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ACTI ON NARRATI VE
8:30: 56 AM

CHAIR ALAN DICK called the House Education Standing Conmittee
neeting to order at 8:30 a.m Representatives Feige, Seaton, P.
W son, and Dick were present at the call to order.
Representatives Pruitt and Kawasaki arrived as the neeting was
i n progress.

Presentation: University of Alaska, Dr. Alex Hm - D stance
Educati on

8:31:22 AM

CHAI R DI CK announced that the first order of business would be a
presentation by the University of Al aska on di stance educati on.

8:32: 37 AM

SHI H-HSUNG (ALEX) HWJ, PhD, Director, Center for Distance
Education, University of Al aska Fairbanks (UAF), began his
Power Poi nt presentation on elLearning at UAF. He expl ai ned that
the Center for Distance Education (CDE) is conprised of 27-29
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staff that operate and handl e delivery of elLearning, or online
courses, for the University of Al aska. He stated that 10 of
CDE's staff work to develop courses, work with the training
faculty, and transition the courses from face-to-face to online

courses [slide 1]. He pointed out the departnent also has 10
student service personnel, including front desk, technica
services, advisors, and the secure testing center personnel. He

suggested that an enrollnment of approximately 7,500 which
translates to about 26,000 student «credit hours (SCH) is

currently being delivered. He reported the national trend has
been to have 10-14 percent of courses offered online. He
further reported that students like the flexibility of online
courses and would Ilike nore opportunities to explore their
educati onal options. He related that students are scattered
statewide with the majority of the students centered near the
Fai r banks UAF canpus. He offered the CDE s student age
di stribution: 53 percent are 19-25, 19 percent are 26-30, and
nearly 30 percent are 30 years and ol der. Since 2008, nany

people are returning to coll ege, he said.
8:34:48 AM

DR HW stated that the out-of-state denographic distribution
has increased by about 12 percent, but npbst students reside in
Al aska [slide 2]. He explained that within Al aska, about half
are from the Fairbanks-North Pole area, including the mlitary
base, and about half reside outside that area. He stated that
sex ratio is 70 percent female to 30 percent nmale students,
whereas the national average is approximately 55 percent fenale

to 45 percent male [slide 3]. He reported the student age
distribution is predomnately within the ages of 19-25. He
remarked that the adult Ilearners take advantage of the

flexibility of online learning so they do not need to confine
their learning to day-tinme hours.

8:36: 04 AM

DR. HWJ used pie charts to indicate the gromh of the program
[slide 4]. He explained that Fairbanks-North Pole figures are
growing, but outside Fairbanks is growing nuch faster. He
pointed out that the elLearning's goal is to serve the students
around the state. In response to Representative P. WIlson, he

clarified he was referring to the students outside Fairbanks as
t he popul ation that is growing nore rapidly.

8:36: 30 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether UAF is the center for

di stance education for all three branches of the university
system
DR HW answered only UAF. In response to Representative

Seaton, he explained that elLearning is conprehensive distance
| earning, but the UAA and UAS have a non-centralized system
which makes it nmore difficult for them to handle all of the
| ogi stics of distance |earning.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether soneone from Homer who is
taking courses through the Kachemak Bay canpus - which is a
University of Alaska (UA) rural canpus - would be taking his/her
course through the UAF' s eLearning or if it would be through the
UA system

DR. HWJ answered the course is probably offered through the UA
program

8:37: 58 AM

DR. HWJ continued with his presentation to illustrate the growth
of the program from 2007-2012, and the demand that is being
placed on the program [slides 5-6]. He pointed out the CDE
program does worry about bandw dth since the courses require
students to use the Internet, but the CDE' s program offers every
student the opportunity to finish their education regardless of
hi s/ her | ocation. The CDE has increased the student credit
hours from about 45 percent during the period 2007-2012,
conpared to the overall UA's system growh of 3-5 percent in
di stance | earning. He pointed out that the CDE unit is 98
percent self-sustaining. He highlighted that the CDE s program
depends on tuition and fees wth approximtely two percent
derived from the state budget. He stated that as entrepreneurs
the CDE program nmust be able to react quickly to needs since
students consider what is best for them He enphasized that
either the CDE providers help deliver the course in Al aska or
the students will go sonewhere el se. He explained that the CDE
is currently working on program devel opnent. Initially the
program of fered courses, but now the CDE program is offering a
conpl ete degree program online. The ability to conplete a
program online enhances students' interests. He referred to the
graph |abeled, "ABUS Enrollment Trend" which denonstrates that
initially the degree was offered in the spring 2009, but began
to increase by the spring 2010. |In the comng year 600 students
are anticipated to enroll as conpared to 195 two years ago. He
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concluded that this gives students an opportunity to finish al
their required courses online.

