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PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Responded to questions regarding the
Pr of essi onal Teaching Practices Conmmi ssion overview.

LES MORSE, Deputy Conmi ssioner

Departnment of Education and Early Devel opnent (EED)

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Responded to questions regarding the No
Child Left Behind program

CYNTHI A CURRAN, Director

Teachi ng and Lear ni ng Support (TLS)

Depart ment of Education and Early Devel opnment ( EED)

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provided an overview of the No Child Left
Behi nd program and responded to questi ons.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

8:03:23 AM

VICE CHAIR CATHY ENGSTROM MUNOZ called the House Education
St andi ng Committee neet i ng to or der at 8: 03 a. m
Represent ati ves Muinoz, Edgnon, Keller, Buch, Gardner, and WI son
were present at the call to order.

8:03:45 AM

OVERVI EWS): PROFESSI ONAL TEACHI NG PRACTI CES COWMM SSI ON

8:04:18 AM

PATRI CI A TRUVAN, Executive Director, Pr of essi onal Teachi ng
Practices Comm ssion (PTPC), Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent  (EED), expl ai ned that, by act of the 1966
| egi sl ati ve session, the nine nenber comm ssion was established
and enpowered to define and enforce ethical standards in the

t eachi ng prof ession. Sanctions can be inposed against the
certificates of nmenbers who are found to be in violation of the
code of conduct. The m ssion has expanded since the inception

of the PTPC to include efforts toward enhanci ng the standards of
the teaching professions. One neans of neeting this goal is via
the publications issued throughout the year by the conm ssion.

As executive di rector, her duties i ncl ude provi di ng
presentations regarding the code of ethics to audiences of the
vari ous stakeholder groups including: Al aska Association of

State School Boards, superintendents, pre-service teachers,
mentors, principals, and parents. This helps to pronote how the
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children are being kept safe through the ethical standards
adhered to by Al aska l|icensed school enployees. The conmm ssion
can inpose four |levels of sanctions beginning wth a warning. A
warning is not published but does becone a matter of public
record. The other levels are reprimand, suspension, and
revocation, which are all publicly announced acti ons. The year
2008 had 68 cases investigated, by the two nenber staff of the

commi ssion; herself and an admnistrative assistant. She
reported that the adm nistrative assistant position is currently
vacant. If an application is received with a question attached,

per haps a background check requirenment, it becones incunbent on
the staff to make a review O the total nunber of applications
received, in 2008, 292 were subject for review, of which 68 were
investigated, resulting in 8 certificates receiving sanctions.
She explained that the msconduct definition, as used in the
PTPC ethics code, is broad. Exanpl es include breech of test
security, failure to mintain appropriate boundaries wth
students, and breech of confidentiality. The comr ssion acts as
a quasi judicial body, with the power to inpose sanctions, based
on the preponderance of evidence versus a crimnal proceeding
requiring reasonable doubt. The bottomline for this conm ssion
is to hold colleagues to a high ethical standard, as is demanded
by a professional entrusted with the care and teaching of
chi | dren.

8:13: 09 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON observed that the conm ssion appears to
parallel the legislative ethics commttee structure. He asked
whether the teachers are able to pose questions to the
conmmi ssion, prior to commtting an activity which may be within
the gray area of m sconduct.

M5. TRUMAN answered yes, and said calls of that nature are
fielded on a daily basis. To Representative Edgnon’s follow up
question, she said there is no yearly review requirenent,
although it is encouraged that nenbers have a full understanding
of the obligations.

8:15: 05 AM

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON queried if an on-line data base exists for
i ndependent revi ew.

M5. TRUVAN assured the committee that there is a user friendly
web site, which allows access/review of all the standards. The
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site also includes sanctions, the newsletter, a conplaint form
and other up to date information.

8:16: 02 AM

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON referred to the eight nentioned sanctions
and asked for an exanple of how the actions were adm ni st ered.

