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ACTI ON NARRATI VE
8:06: 28 AM

CO- CHAIR JCE THOWAS called the joint neeting of the Senate and
House Education Standing Commttees to order at 8:06 a.m
Present at the call to order from the House Education Standing
Commttee were Representatives Seaton, Minoz, Gardner, Buch,
Kel l er, and Peggy WI son. Representative Edgnon arrived as the
nmeeting was in progress. Present at the call to order fromthe
Senate Education Standing Committee were Senators Thonas, Meyer,
Huggins, and Davis. Senator O son arrived as the neeting was in
pr ogr ess.

Present ati on: Moore v. State

8: 06: 59 AM

CO CHAI R THOMAS announced that the only order of business would
be a presentation on More v. State. He noted that the
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| egi sl ators woul d hear from representatives of t he
adm nistration, attorneys for the plaintiffs, and |egislative
counsel . Senator Thomas read from the superior court's nost
recent decision and order as follows J[original punctuation
provi ded] :

In evaluating the State's responses at this tinme, this
Court returns once again to the |anguage of the Al aska
Constitution, which places the responsibility "to
maintain a system of public schools open to al
children of the State" squarely upon the Legislature--
not upon the Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent and not upon | ocal school districts.

SENATOR THOVAS said the question for today was what this order

means to the legislature. He rem nded conmttee nenbers and
W tnesses the purpose of the neeting was not to retry the case;
noreover, because the <case is still in litigation, sone

testimony may be |imted.
8:09: 01 AM

NEI L SLOTNI CK, Senior Assistant Attorney GCeneral, Labor and
State Affairs Section, Departnent of Law (DCOL), inforned the
committees he was the |ead counsel defending the state in the
Moore v. State litigation. As an introduction, M. Slotnick
stated that the case was filed as a constitutional attack on the
adequacy of the education system in Alaska, thus the DO
considers both the legislature and the Departnment of Education
and Early Developnent (EED) defendants in the case. The
original case was filed in 2004, and the plaintiffs argued that
the education system was inadequate, particularly due to
f undi ng. In fact, the main point at that tine was that the
anount of funding for education was insufficient. He referred
to the coomittee packet handout titled "Excerpts from the Moore
Deci si on, June 2007," and said a consistent thene throughout the

court from this litigation is that the responsibility for
Al aska's schools rests with the |egislature. M. Slotnick
acknowl edged that there are issues with education in the state,
especially in rural ar eas; in fact, records show that

achi evenent by students in rural areas is disappointing, but the
argunents made about funding were rejected by the judge and she
ruled that funding for education was adequate. He advi sed that
if all of the school districts were healthy at that time, the
case would have ended in 2007. However, when the judge anal yzed
the data, she noted that at some of the plaintiff school
districts, resources had not been adequately or effectively
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directed to the classroom Further, the court found that this
action was ongoing, and the state was not taking sufficient
corrective neasures. The judge saw evidence that there is a
strong adherence to local control for schools in the state, and
although the state had begun an intervention at one of the
plaintiff school districts, Jlocal control was actually an
inpedinment to the state's oversight of local districts. He
par aphrased two excerpts from the above referenced docunent
whi ch read [original punctuation provided]:

If a school, despite adequate funding is failing to
accord a child wth a constitutionally adequate

education - such as failing to give that child a
meani ngful opportunity to acquire proficiency in the
State's own performance standards - then the concept

of local control nust give way because the school is
not being mintained as required by the Education
Cl ause.

[T]he State has failed to take neaningful action to
maximze the |likelihood that children at these
troubl ed schools are accorded an adequate opportunity
to acquire proficiency in the State's standards when a
school has denonstrated an unwillingness or inability
to correct this situation on its own.

