to adjust for school size; we have to take a |ook at
the nunber of students that are being served in each
of the communities and this school size step one
adjustnment tells us that if you're in a community that
is serving 10 to 100 students, we're sinply going to
take that total population, and run it through the
school size adjustnent table, as one group. |If you're
in a coomunity that is serving 10-100 students, we'll
split your student population into K-6 and 7-12 and
we'll run those two groups through the table as if
you' re operating two separate school s. Once you get
over 425 students, each one of your schools in your
district go t hr ough t he si ze adj ust nent ,
i ndependent|y. There are a couple of exceptions to
that rule and that 1is, if you have alternative
prograns in your community, you have to be serving
nore than 200 students for that school to count as a
separate school otherwise, they're added to the
| argest school in the district for the purpose of size
adj ust nment . And, if you have charter schools in your
school district, you have to have nore than 150
students for t hose school s to be adj ust ed
i ndependent|y. On page 4, M. Chairman, we have the
size table, this is listed in Alaska statute
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14.17. 450, and you can see we have a nunber of ranges
of student popul ation. The first is, 10 to 20; you
get a flat adjustment of 39.60. The next range is 20
to 30, 30 to 75, 75 to 150 and you can see that
further down the table, there. On the right hand side
of that formula, 1'd like to show you, real quickly,
within the parens you can see that we have ADM m nus
.. 20, so if you have a student population of nore
than 20 students, but less than 30, what this formula
tells us, is, let's say, for exanple, it's 5, or 25,
you would start with 25 subtract 20, you would have 5
| eft over, you would multiply that tinmes 1.62 and that
product would be added to 39.6 to get your adjusted
ADM for school size for a school of 25 students.
Looking at the 1.62, if you |ook down that table, you
can see the next adjustnment is 1.49, the next
adjustnment 1.27, and this is a declining scale for
econom es of scale. In other words, your student
popul ation gets larger, it's nore efficient to operate
that school, so this is our size adjustnent on a
declining scale.

MR. JEANS explained that after all of the district schools have
been adjusted in the size tables, the product is nmultiplied by
the district cost factors which are set in A aska statute
14.17. 460. He stated that [district cost factors] are specific
to school districts and range from 1.00 to 1.736. This new
product, he said, is increased by 20 percent for special needs
and the final nunber is adjusted for intensive service students.
He described intensive service students, "these students are
counted on the last day of the count period, and they have to
have an active |EP, Individual Education Program and receiving
services on the |last day of the count period. Once again, these
are your severely multi-handi capped students and it's inportant
to point out that not are they only counted here but they're
al so counted in the school, for the school size adjustnent, so,
it's not just this one conponent they're in the base and they
roll through as well."

11:15: 49 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARA inquired as to the changes in the funding
formula for special or intensive needs students.

MR. JEANS explained that the regulations clarify the definition
of intensive students. Al t hough, the regulation requires that
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each intensive child have a full-time aide, sone schoo
districts did not interpret the regulation as such.

In response to Representative Thomas, M. Jeans clarified that
when the foundation statute was anended under Senate Bill 36, in
1998, the adjustnment for special needs students was determ ned
to be 20 percent across the board.

REPRESENTATI VE THOVAS asked if any studies or feedback from
other districts indicate that the 20 percent is inadequate.

MR. JEANS responded that there have not been any formal studies
to determ ne the appropriate percentage. Senate Bill 36 passed,
directed the departnent, through the foundation statute, to
apply 20 percent to each district, he rel ated.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA related that sone of the school officials
have conplained that the regulation has resulted in less staff
avai lable for special needs children. He asked, "is ny
understanding correct, that wunder the new rule, you don't
qualify as a special needs student for purposes of increased
foundation forrmula funding unless you can show you need a full-
time teacher aid?"