M5. TRUMAN explained that the first step is a letter of

adnoni tion; something has occurred that must never recur. Thi s
is followed by a formal reprimand, stating that inappropriate
activity must cease and will not be tolerated. A reprimnd

remains in a nenber’s file and nust be divulged anytine that
enpl oynent status changes, such as a re-application for |icense,
enpl oyment application, or position reassignnent takes place.
These steps are followed by a suspension, which nmay be for one,
two or three years. She provided an exanple of an educator who
unilaterally breeches their enpl oynment contract with no

mtigating circunstances. In this scenario, the conm ssion
woul d suspend the license for one year. The final step is
revocation of the teaching license for life, which happens in
egregious cases involving illegal activities of a crimnal or

f raudul ent nat ure.
8:20: 03 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER asked whether appointnent seats are open
this year.

M5. TRUVAN cited the two positions which were recently appointed
by the governor and are awaiting confirmation by the present
| egi sl ature. One seat is for a teacher and the other is
reserved for a principal.

8:20: 55 AM

EDDY JEANS, Director, School Finance and Facilities Section,
Department of Education and Early Devel opnent (EED), interjected
that, in the case of specific sanctions, teachers are required
to receive additional training prior to re-entering the work
force. He asked to have Ms. Trunman el aborate on the newsletter
publ i cati on.

M5. TRUMAN indicated that a copy of that newsletter is on line,
and is nailed to every educator in Al aska.

8:22:19 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON asked how sanctions would effect a teacher
gai ning tenure.

M5. TRUMAN stipulated that teacher tenure is a |abor issue,
which is not the purview of the conmm ssion.

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON rest ated, asking whether there would be a
connecti on between sanctions and teacher tenure.

V. TRUMAN responded t hat i f a per son | ost their
i cense/ enpl oynent they would lose tenure, or eligibility for
t enure.

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON continued stating his interest in how
sanctions reflect in a teacher’'s ability to attain tenure
stat us.

M5. TRUMAN said the district mght consider a sanction, and
stressed that the commssion has no jurisdiction regarding
t enure.

8:24: 05 AM
REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked for further clarification of how a

district would handle a sanction, particularly in the case of a
suspensi on.

8:24. 47 AM

M5. TRUMAN expl ai ned that when an educator is suspended, it also
results in the loss of enploynent; leave with pay does not
occur. The district would be required to hire another educator
to fill the vacant post.

8:25: 33 AM

VICE CHAIR MUNQZ inquired whether a teacher, brought before the
comm ssion without the result of a formal sanction, would have
t he hearing becone part of their permanent enpl oyee record.

8. 25: 59 AM

M5. TRUMVAN said, “No.”

8:26: 01 AM

OVERVI EWS): NO CHI LD LEFT BEH ND
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8:26: 20 AM

VICE CHAIR MUNOZ announced that the final order of business
woul d be a presentation on the No Child Left Behind act.

8:26:26 AM

LES MORSE, Deputy Comm ssioner, Departnment of Education and
Early Devel opnent (EED) , began by providing answers to

previously submtted questions from the commttee. The first
guestion, “Can there be a change in the way that adequate yearly
progress (AYP) is evaluated.” He explained that each year a

determnation is made of how children in a given school are
perform ng by determ ning what percentage of the population is

proficient. The resulting percentage of proficient students is
measured against a target nunber - the annual neasurable
obj ective (AMD). The proficiency requirenments this year were
mat hematics 66 percent, and |anguage arts 77 percent. The
school percentage is neasured first as a whole, then broken into
sub groups of special education, limted English proficient, and
finally low income status. Additionally, a growth neasure is

taken to establish how many of the students would becone
proficient if they continue to nake gains as shown in the prior

year. The departnent sought permission to utilize the growth
nodel aspect, which is not an elenment in every state. He
stipulated that federal statute and state regul ati ons would need
to be altered, to effect the nodel being instituted. In the

past year, he reported, 58 percent of Alaska's schools, 294 of
501, net AYP standards.

8:29:48 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER asked if the annual neasurable target is a
state wide standard or does it vary between schools, and have
the results of non-proficient students becone positive in the
| ast two years.