8:15: 01 AM

MR. SLOTNICK continued to explain that the two parts to the
judge's decision were that the state nust provide nore oversight
to the local districts, and the state nmust provide assistance to
districts that are unable to inprove standards of education on
their own. Since 2007, two |ater decisions have indicated that
the court is not satisfied with the state's response to the
troubl ed school districts. M. Slotnick stated that Larry
LeDoux, comm ssioner of the EED, has directed his departnent,
the state, and the DOL, to provide the |evel of assistance and
oversight that is needed to turn the troubled school districts
around; in fact, the EED is focused on providing assistance and
oversight so that the local school districts can respond. He
al so relayed that the conm ssioner has encouraged settlenment of
the case in order to maintain a strong state and school district
partnership to solve the problens of education in rural Al aska,
rat her than continue an argunent about who is at fault.

8:17:52 AM
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LES MORSE, Deputy Comm ssioner, EED, infornmed the conmittees the
primary role for his position of deputy comm ssioner has been to
build a system of support for school districts, particularly to

i nprove student achievenent. |In 2008, SB 285 provided authority
for the departnment to intervene in school districts in order to
i nprove instructional practices. The funding provided by the

referenced |egislation pays for three professionals who, along
with federally funded staff, work directly with the deputy
comm ssioner and |local school districts. At this tine,
seventeen contractors, primarily retired educators, work in the
field to assist the departnent in noving school district

i nprovenent plans forward. The contractors work on district-
wi de issues such as school climte, work wth teachers in
cl assroons, and assist school boards wth planning. He

described State System of Support (SSOS) teanms of highly
experienced teachers in math, reading, art, science, and
technol ogy, who are regularly sent to intervention districts to
assist the districts in inproving their instructional practices.
M. Mrse said a detailed docunentation of this programis found
in the commttee packet titled "Mbore v. State, Building a State
System of Support," by Les Morse.

8:26:26 AM

MR. MORSE continued to describe the coordinated efforts by teans
of teachers and indicated further actions being taken by EED to
improve districts through the Al aska Statew de Mentor Project

There are one principal nentor and three nentor teachers that
coordinate with the SSOS teans and he stressed that the efforts

of all of these prograns are cohesive, coordinated, and
connected by regular contact. M. Mrse advised that in one
intervention district early childhood learning is a mjor
conponent; in fact, the departnment's early |earning coordinator
and the director of rural education wll help facilitate a
community neeting on ways to coordinate early learning and
prepare kindergartners for school. In addition, two other
intervention districts have been provided grants for early
| ear ni ng. He turned to the subject of statewide efforts to

i nprove the education system and noted that the departnent's
focus this year is on reading to ensure that the reading
curriculum in districts is aligned with the standards. M.

Morse acknow edged that districts and the departnent are
challenged by the work required, especially the curriculum
alignment task. Last year, the departnent sponsored a statew de
| eadership institute for intervention districts and others. He
enphasi zed the effect of continuing coordination between the
Al aska Adm nistrator Coaching Program the Alaska Statew de

JT. H'S EDC COW TTEES - 5- April 7, 2010



Mentor Project, and intervention districts, although testing
will indicate where greater action is needed. Local control may
need to give way if the departnent's current efforts fall short,
and he cautioned that the order from the court my accelerate
the departnent’'s actions and i ncur additional cost.

8:28:16 AM

CO CHAI R THOVAS asked whether the departnent has item zed a |ist
of issues to be addressed and resolved. Furt hernore, noting
that the order said funding is not always the solution, he asked
what the |egislature may be able to do.

MR. MORSE expl ained that each district has a district
i mprovenent plan that guides the actions of the departnent. The
intervention district in his previous exanple nust ensure that
the teachers are teaching the adopted curriculum that the
curriculum is aligned, and that the principal can provide
appropriate support to teachers. Furthernore, resources are
dedicated to the specific deficiencies found, such as literacy
skills that are needed to bring students to proficiency.

8:30: 06 AM

CO-CHAIR THOVAS restated his question about action by the
| egi sl ature.