11:18: 59 AM

MR. JEANS clarified that [special needs funding] is specifically
for students under the intensive category, including severely
mul ti - handi capped children; the issue concerns the ratio of
teacher aids to intensive students. He explained that special
education staff are working with school districts to assure that
t hey understand how this specific provision is applied. He said
that [the departnent] is currently going through a statew de
audit of all intensive students and is working with schoo
districts to clarify this issue.

11: 20: 00 AM

MR. JEANS turned to page 5 and the correspondence prograns. He
said that correspondence students are funded at 80 percent. He
expl ai ned:

Once we go through all those calculations, we end up
with what we call the district's adjusted average
dai ly nmenbership. And if | could just junp you over
to page 7, real quickly, M. Chairman, you can see we
use the None school district as an exanple, they are
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serving 809 students. Once we took them through the
size adjustnent tables, they're adjustnent for school
size is 979.88, you apply the district cost factor of
1.319 to come up with $1,292. 46. Apply the special
needs factor of 1.20, gets you an adjustnent of
$1,550.95. They had three students that qualified for
the intensive services, the adjustnent there is five
tinmes, so that product is $1,565; they don't have any
correspondence students. The district's adjusted
average daily nenbership is $1,565.95; we then
multiply that tinmes the base student allocation, which
is currently set at $4,576, to cone up with the basic
need for that school district, which is $7,165,000
dol | ars. Once we've determned the need ... it's
really who pays for the need, and as | nentioned
earlier there's three conponents: there's the required
| ocal contribution, the equivalent of four mlls for
muni ci palities, federal inpact aid dollars, which the
state considers 90 percent of those, and then the
remaining is your state aid. And so, M. Chairman, if
| can take you to page 9, we can go ahead and use None
again, as the exanple, in colum B their basic need is

$7, 165, 000. Their required local effort $796,000.
The federal inpact aid that the state will consider is
$34, 570. So the remminder is the state aid at

$6, 334, 000. W also have in the foundation program
what we call the quality school grant which is above
the basic foundation, $16 per adjusted average daily
menbership and districts have to submt a grant
application to qualify for those funds. And
typically, those are for your after school renedial
type prograns.

MR. JEANS offered to answer questions fromthe commttee.

11: 23: 05 AM

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON inquired as to changes associated within
t he foundation formnul a.

MR. JEANS clarified that increasing the base student allocation

increases the entitlenent. He said that state aid will go up to
offset that increase, but that required local effort and the
deductible inpact aid won't change. He included that [the

departnent] has a cap on local contributions and districts are
allowed to contribute 23 percent of their basic need in the
current year. He concluded, "as you increase the student base
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al l ocation, what you're also doing is increasing the ability of
|l ocal municipalities to contribute nore to schools, so the cap
goes up as well, but that doesn't necessarily nmean districts
w Il receive nore noney."

CHAIR NEUMAN inquired as to that "23 percent" being spread

evenly across the schools in that district or targeted toward a
speci fic school .

MR. JEANS stated that all of the state aid is discretionary
noney and it is up to the local school board to determ ne how
those resources are allocated at the district |evel.

REPRESENTATI VE THOMAS inquired as to increasing the base needs
inthe bill.

MR. JEANS replied that depends on what is in the bill

11: 25: 36 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARA inquired as to quality schools funding and
its source.

MR. JEANS said that it is a separate section in the foundation
formula at $16 per adjusted ADM which is in addition to the
base student allocation.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA expressed his understanding that the base
student allocation increased separately fromthe allowable |oca
mat ch, and as the foundation fornula increased, the |ocal match
requi renment was al so increased.

MR. JEANS stated that it will increase on a one-year delay for
three school districts where the required local effort is 45
percent of basic need. Those conmunities are the North Sl ope,
Val dez, and Skagway. M. Jeans explained further, ""that if 4
mlls of your property value exceeds 45 percent of your basic
need, then the state capture required local contribution at 45
percent."”

11:27: 05 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SALMON referred to page 9, in the handout, and
inquired as to whether the noney cones from state or federal
funds.