8:40: 24 AM

DR. HW reviewed the Lower 48 denographics. He reported that
nmost of the out of state students are in the Northwest. He
stated that the CDE offers 184 courses [slide 8]. The CDE

currently offers three degree progranms, including a Master's of
| nnovation in Education Degree. He stated that the CDE works
with all the UAF departnments and is considering the possibility
of expanding to offer nechanical engineering and fisheries. He
poi nted out that many of the fisheries courses require hands-on
experience and are not suitable for distance |learning due to the
need for expensive simulators. However, accreditation standards
are ensured through appropriate oversight by the professors.
The online course is handled differently than a face-to-face
course, yet the student can engage in an individualized nmanner

The professors base the outconmes on what they believe students
shoul d | earn. The CDE finds activities and course content to
nmeet the objective. A course may not work on chapters 1-12
sequentially, but may bounce from chapter 2 and 15 if that
provi des a better approach. He stressed that the sanme standards

apply, but the experience is different. He highlighted that
courses are built to allow students to really engage their own
| earni ng style. Sonme people like to read while others like to
study in the mddle of the night. Still others like to study
early in the norning. The regular courses do not allow that
flexibility while online |earning paths do. The interactions
bet ween faculty, classmates, and students still occur.

MR. HWJ reported that according to national studies perforned
over the past fifteen years, students learn at |east the same or
better for online courses, wth an assessed rate of three
percent hi gher. He said this neans the courses and prograns
must be of good quality. The courses are of excellent quality.
The research was obtained from the University of Phoenix online

courses and for profit classes totaling about 1 mllion in
enrol | ment per senmester, which includes California, Texas, and
Fl ori da. He recapped the course design and the personal
| earning environnment is structured. Every single course that is
devel oped requires a critical thinking conponent. He enphasized
the inportance that is placed on problem solving matched to rea
life applications. He also enphasized the inportance of

building in safe failure conponents since students |earn so much
from m stakes. Each course is carefully treated and the faculty
tries to dream big. He suggested that the faculty approaches
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the topic by thinking about the ultimte Biology 103 course as a
starting point as opposed to using the status quo since that
means the course is based on technology that's 50-years old. He
poi nted out that technology is so advanced that it is inportant
to take advantage of the faculty and students engagi ng together.
He stated he has nunerous slides as part of the presentation

but he has covered nost of the nmaterial. The additional
information covered in the slides is for conmttee nenbers to
revi ew.

8:45: 16 AM

DR. HW said that CDE has been concerned with the students who
arrive at the university from throughout the state in need of
remedi al cour ses. He highlighted that enr ol | ment in
devel opmental math and English has been up substantially. That
indicates that the kids coming in from high school are not yet
ready for wuniversity courses. They spend the first two years
| earni ng what they should have learned in the junior and senior
hi gh school years. He expressed concern over this since it wll
take these students six or seven years to conplete college. He
has been working with the EED to find out how to bridge the gap
and help students prepare earlier by offering appropriate
courses in junior and senior high school. By doing so students
can finish college in four to five years. He said part of the
challenge has been to figure out how to do that since the
infrastructure has not been created to provide this approach.
Furthernmore, rural school districts do not have the faculty to
offer four vyears of science, math, and English, which is
probl emati c. He stated that addressing these issues is part of
the effort the CDE has undertaken. He suggested that wth
coll aboration it is possible to reach that goal

8:47: 06 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON asked whether the gap exists because
students have not been able to get the extra course work or
because schools aren't teaching to a high enough |evel. She
inquired as to the reasons that students are not ready to
perform col | ege | evel courses.

DR HW indicated that high school teacher turn-over is a
pr obl em The rural school districts may have one teacher to
cover grades 9-12. The resources are mninmal to deliver the
necessary courses. He did not think a newy-trained teacher has
the depth to provide the mathematics or English in depth. He
stated that it is the nature of Al aska since communities are so
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spread out. He pointed out that 140 school districts have |ess
than 20 students in their high schools. He did not think any
other state in the U S. has had to face that big of a challenge.
Several factors cannot be controlled, such as teacher retention;
however, building high quality course content can be controlled
and these fundanental s ensure the outcone is reached.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON asked whether the state should provide
anot her teacher for distance |earning.

DR HWJ acknow edged that having a highly-qualified teacher
woul d be a hel p. He al so suggested training so teachers becone

famliar and confortable with the course work. He concl uded
that having both approaches would help since it could provide
nore than one way to resolve the problens. He reiterated that

he is genuinely surprised at the diverse group of students that
teachers nust teach in rural Al aska since they nust cover four
grades and seven different subject areas.

8:51:12 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON said he was intrigued by his reference to
different l|earning styles. He asked whether the course
materials are set-up to neet the varying styles. He further

asked whether the course is tailored for one learning style or
if there are multiple facets in a single course.