8:30:17 AM

MR. MORSE opined |egislative action nmay be premature, but there
is a potential need for addi ti onal resources to fund
contractors, or for help to align the curricula. Furt hernore
the judge's order to accelerate the departnent's conpliance
could increase costs. He declined to specul ate on ot her needs.

8:31: 04 AM

CO- CHAIR THOVAS referred to parental involvenent and asked if
the departnent is working with famlies.

MR. MORSE said yes. He added that parental involvenent is a
focus of the new director of rural education and said, "W have
accel erated our efforts around that this year."

8:32: 06 AM
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REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON asked for further information on
i ndi vi dual remedi ation plans.

8:32:25 AM

MR. MORSE explained that all grade 11 and grade 12 students who
have not passed the HSGQE have renedi ation plans. Furt hernore
the departnent audits the renediation plans filed by
intervention districts. This year, the district audited 100
percent of the renmediation plans for three intervention
districts, and "spot checks" were done in the other intervention
districts. In this manner, the departnment is conplying with
that conponent of the order. In further response to
Representative WIlson, M. Mrse stated that renediation plans
are reviewed by department staff and feedback is given to the
district. Each renediation plan should be for an individual
student, nust address the areas of which the student has not
passed, and should wmtch wth the records kept by the
depart nment.

8:34: 44 AM

CHAI R SEATON referred to the departnment's current request for
funding for three curriculum specialist positions. He asked
whet her there have been positions that the |legislature has not
f unded.

8:35:17 AM

MR. MORSE confirmed that the departnment asked for specialists in
mat h, |anguage arts, and science, to assist in the alignnent

wor k. Last year's funding request was net. He was unsure how
the possible settlenment of Muore v. State wll affect funding
needs. In further response to Chair Seaton, M. Mrse said

funding requests from the departnent have been funded in the
governor's budget, except for the three new positions.

8:37:28 AM

HOMARD TRI CKEY, Attorney at Law, Jermai n Dunnagan & Owens, P.C.

informed the committee he was representing the plaintiffs in
Moore v. State. M. Trickey said his intent was to address how
the legislature cones into conpliance with the constitutional

obligations set out by the court. He rem nded the commttee of
their oath to uphold the state constitution, and of the judge's
order that the legislature is not in conpliance. M. Trickey

said he would briefly speak to the court order issued in June
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2007, and pointed out that there are subsequent orders that
supersede the 2007 order. He called attention to the docunent
in the conmmttee packet titled, More v. State, "Core Rulings
June 2007 Order," submitted by Jermain Dunnagan & Owens, P.C.,
and said the order construed that the substance of the state's
constitutional obligation is to have a system of education open
to all children in the state. This constitutional clause rests
on four pillars: adopt standards to define what children should
be expected to learn; establish nmethods to assess children's
progress in learning; provide adequate funding to enable schools

to neet t he per f or mance st andar ds; mai ntai n adequat e
accountability and oversight to ensure that |ocal schools conply
with the standards set by the state and the constitution. He

explained that on the third point the state was found in
conpliance on a statewi de basis, but that there may be a need
for targeted resources for some schools. The fourth point is
where the judge found the state in violation in its ability to
mai ntain accountability and oversight; however, the court also
found a corresponding constitutional right of children to
recei ve an adequate education. The judge defined an adequate
education as: a neani ngful opportunity to becone proficient in
mat h, reading, and science; neaning exposure to all of the
remai ni ng content standards. He advised that "the case then
shifted ... [the judge] directed the state to work in concert
with local districts in order to develop ways to address those
problens, and that's what has led to the February 2009, order
and the ... nost recent March order."