MR. MORSE responded that the target is the sane for all schools
in the state and the sub groups. The target renmains |evel for
two years then noves up increnentally. In terns of the growth
results, he said, students do show inprovenent, however not
enough grow h has been tracked to make a difference in a schools
AYP.

8:31:53 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE W LSON stated her wunderstanding that a school
could use the information to zero in on an individual child to
track progress.

MR. MORSE concurred that the benefit of the growh nodel is how
a school receives specific information about each child,
enabling focus to be brought where needed. Schools in areas
with superintendants, principals, and teachers who understand
the nodel are able to use the systemto full advantage, and sone
districts are not as inforned. The departnent is in the process
of making presentations to every district.

8:33: 08 AM

VI CE CHAIR MUNQZ observed that the nodel hel ps the schools | ook
at individual students, but does not help themto neet their AYP
cal cul ati on.

MR. MORSE defended that not enough students have shown the type
of gains that would enable a school to neet the AYP. He
predicted that, as schools becone nore famliar with the node
and are able to specifically target intervention, this could
change in the future.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON conmmented that sone schools have utilized
this nodel to focus on individual children successfully, and
expressed her support for its use as an educational tool.

8:34:51 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER referred to the longitudinal data base
that is becom ng available with individual student information
and the pilot prograns being inplenented, and asked when he
coul d expect it to be available in his district.

8:35:44 AM

MR MORSE reported that the fall of 2009 is the expected
tinmeline for w despread use of the |ongitudinal database. The
departnment’s contract requires the service provider to design
the database for accessibility to a w der audience. The form
that it is currently in does not present in a dynam c user
friendly accessible fornmat, but the data is avail abl e.

8:37: 09 AM
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VICE CHAIR MUNQZ asked whether the EED has approached the U S
Department of Education requesting that the individual growth
nodel be made part of the flexibility that each school district
has i n achieving AYP.

MR. MORSE reiterated that the EED gained permi ssion to use this
grow h nodel through negotiations with the U S. Departnent of
Educat i on. There may be sonme changes to be renegotiated, when
the new federal admnistration is in place.

VI CE CHAIR MUNQOZ stated her understanding that a school may have
conpliance with the standard, neet the goal, but have a few
students falling below that |evel. If the progress of the
i ndi vidual students is documented, would the entire school be
al l oned to neet progress standards, she asked.

MR. MORSE established that, conceptually the nodel works in that
way, however, the anobunt of progress that the student would be
required to nmake cannot just be a mninmal gain. For a student
who is not achieving at grade level, a four year gain versus a
one year |eap, could be a realistic expectation for neeting the

target. If the new admnistration is amenable to negotiation,
the departnent will request a nore reasonable gain factor.
8:40: 02 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER comrented that receiving the waiver was an
inportant step, and expressed appreciation to EED for that
effort.

8:41: 00 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER asked if a four year gain trajectory
student would also be identified by an individual education plan
(1 EP)

MR. MORSE replied that a nunber of them have woul d have an |EP,
t hrough the special education program however, not proficient
students occur in several of the sub groups. Although a schoo
may have a plan for each of these students, he pointed out, they
may not necessarily hold a formal |EP

8:41:48 AM
CYNTHI A CURRAN, Director, Teaching and Learning Support (TLS),

Department of Education and Early Devel opnent (EED), began by
responding to previous submtted commttee questions. The first
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guestion referred to changing the deadline for the required
parent neeting regarding parental choice for students in Title I

school s. She clarified that notification is the requirenent
under the federal regulations, not a parent neeting; however, a
parent neeting nmay be considered Dbest practices. The

requirenent is for notification to occur no |ater than 14 days
prior to the start of the school vyear, allowing parents the
opportunity to make choices for their child s education.

VICE CHAIR MUNQZ indicated that the concern is in light of the
nmeetings occurring prior to the beginning of school, precluding
the attendance of some parents. Wuld it be possible to provide
a flexibility neasure for neetings to be scheduled after schoo
conmences.