DR. HWJ answered that all the online courses are nmanaged by a
| earni ng managenent system and they use Bl ackboard at UAF. The
course is developed in a conplete manner, including You-Tube,
and base |earning sinulation so students can review the materi al
multiple times and nmay not need to take notes. The students can
deci de whether they would learn best by watching a video as
opposed to reading so students approach the material in the

manner that best suits them They nmay decide to read the
material and listen to the lecture or watch the |ecture and take
notes, or not. Students may go to a lecture course and mss

sonmething the professor said and not understand the concept;
however, wth distance learning the students can re-watch the
| ectures as many times as necessary.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON recalled he <coordinated the |[|earning
network with the high schools. He asked whether the courses can
be provided to high school students.

DR. HW answered that the CDE can provide expertise in course
devel opnent . Additionally, they offer developnental nmath and
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Engl i sh courses, which are basically sophonore, junior or senior
mat h courses. The CDE can work with the EED to transition those
courses to offer to high school students throughout the state or
nmake it optional as a dual credit so the students can earn
college credits while they finish their requirenent courses to
qual i fy for Al aska Per f or mance Schol arship Program
Additionally, CDE can scope the infrastructure for supporting
teachers and nentoring the high school students.

8:54:43 AM

CHAIR DI CK remarked that if Dr. Hwmi and his team structure high
school courses that it would provide a seam ess transition from
hi gh school to college. Additionally, the CDE could train
Al aska's teachers to be devel oping online courses.

HB 256- REPEAL STATE | NTERVENTI ON | N SCHOOLS

8:55:31 AM

CHAIR DI CK announced that the next order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO. 256, "An Act repealing provisions relating to the
power and duties of the Departnment of Education and Early
Devel opnent to intervene in a school district to inprove
i nstructional practices.”

8:55:46 AM

REPRESENTATIVE PRU TT noved to adopt a proposed committee
substitute (CS) labeled 27-LS1117\X, Luckhaupt/M schel, 2/27/12
as the working docunent.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.
8:56: 24 AM

The conmittee took a brief at ease.

8:56: 55 AM

ANNETTE KREI TZER, Staff, Representative Alan Dick, Alaska State
Legislature, on behalf of the sponsor, explained the changes
incorporated in Version X of HB 256. She referred to the first
change on page 6, lines 12-15, which she said adds the |anguage,
" ... notwthstanding that a school or district has denonstrated

two consecutive years of inprovenent, the district may, in its
di scretion, choose to receive restoration services for a third
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year." She explained that this |anguage allows a school or
district after two consecutive years of inprovenent to choose to
mai ntai n or continue restoration services.

M5. KREI TZER referred to page 6, line 30 through page 8, |ine 9,
which was rewitten to reflect sponsor’s intention of setting
out year 1 and year 2 activities of the restoration. She
explained that by August 15 in year one the district
superi nt endent and Depart nent of Educati on and Early
Devel opnent's (EED) comm ssioner can select at |east one
i ndependent expert. Additionally, the expert(s) wll evaluate
the school in the areas requested by Septenber 15 of year one on
i npl enentation of the 1998 Alaska Standards for Culturally
Responsi ve School s. She related that by COctober 15 of year 1
the expert(s) are required to produce a witten report and
distribute it as well as post a summary on the Internet.

M5. KREITZER stated that by Novenber 15 of year 1 the
superintendent and the departnent nust select a qualified coach

and the local school board and the EED wll select a qualified
coach. These coaches will advise the district regarding the
needs identified in the evaluation. She related that on June 1
of year 1 the district will provide to the departnent, parents,
| egi sl ature and post on the Internet a summary of progress of
these efforts and the observations and recomendations of the
coaches.

M5. KREITZER related that in year 2, not later than Septenber
15, the superintendent and |ocal school board are required to
have a mandatory selection and hiring of two additiona
qual i fied coaches to advise the district. Additionally, by June
1, the district wll provide to the departnment, parents,
| egi slature and post on the Internet a summary of the progress
of these efforts.

M5. KREITZER referred to page 8, lines 10-11, and stated this
was slightly rewitten. She then referred to page 8, lines 18-
21, which adds a nenber of the state Board of Education (BOE)
and the four qualified coaches to the school inprovenent team
sel ected under (A) and (B) of this paragraph, and one nenber of
the | ocal school board. She pointed out that concern was raised
about having a legislative nenber on the team so the legislative
menber was deleted fromthe team

M5. KREI TZER referred to page 8, lines 27-31 and page 9, lines

1-2. She related her understanding that there was concern about
specifically what the team would be doing and how to ensure that
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some benefit cones out of that effort. Thus this provision adds
a requirenent that the school inprovenent team develop a three-
year plan to restore the school. The team nay redirect district
funding to inprove instruction. The superintendent nust
i npl ement the teamis plan. Finally, at the end of each schoo
year, the teamw || evaluate and adjust the plan. She expl ai ned
that this gets to the concern the conmmttee had to ensure the
separate conponents result in sonething nore concrete and wll
provi de continual checks and bal ances.