8:42: 38 AM

MR. TRICKEY continued to explain the shift in the case cane in
2009, after the court had given the state one year to conply.
After further testinony, the court found that the state
underestimated the conplexity of the problens, had m nimal plans
for intervention, and had not provided support and assistance.
The court focused on the classroom and recognized two | ong-
standing root causes for failure in many rural schools: (D)
children do not arrive at school with oral |anguage devel opnent
or energent reading or witing skills; (2) teaching capacity.
M. Trickey opined that the ruling does not nean that the
state's system of education is unconstitutional, nor that |oca
control is the problem

8:45: 24 AM
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MR. TRICKEY directed attention to the docunent in the comittee
packet titled "Draft Blueprint for Constitutional Conpliance:
Moore v. State" and read [original punctuation provided]:

Conponents for Constitutional Conpliance

1) Provision of Targeted Educational Resources to
School s/Districts ...

Consi derabl e evidence has been presented to the Court
on speci fic, targeted resour ces necessary for
chronically low performng schools and districts to
nmeet the uni que needs of students in those districts.
These could i ncl ude access to resour ces for
speci al i zed pr of essi onal devel opnent speci al i zed
curriculum for particular high-needs students (for
exanpl e, students whose first | anguage is not
English), access to experienced and know edgeabl e
t eachi ng ment ors, cont ent speci al i sts, | anguage
devel opnent specialist, or social services.

MR. TRICKEY pointed out that the judge identified available
targeted resources as being necessary because the court found
that the state had "underestimated the conplexity of the
chal | enge. " Regarding the teaching capacity issue, the court
found problens in teacher recruitnent, professional devel opnment,
and teacher retention in rural school districts. In its
February 2009 order, the court noted the departnent's
interventions had failed to "address teaching capacity due to
high turnover, teacher inexperience, and unique educational
challenges in the chronically underperformng schools." The
court also put significant enphasis, he related, on the val ue of
high quality pre-kindergarten (pre-k) with parental involvenent;
in fact, the order criticized the failure of the departnent to
consider and address intensive early learning initiatives as
part of its intervention in the underperform ng districts.

8:48:41 AM

MR. TRICKEY cited education research that many rural students
arrive at school two or three years behind in devel opnental
| anguage skills and nust catch-up by grade three in order to
have a 50 percent chance to ever reach grade level. Therefore,
the order directed an alignment of curriculum with professiona
developnent and wth identified research-based instruction
strategi es. He stated that the judge found the departnent
needed to conduct its own audit about its course of action to
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support education and build the capacity of local schools and
districts.

8:50:46 AM

MR. TRICKEY stressed that this case is not about whether |oca

districts do not have the ability or willingness to perform or
whether the departnment has the ability or wllingness to
perform but is about successfully closing the achievenent gap.

He suggested that the citations from the order chosen by M.

Slotnick do not fully address the case, but support the
departnent's reluctance to request appropriate resources from
the legislature, and that the departnment has becone "a
monitoring and a conpliance agency with a bit of a punitive
aspect to it: it's all stick and no carrot." M. Tricky
observed that a settlement in the case wll require that the
| egi slature and the adm nistration enbrace the court's decision
and work with the plaintiffs. For the best interest of children
in classroons, additional support and assistance is needed. The
judge has focused the case, not on throwing noney at the
problem but on providing educational resources and services
where they can have a direct inpact. M. Trickey concluded that
the inportance of pre-k instruction in efforts to prevent the
failure of students in school cannot be overstated.

8:54:27 AM

CO CHAI R THOVAS asked whet her the business of the legislature is
to exam ne the equality of rural and urban curricula, as well as
teacher screening and hiring practices.

8:55:48 AM

MR, TRI CKEY advised that teacher training and preparedness is a
significant aspect to the root cause of teacher failure and
capacity. He agreed that the University of Al aska (UA) can play
a large long-term role in inproving teacher preparation and
quality. However, studies show that teacher retention is
affected by four aspects: satisfaction and nastery of their
position; professional developnent; a feeling of support; salary
and benefits.

8:58:42 AM
REPRESENTATI VE MUNOZ observed that some rural districts have a

strong Native |anguage culture, but assessnments in kindergarten
and grade one are based on English speaking nodels. She asked
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whet her alternative assessnents, reflecting first |anguages, are
under consideration by the departnent.