MR. JEANS replied:
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Colum C is the required local effort, and ... a zero

represents regional education attendance areas.
They are not part of a organized, local municipality
required to nake a local contribution to education.
The 100 percent that you are referring to in colum E,
is the inpact aid percentage. And under the federal
inpact aid law, if you don't have a required |ocal
contribution in your state funding fornula, you're
allowed to consider up to 100 percent of a district's

federal inpact aid dollars. So, where you see that
100 percent in our state law, it's witten that we
will deduct 90 percent of what we're allowed to
consider under the federal |aw. So, if we look at
Al aska Gateway, you can see they have federal i npact
aid, $242,000 worth, wunder the federal law we're

al lowed to consider 100 percent of those funds and so,
under columm F, 90 percent of the $242,000 is $218, 000
and that gets subtracted from basic need in colum B,
to arrive at your state aid in colum G

REPRESENTATI VE SALMON asked what determ nes percentage anounts
for different boroughs.

MR. JEANS responded that the federal inpact aid program has
requirenents that include |ooking at requirenents specific to
the funding fornmula and conparing that to what districts are
actually contributing. He stated that the ratio cal cul ated nust
be applied to the federal inpact aid dollars because, under the
federal inpact aid program those funds are considered |ocal
resour ces. For exanple, the Aleutians East Borough contributes
60 percent above the required local effort, although the state
only considers 40 percent of its federal inpact aid dollars in
the state funding fornula. He concluded, "...our state |aw
says, deduct 90 percent of what the federal governnent allows
you to consider."

REPRESENTATI VE GARA said he does not wunderstand the factors
related to the local contribution requirenents. He inquired as
to the affects on the local contribution, if the 4 mll| property
tax part remains static year to year and the comunity has
rising property eval uations. He inquired as to the affects on
the local contribution.

11: 31: 29 AM

MR. JEANS expl ai ned:
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There was an anendnent to the required | ocal
contribution that began in fiscal year 2002, and,
basically, what that requires the departnent to do is
conpare the current year's full value to a base year
which was the 1999 full val ues. W take that
difference and cut it in half, and we apply that 50
percent renmaminder to the 1999 evaluation for the
purposes of calculating required |local effort for
muni ci palities. So, | «call it the education full
value because it's not used anywhere else in the
state; we get the full value determnations from the
state assessors, Steve Vansant, and we have to nmke
this conparison to the 1999 base, and nake that
adj ust nent . So, in essence, municipalities that have
a rising property value are only having to pay 4 mlls
on 50 percent of that increase, fromthe 1999 base.

CHAI R NEUVMAN asked for clarification concerning the references
to the changes in 1999.

MR. JEANS stated that the bill was Senate Bill 174. He
expl ai ned that this bill provided relief for specific
municipalities and required the Departnment of Education and
Early Devel opnent to use a calculation that considers only 50
percent of the property value increase when determning the
required | ocal effort.

REPRESENTATI VE SALMON inquired as to the effects of a school
t ax.

MR. JEANS said that there is school tax at present.

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON inquired as to increasing tax bases and
the protocols associated for each foll ow ng year.

MR. JEANS replied:

What the law requires us to do is always | ook back to
the 1999 base. So in, say, this year, the value went
up $100,000, what the law requires us to do is only
consi der $50,000, add that back to the base, and
that's the full value that we apply the 4 mlls to, to
determine the required |local contribution. Next
year's values will cone out, if it goes up $150, 000,
hal f of that is $75,000, we add that to the 1999 base
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and that Dbeconmes the full value for determning
required | ocal contribution.

11: 36: 08 AM

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON i nquired as to t he economni ¢
responsibilities of schools in different areas, with different
financi al situations.

MR, JEANS inforned the commttee that if a municipality has
increased property values, it is held harnless. Communi ti es
that aren't showng any growh are required to contribute 4
mlls at the sane | evel they have in the past.