MR. MORSE pointed out that these are the federal requirenents

regardi ng choi ce. There is no requirenent to hold a neeting.
If choice is an option, notification is required prior to the
begi nning of school, via optional nmeans - public neeting forum

or web site posting, for exanple.
8:45:18 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER noted that it would seem prudent to have
the neeting prior to the beginning of school to allow parents to
have the advantage of enrolling in a school of choice.

MR. MORSE underscored that the requirenent for notification
prior to school is nandatory where educational choice will be an
option for parents.

8:46: 03 AM

M5. CURRAN referred to the flexibility questions regarding the
hiring of highly qualified teachers, as mandated by No Child
Left Behind (NCLB). The difficulty of getting teachers highly
gualified to teach all of the core content areas required becane
a national issue when NCLB was enacted. Thus, the federal
government provided a flexibility in the tinme line for training
a teacher to neet the standard. Additionally, it was stipul ated
that when a teacher is hired, they have a subject area in which
they are highly qualified. One resource used in Alaska to neet
this requirement has been the distance |earning program she
reported, and provided an exanple from the Lower Kuskokw m
school district. In the exanple, one school in the district has
a highly qualified teacher for Algebra Il, whose presentation
can then be transmtted to classes throughout the district.
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Each participating site has a teaching aide to assist students

who are renote from the originating classroom State
regul ations include provisions for small, rural schools with an
ADM of less than 150, to have this type of flexibility in
attaining the qualified teacher nmandate. In regard to the

speci al education teachers who, when hired, are highly qualified
in academ c courses, they are provided additional tinme to becone

qualified in extra content areas. She said that in order to
nmeet all of the federal requirenents, Title 11 of fers
conpetitive grant prograns, as well as the nmath-science
partnership grants. Al aska’s congressional delegation, and

interested organi zations are continually consulted for advice on
flexibility in providing appropriate options to Al aska' s rural
t eachers.

8:49:51 AM

REPRESENTATI VE BUCH i nquired about the conprehensive aspect of
t he di stance | earning system

M5. CURRAN said the technology varies in each district. Some
districts may not choose to wuse distance |earning, having
partnered and created a network between their schools. D stance
education is not mandated, but it is a means to assure access to
highly qualified teachers in every subject.

REPRESENTATI VE BUCH queried how he could access nore information
regarding the distance |earning system - which schools are
i nvol ved, and cost/effectiveness of the program for exanple.

M5. CURRAN offered to provide information to the conmttee, as
well as an update on the Alaska Distance Education Consortium
(ADEC), which neets regularly.

8:53: 56 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER requested information regarding the
partnershi ps between the districts and how the inplenentation of
the distance learning is considered for funding purposes. He
suggested that there may be a conflict of resource sharing if a
school is not able to benefit from a student being counted in
the ADM when accessing an on site, highly qualified teacher.

M5. CURRAN nentioned the mutually beneficial partnership between

the Delta Greely and Kodi ak |Island Borough school districts, and
of fered to provide additional information.
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8:56:25 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER asked if, under Title Il - preparing and
training teachers and principals, there is a focus on specia
education teachers, considering the current demands.

M5. CURRAN said that any time there is a mth-science
partnership, or higher education grant, it is open to al
t eachers.

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER asked if teachers taking professional
devel opnent courses are receiving encouragenent from the state
to learn nmethods to neet a variety of l|earning styles, not
specifically targeted towards special education.

M5. CURRAN responded that professional developnent occurs
t hroughout the year in a variety of areas. The course trainers
offer the attendees strategies for teaching children with a w de
variety of |earning challenges. Many of the new teachers, and
mentors, wll be attending the upcom ng Al aska Speci al Education
Conf erence, she reported.

8:59:37 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON requested that EED provide the conmttee
with a conprehensive, macro |level report of how NCLB is working
t hr oughout Al aska.