8:59:38 AM

MR. TRICKEY referenced testinony by Dr. Linda Darling-Hanmond,
Stanford University, that in pre-k Native |anguages and energent
English oral and reading skills are not nutually exclusive; in
fact, educational research supports that the devel opnent of both
can take pl ace.

9:01: 14 AM

[ Co- Chair Thomas handed the gavel to Chair Seaton]

The conm ttees took an at-ease from9:01 a.m to 9:06 a. m
9:06: 22 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON asked whether it is incunbent upon the
legislature to require additions to the teacher curriculum at UA
that include training specific to teaching children wthout
energent | anguage skills.

9:07: 26 AM

MR. TRICKEY stated that further testinony from Dr. Darling-
Hanmond indicated that a teacher with the highest credentials
would have a difficult time succeeding in a rural school
setting, because 70 percent of the students are English |anguage
| earners. He was unsure whether this problem would be solved by
one or two classes. Furthernore, there is a wde variation in
teacher preparation throughout the nation, and only 30 percent
of the teachers in Alaska are trained in Al aska. The UA system
could play a major role in instructional strategies for training
teachers, along wth state teacher certification. However,
school districts are hiring teachers to teach, and should not
carry the burden of training the teachers.

9:11: 25 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. W LSON asked whether the departnment should be
st rengt hened.

MR. TRICKEY said yes. Agai n, expert testinony indicated the

need for a larger departnment in order to support the teaching
capacity of local school districts. He suggested that the
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| egi sl ature should conduct an independent audit and review of
the departnent to determne its strengths and weaknesses.

9:13:19 AM

CHAIR SEATON recalled the legislature was asked to fund three
curriculum specialists. He asked whether this is an adequate
response, or if further action is needed.

MR. TRICKEY opined three positions are not enough to provide
effective teacher nmentoring and nodeling in the intervention
districts. In fact, the ~current nentoring schedule is
insufficient in scope and intensity.

9:16:12 AM

REPRESENTATI VE BUCH asked for M. Trickey's opinion about the
direction the departnment has taken during the past year.

MR. TRICKEY said the plaintiffs report a change in the attitude
of the department away from punitive and retaliatory and toward
a focus on nonitoring and conpliance. He advised that veiled
threats are counterproductive and do not lead to a trusting
relationship; furthernore, there is no research that supports
t ake-over neasures as an effective nmeans of inproving student
achi evenent . This recent shift in attitude may recognize the
court's shift in focus to the classroom However, in ternms of
action, such as technical support, educational resources, the
i ntroduction of pre-K progranms, and teaching capacity issues,
there remains a lack of response. M. Trickey enphasized that
the evidence of the case proves that the state has
underestinmated the conplexity of the problem designed "one size
fits all" interventions, and provided directives and nmandates
versus effective and targeted resources.

9:20: 07 AM
REPRESENTATI VE BUCH asked for the plaintiff's expectations.

MR TRICKEY referred to a docunent in the committee packed
titled "Draft Blueprint for Constitutional Conpliance: ©More v.
State," prepared by Jermain Dunnagan & Owens, P.C He stated
that this nine page docunment has a full response for short- and
|l ong-term specific goals, and contains "what we think are
reasonabl e expectations.” However, he added that reasonable
expectations must also conply with the constitution, because the
court noted "it doesn't matter what community you live in [in]
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this state, if you're a child you have a right to a
constitutionally adequate education.”

9:22:29 AM

CHAI R SEATON asked whether M. Trickey was aware that the
| egislature has required UA to analyze its teacher education
program and look at its adequacy for training teachers across
the state.

MR. TRI CKEY said yes; however, he was unsure of the outcone from
that consultation between the |egislature and UA He has heard
there is a disconnect between the academ c departnents such as
t he school of education, and practitioners in the field.