REPRESENTATI VE THOVAS asked about M. Edgecunmbe School, which is
a state run school, and how it gets aid.

MR. JEANS responded that M. Edgecunbe is a state run school and
the foundation |law has specific direction, to the departnent,
regarding how to calculate [M. Edgecunbe's] state aid. He
explained that what this does is provide M. Edgecunbe with the
revenue for its instructional program Wthin the departnent's
budget there is a separate conponent for the residentia
conponent .

11: 38: 22 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARA posed a situation in which property
assessnents increase, so does the |local match requirenent.
Wuld such a situation cause the anmpunt the conmunity receives
fromthe state to decrease or is an additional anount of | ocal
noney required, he asked.

MR. JEANS answered that if the need stays the sane and property
val ues increase, state aid decreases.

HB 73-1 NCREASE AMI' OF BASE STUDENT ALLOCATI ON

CHAI R NEUMAN announced that the next order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 73 "An Act increasing the base student allocation
for state financing of public schools; and providing for an
effective date.”

11:40: 31 AM

MR. JEANS explained that HB 73 would increase the base student
allocation for a two-year period. The first increase wuld take
effect in the fiscal year (FY) 2006 budget cycle and would
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i ncrease the base student allocation from $4,576 to $4, 880. In
FY 07, the bill requires a second adjustment that would increase
the base student allocation to $5, 190. The first-year costs
associated with increasing the base student allocation would be
$62 mllion for FY 06 and $64 mllion for FY 07. He nentioned a
fiscal note, included in the commttee packet, for the mlitary
yout h acadeny, and explained that its funding is tied directly
to the base student allocation. The fiscal note shows that the
increased grant would be $425,000 in FY 06 and $433,000 in FY
07. M. Jeans pointed out that the governor's funding proposa

does have a conpanion bill, HB 65 which would nake the
appropriations for K-12 support.

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON inquired as to how the increased anount
was det erm ned.

11:42: 54 AM

MR. JEANS explained that the increased contribution of school
districts to Public Enployee's Retirenent System (PERS) and
Teachers' Retirenent System (TRS) will be $38 nillion statew de
and the governor wanted to provide additional funding for
ongoi ng operational costs. Therefore, [the departnent] averaged
the Anchorage Consunmer Price Index (CPlI) for the last three

years and came up wth 2.47 percent. This percentage was
applied to the foundation program and the cost associated was
$24 mllion. The total amount sumed $62 mllion.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked what happens if a school | oses ADM

MR. JEANS stated that if a school has fewer students, it wll
receive fewer dollars and staffing adjustnments wll be
necessary.

REPRESENTATI VE THOMAS inquired as to Anchorage's $10 mllion
shortfall, and the proposed increase request.

MR. JEANS clarified that the Anchorage initial budget shortfal
was $30 million of which the governor's proposal would provide
$20 mllion. He stated that this was the starting point and the
nunbers have yet to be refined.

11: 46: 28 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARA described his involvenent in attenpting to
figure out the inpact of the governor's budget on various school
districts. He said the prelimnary assessnents show that many
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school districts are sonewhat held harnmless by the budget
conpared to |ast year. He asked, "Wiat is causing so many of
t hese school districts still to fall behi nd?"

MR. JEANS replied that this is a product of the budget process
at the local level in trying to determne the district's needs.
The governor's budget proposes to increase the foundation
program to offset the increases for PERS/TRS, and provide an
al nost 2.5 increase for operational costs.

REPRESENTATI VE GARA stated that he would like to do sonething
nore than just hold schools harmess to where they were |ast
year. Last year schools were held harmess to the prior year,
when they essentially |lost noney. He said that he would like to
add staff in a way that could make a neaningful difference to
school s. He asked if the administration would consider that.
He also asked if M. Jeans could provide sonme suggested
efficiencies to control cost grow h.

MR. JEANS said that he could not respond.