M5. CURRAN directed attention to the conmttee packet handout,
to information regarding the Title grants, and the pie chart
that was requested. She said that reauthorization is still many
months away, given the federal admnistrative change. The
departnment is working with Al aska's congressional delegation to
report on, and suggest inprovenents to, the NCLB program

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON nmintained his request for an in depth
| evel understanding of how NCLB is carried out in rural Al aska.

9: 02: 58 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER directed attention to the page 3 pie
chart in the comittee handout, and asked what +the zero
per cent ages represent.

M5. CURRAN responded that under Title V, the category titled

“State Grants for Innovative Prograns” has been zeroed out of
t he federal budget.
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REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER noted how that was a federal choice, and
asked if the state is still under a mandate to perform in that
ar ea.

M5. CURRAN explained that these grants were available to states
for inprovenent and innovative in education, with the intent of
being funding start up prograns; it is up to the state whether

to continue funding. A federal nmandate does not exist for
i nnovative prograns, however, these funds were helpful for
Al aska in beginning several prograns. She clarified that the

t eacher nmentorship program does not fall under this funding, but
comes under state funding of Title V and sone funds from Title
1A

9:05: 24 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER pointed out the other zero percent
figures next to anobunts on the pie chart and asked what they
represent.

MR. MORSE said it indicates | ess than one percent.

[ A brief panel discussion ensued on what type of report the EED
could bring to the <conmttee to provide nore detailed
information on NCLB, how the funds are wutilized, and for
di scovery of the areas to be el aborated upon.]

9:10: 00 AM

MR. MORSE indicated how the previous school budget docunent
overlays the page 3 pie chart, to establish the detail breakout
of the NCLB fundi ng.

9:12: 22 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER noted that NCLB was inplenmented in the
state with controversy. Consi dering the funding benefits and
program options, versus the mandates and requirenents, she
asked, if given the choice, would the departnent choose to opt
out or stay with NCLB

9:13:14 AM

MR. MORSE indicated that many of the requirements of NCLB are
parallel to those of state statute. Because of the overlap, the
department has been able to leverage joint funds to build a high
qual ity system as wel | as i nprove assessnent and
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accountability. He expressed his belief that nuch good has cone
out of the NCLB nmandate. The departnment has been aggressive in
meeting the challenges that have arisen in neeting the federa
requi renents, and benefits have been gl eaned.

9:15: 40 AM

REPRESENTATI VE BUCH opi ned on the evolution of education in the
state, and stated the inportance for the conmttee to receive
i nput from EED towards inprovenent of the system

9:17: 05 AM

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked how Al aska conpares to the other
st at es.

MR MORSE said that it wuld depend on the area being
considered: accountability systems, assessnent systens, teacher
quality, or innovative prograns. He opined that, in general

Alaska is in the top half, and, in certain areas, has taken a
|l eading role, such as when gaining approval for the growth

nodel . He also pointed out that NCLB roots were first
established, in the md 1960's, wunder the Elenentary and
Secondary Education act. \Wen the act was reauthorized, in the

1990's, the law requirenent included the establishment of
standards for accountability and assessnment systens for Title |
school s; expanded to incorporate all schools. Al aska has been
on the forefront in ternms of readiness to respond to these
evol ving educational mndates, due to the existing state
statutes, he maintained.

9:20:40 AM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON reviewed his wunderstanding of the NCLB
Titl e designations, which nmandate standards to be net, in order
to receive federal funding.

MR. MORSE explained that the funding is based on a formula for
each of the Title prograns. Addi tional funding is not gained
t hrough conpliance, but consequences in the form of nmnandates and
other reporting inpositions to correct violations, or fund
wi t hhol di ngs, could occur. However, Al aska has al ways
mai nt ai ned an acceptable |evel of conpliance. To a follow up
guestion, M. Mrse said that when conpetitive grants are
avai l abl e, such as the longitudinal data system Alaska is in a
positive position to be awarded because of what is already in
pl ace, and due to the state’'s record of conpliance standards.
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9:23:43 AM
VI CE CHAI R MUNQZ revi ewed Monday' s neetings agenda.
9:24: 20 AM
ADJ QURNIVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Education Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 9:24 a.m
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