9:23: 49 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER referred to the court's recomendati on for
exit interviews of teachers leaving their positions. He asked
whet her the findings of the court approach m cromanagenent of
the departnment and local districts. There is a natural tension
between |ocal control and adm nistration regarding oversight.
From his perspective, the specificity of the court's findings is
"a little offensive.”

9:24: 57 AM

MR, TRICKEY affirmed that it is the court's role to interpret
the constitution and inform other branches of governnent. Thi s
case is unique in that it is the first tine the court has given
substantive content to the neaning of the state's obligation to
establish and maintain a school system open to all «children.
M. Trickey rem nded the commttee that federal troops have been
sent into states in order to enforce U S. Suprene Court rulings

about every child' s right to education. He expressed his hope
that the legislature will respect the court, as the court has
been respectful of the legislature and the departnent. He

poi nted out that the judge has heard many hours of testinony and
has read thousands of docunents; in fact, her grasp of the depth
and detail of the case is beyond the legislature' s capacity.
The proposed blueprint submtted by the plaintiffs is a road map
to constitutional conpliance and he said, "I'm not offended at
all by what the court has ordered.”

9:28: 42 AM

JT. H'S EDC COW TTEES - 13- April 7, 2010



REPRESENTATI VE KELLER expressed his appreciation that the
plaintiffs and the departnent will be working together.

9:28: 59 AM

CHAI R SEATON referred to the focus of M. Trickey's testinony on
preparing children for school. He observed that "observation
and hands-on" learning styles may be cultural. If voluntary
pre-k is not being utilized, he asked whether the plaintiffs
recoomend that the legislature mandate pre-k in the affected
districts.

MR TRICKEY disagreed with the inplication that pre-K is
available in the affected districts. He surmsed that pre-K, if
offered, will be utilized; however, the program nust be acadenic
with an elenment of parental involvenent and parental education.
This type of program would result in high participation rates
and does not need to conflict wth a child s cultural
envi ronment at hone.

9:31:52 AM

CHERYL MANDALA, Attorney at Law, Jermain Dunnagan & Owens, P.C.
informed the conmttee that research shows unanbi guously that
for lowincome kids, and those who cone to school wth a
deficient English background, high quality academc pre-k has
enornous potential and enables themto succeed in school.

CHAI R SEATON cited the Hoonah Parents as Teachers program which
has been very successful, but does not enjoy 100 percent
partici pation. He asked, from the plaintiff's perspective, for
the percentage of participation in a pre-K program that would be
accept abl e.

9:33: 58 AM

MR. TRICKEY opined without the availability of a high quality
pre-k it would be difficult to anticipate what percentage m ght

not participate. However, if low participation was a problem
there could be a neans to incentivize or mandate services
t hrough | egislation. A parental involvenent and parenta

education conponent has been found to raise the participation
rate of pre-k.

9: 35: 39 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER observed the Hoonah program may be
limted by the space avail abl e.

9:36: 29 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON suggested that the state could provide
a week of training for every new teacher at the wuniversity
canpus, in order to increase the level of preparedness.
However, she cautioned that the cost could be high.

9:38: 05 AM
MR. TRICKEY clarified that the plaintiffs are not asking the

| egislature to throw noney at the problem As the court has
focused on targeted renedies for particular schools, and teacher

retention has been identified as a problem i ntensive
pr of essi onal devel opnent through UA may prepare teachers so they
wi |l succeed and stay. He supported legislation to provide such
a program
9:40: 12 AM

SENATOR DAVIS said she felt she did not have sufficient
information necessary to discuss either the settlenent of this
case, or relevant draft legislation. Testinony specific to the
departnment's action in each of the five affected districts has
yet to be heard, she stressed.

9:41:10 AM

CHAI R SEATON request ed comrent s from school district
representatives regarding pre-k, teacher capacity, nentorship
programs, and the |eadership institute offered for the benefit
of the five districts and others. He also welconed any "third
party" viewpoints on these issues.