11:50: 12 AM

ANNE KI LKENNY stated that there are different needs in different
districts because of the adjustnents that are not made in the
foundati on formula. The foundation fornmula only makes four or
five adjustments. She said that the foundation fornula does not
make adjustnments where student enrollnment is decreasing and so,
the cost per student increases. The aforenentioned is the
situation in Kenai. She related situations in which property
values rise and cause local required contributions to increase
but this, in turn, decreases state contributions, as is the case
i n Anchor age. Therefore, certain areas have greater need than
ot hers.

M5. KILKENNY discussed that schools that are designed for
specific nunbers of students cannot operate efficiently or cost
effectively if the student populations rise. She provided an
exanple in the Mat-Su Valley, and noted that even the governor's
proposal nmay be inadequate for the Mat-Su Valley. She expressed
her belief that, "a refinenent of the Anchorage school district
budget woul d nean a dimnishment of the quality of education in
that district as it would in the Mat-Su, as it would in Kenai
as it would in Ketchikan, Petersburg, North Slope burrow, and
every other district that has indicated that even the governor's
proposal is inadequate for this sinple maintenance of the status
quo. "
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[HB 73 was hel d over.]

HB 1- I NCREASE AMI OF BASE STUDENT ALLOCATI ON

CHAI R NEUMAN announced that the next order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO. 1 "An Act relating to the base student allocation
used in the formula for state funding of public education; and
providing for an effective date."”

11:55:41 AM

CODY RICE, Staff to Representative Carl Gatto, sponsor, stated
that HB 1 represents a $13 increase over the current year's base
student allocation; the total nunmber would then becone $4,589.
He «clarified that this nunber does not include PERS TRS
adjustnents in the base allocation.

CHAIR NEUMAN upon determning there were no coments or
questions, announced that HB 1 woul d be hel d.

HB 18-1 NCREASE AMI OF BASE STUDENT ALLOCATI ON

CHAI R NEUMAN announced that the final order of business would be
SPONSCR SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO 18 "An Act increasing the
base student allocation used in the formula for state funding of
publ i c education; and providing for an effective date."

11:57: 12 AM

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON, sponsor, expressed her belief that it is
essential to attract and retain the nost highly qualified
teachers and support staff in order to provide the best program

offerings for students. She explained that costs associated
wWith operating schools are increasing and teachers have no
control over the regulation of these expenses. Furt her nore,

al t hough teachers have to assune greater responsibilities due to
NCLB standards, they are not receiving nonetary awards.
Therefore, it is inperative that the legislature increase the

student allocation. This bill would increase the student
allocation by $325 dollars per student. She related that she
has received letters from around the state which have stated
that the governor's bill would not allocate sufficient funding

for securing basic needs, such as rehiring current teachers for
the com ng school year. She reviewed sone of the specific needs
of specific districts.
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12: 00: 50 PM

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN requested a spreadsheet conparing the
simlarities and differences between HB 1, HB 18, and HB 73.

REPRESENTATI VE THOMAS inquired as to the effects of increasing
qual ity school grants.

MR. JEANS replied that quality schools funding is separate from
the foundation program base funding which is discretionary noney
to allocate as the school board sees fit. The quality schools
grants require that the district submt an application, tell how
it's going to use those funds to inprove student perfornance
achi evenment and require followup reports and assessnents. He
expl ained that although an increase in quality schools grant
doesn't allow an increase in the local contribution, an increase
in the base student allocation will increase the allowable |oca

contri bution.

REPRESENTATI VE SALMON asked if the departnent had established
what the school district's needs are this year. He noted that
it seens that things are always based on Anchorage. He
expressed the need to concentrate on the small schools in rura
districts.

12: 05: 37 PM

MR. JEANS said the school districts haven't been polled in
regard to their fiscal desires. He pointed out that the formula
makes adjustnents for the size of the student population wthin
communities, and there is nore funding provided for smaller
student populations and smaller schools. He said there are
adjustnments with the regional cost differentials that are to
assist in offsetting the regional cost differences of providing
education. In the end, when the noney is put into the fornula,
he said, those adjustnents are being considered through the
other factors in the funding fornula itself.