9:43: 34 AM

MR. TRI CKEY observed that all of the questions are excellent and
responses wll be provided to the conmttees; however, his
understanding was that this hearing was to focus on the court
order. Ther ef or e, representatives of the five affected
districts are not in attendance to provide testinony.

9:44: 22 AM
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CHAI R SEATON stated that the purpose of the House and Senate
Education Standing Commttees is to inprove education throughout
the state, thus the commttees need to hear from the school
districts on the effectiveness of the changes that are being
made. Their testinmony may be specific to the More case, as
well as pertinent to other districts.

9:45: 23 AM

REPRESENTATI VE GARDNER recalled that the plaintiffs in the case
are not local school districts or residents. She asked how the
orders are being received by school districts in the affected
comunities.

MR. TRICKEY clarified that the case was initiated by parents in
nost of the comunities. He has heard school board nenbers
wel come the court's influence on the state. Parents in the
comunities want their children to succeed in two worlds, and
the court order stated that schools have to engage the comunity
in order to affect school attendance and other issues. He said
the general view was, "This is going to get us some of the help
that we need, and the support we need, that hasn't been there in
t he past."

9:48: 02 AM

SENATOR DAVI S asked about the 60-day court deadli ne.

MR. TRI CKEY explained that the state has 60 days to conply with
the order, and then the plaintiffs have 30 days in which to file
a response.

9:48: 34 AM

SENATOR DAVI S asked how the legislature will be involved, after
t he 90-day peri od.

MR. TRICKEY responded that provisions of any settlenent wll
have to be supported and approved by the legislature; thus, if a
settlement is close, he would recommend approaching the court

regarding the tineline. In response to Chair Seaton, he said
the filings in the case will be a matter of public record and
will be provided to the conmittees.

9:51:19 AM
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[ For the record, Chair Seaton directed that relevant docunents
from plaintiffs and the state will be forwarded to the House
Education Standing Conmttee and the Senate Education Standing
Comm ttee when avail abl e. ]

9:51:52 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON indicated that within the five affected
school districts there are many small, w despread schools, which
may have three or fewer teachers. She asked for the

expectations regarding teacher capacity deficiencies for small
k- 12 school s.

MR. TRICKEY said this situation is the reason capacity of the
department is a critical piece in conplying with the court's

order. Teachers in small schools need to be able to have the
departnment as a resource when they need expertise in particular
cont ent ar eas. The court's order wll ensure that the

departnment can supply research-based nmaterials and proven
instructional strategies to teach and re-teach wherever needed.
The initial focus of the departnment on the intervention
districts, conprised of 42 schools and over 5,000 students, has
come to include all Level 4 low performng schools across the
st at e.

9: 55: 23 AM

REPRESENTATIVE EDGMON called attention to debate on the
governor's schol arship program (GPS) | egislation. He asked for
M. Howard's comrents on the proposed bill, given the fact that
rural educators are skeptical about whether the rural school
districts can "rise up ... over a period of time to neet those

standards in the scholarship program under the mantra of
education reform"

9:56: 55 AM

MR. TRICKEY opined incentives for students can be positive;
however, he questioned whether the GPS bill 1is rooted in
strategies that are proven to address the problem of behavior
change. What is known is that root causes of |ow student
performance and the achi evenent gap can be addressed by specific
resear ch- based renedies. "That's not to say it isn't a good
i dea, because it may notivate ... sone of the best students out
there...," he concl uded.

9:59: 06 AM
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CHAI R SEATON countered that the GPS was based on other states'
prograns that have found broad success in reformng education
and el evating student performance in postsecondary education and
vocational certification

10: 00: 08 AM

ADJ QURNVENT
There being no further business before the conmttees, the joint

neeting of the House and Senate Standing Comrittees on Education
was adj ourned at 10:00 a. m

JT. H'S EDC COW TTEES - 18- April 7, 2010