REPRESENTATI VE = SALMON asked i f t he fornula takes into
consideration the | ocation of the schools.

MR. JEANS replied yes, and restated that the regional cost
factor takes into account the varying regional cost factors. |In
further response to Representative Salnon, he stated that
increasing the base student allocation should be rmaking
adj ustnments for those increased costs such as hi gher fuel costs.
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12: 09: 04 PM

STEVE BRADSHAW Superintendent, Sitka School District, opined
that he has serious concerns related to increased demands wth
speci al educati on. He explained that these students have high
needs that require mnultiple special assistants. The costs
i nvol ved, he said, are extrenely high. He nentioned the demands
of NCLB standards and opined that the [Sitka School District]
has made great |eaps forward in the education of Al askan
children but nore manpower 1is required. He expressed his
frustration in finding the quality of teachers demanded by
statute and not being able to offer them conpetitive wages. He
stated his appreciation of the governor's proposal, but
explained that it will not neet his school district's needs.

He stated:

W' ve already started the budget process; we'll have
to cut $200, 000. That means, four teachers in this
district. If 1 take four of the teachers at the
bottom of the pay scale, it wll cost nme four teachers
to get through next year. | can't afford to cut four
teachers; |1've already cut about 13 over the |ast
three years. So, any effort that you can make to help
us in the situation would be greatly appreciated. W
can get the job done, we can educate every child and
not |eave any child behind, but | need specialists in
the classroom to help mnmy teachers, not only ny Kkids,
but ny teachers in instruction in reading, witing,
and mat h. | know you've got a tough year in front of
you, | appreciate your efforts, and we just need the
hel p, so thank you.

REPRESENTATI VE THOVAS pointed out that Sitka is considered the
sane base as Anchorage and inquired as to the inpact |oss of
t hat .

MR. BRADSHAW stated that the cost of living and the housing
costs in Sitka are high, but fuel costs in Southeast are |ower
than in other parts of the state. He expressed his belief that
t he Sout heast cost factor should be adjusted.

12:14: 50 PM

BRUCE JOHNSON, Association of Al aska School Boards, (AASB), said
that on behalf of AASB, he wanted to thank the commttee for
taking this issue seriously. The governor's bill is a wonderful
starting point, he said. He explained that AASB is working with
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menber districts to ook at some of the inpacts of a $62 mllion
increase and what it mght take to offer the same program as
this current year plus appropriate changes relevant to recent
mandat es. He enphasized that AASB woul d not shy away from the
accountability portion and that nmany of these neasures are
hel pful in noving ahead.

12:17: 22 PM

MARY FRANCES, Executive Director, Al aska Council of Schoo
Adm nistrators, , related that the association is supportive of
any bill that increases the student base allocation. She stated
that "SAA" is trying to decide on a specific request for the
student base allocation. She pointed out that after years of
flat funding and increased inflation, it has been difficult to
conpensate each vyear. Therefore, "SAA" looks forward to

continued increnental inprovenent.

MARY HAKALA, Coordinator, Al aska Kids Count (AKC), described AKC
as a grassroots |obbying effort organized by parents and
comuni ty nenbers supporting public education. She said this is
a statew de network of over 500 individuals. She explained that
AKC establishes its goals dependent on what involved parents
determne is needed in schools. She related that AKC s
priorities this year are to increase foundation funding. She
expressed that although AKC appreciated the governor's initial
i ncrease proposal, it does not bring the schools into "status
quo fundi ng". She said that school progranms have suffered in
the past, due to the lack of sufficient funding, and AKC woul d
like to see a direction change.

[HB 18 was hel d over.]
ADJ OQURNVENT
There being no further business before the commttee, the House

Special Committee on Education neeting was adjourned at 12:21:00
PM
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