M5. KREITZER referred to page 9, lines 3-4, which would add a
new section requiring the departnment to request proposals from
and provide grants - subject to appropriation - to schools or
districts in restoration. She concluded that these are the
changes to the proposed CS from Version E to Version X

9:03:10 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON related the coaches are provided from
district funds. He inquired whether those are subject to
| egi sl ative appropriation. He asked how the expenses wll be
cover ed.

M5. KREI TZER answered that it is inplied that the departnent
will pay for the coaches but it is not specified in the bill

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON reconmended clarifying how the coaches
wi || be funded.

9:04: 29 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON renoved his objection. There being no
further objection, Version X was before the conmttee.

9:04: 47 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT noved to adopt Anmendnment 1, which read
[original punctuation provided]:

Page 7, Line4:

DELETE
[ student preparedness]
| nsert
Prepar edness of students to |earn

Page 8, Line26:
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DELETE
[ student wel | nesss]
| nsert
Preparedness of students to |earn

9:04:51 AM
REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.
9:05:11 AM

M5. KREI TZER expl ai ned Anendnent 1. She referred to page 7,
line 4, which she said goes to the areas that the independent

expert would review She explained that the bill drafter
suggested the changes to better reflect the sponsor's intent.
She expl ained that the sane change is made on page 8, line 26 to
st udent wel | ness, which  was actual ly intended as the

pr epar edness of students to |earn.

CHAIR DICK stated that his intention is to have the expert
assess whether parents are sending students to school that are
sl eepy or are not ready to |earn.

9:06: 26 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON renoved his objection. There being no
further objection, Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

9: 06: 59 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT noved to adopt Anmendnment 2, which read
[original punctuation provided]:

Page 7, Lines 9-11:

DELETE
[ 1998 Al aska Standards for Culturally Responsive
Schools, prepared by the Assenbly of Alaska Native
Educat or s; |
| nsert
Al aska State Cul tural Standards

9:07: 06 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for di scussion.
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9:07:11 AM

MS. KREI TZER expl ai ned Anendnent 2. She stated that Anendnent 2
corrects an error in the proposed CS, noting the bill drafter
i nadvertently inserted in the evaluation that experts shal
eval uate the extent to which the districts have inplenented the
1998 Al aska Standards for Culturally Responsive Schools, but it
shoul d have read the Al aska State Cul tural Standards.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON renoved his objection. There being no
further objection, Amendnent 2 was adopt ed.

9:07:51 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT noved to adopt Anmendnent 3, which read
[original punctuation provided]:

Page 8, Line 5:
Foll ow ng "June 1, provide to the ..."

| nsert
State Board of Education

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.
9: 08: 06 AM

MS. KREI TZER expl ai ned Anendnent 3. She referred to page 8,
line 5, which relates to the second year report provided to the
departnent, parents, and legislature on the sunmary of the
progress of their efforts; however, the bill sponsor thought
that at this point in time the state Board of Education should
also receive a copy of that report to provide them with an
updat e.

9:08: 32 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON renoved his objection. There being no
further objection, Amendnment 3 was adopt ed.

9:08:42 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON referred to page 7, lines- 1-5, of sub-
subpar agr aph (1), whi ch read, " . sel ecti on by t he
superintendent of the district and the comm ssioner of at |east
one independent expert in the area of business services,...."
She asked whether that |anguage neans the conm ssioner is going
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to provide an expert in business services, an expert on board
governance, or will the conmm ssioner pick out of this group one
i ndependent expert.

9: 09: 39 AM

CHAIR DI CK answered that the intent of this provision is to have
the expert evaluate all of the specified areas. These address
the concerns for areas that a district nmay be deficient such as
the business office, the board, and other itenms outside the
curricul um He wunderstood the question is if an expert's
expertise is limted to one of those areas. He suggested it may
need clarification.

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON agreed this sub-subparagraph needed
clarification for the intent and what the expert wll handle.
She was unsure of the neaning of the term "human relations”
noting it could mean the relationships of the kids to the
teachers, the relationships of the board to the school, or the
rel ati onship of the adm nistration.

CHAIR DICK answered his intent was all of the above. He
certainly wel comed any clarifying thought.

9:11: 20 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON referred to line 2, and suggested after
expert, to delete "in" and insert "to evaluate” and on line 3
adding an "s" to area. The |anguage would read, " ... the
district and the comm ssioner of at |east one independent expert
to evaluate the areas of business services, board governance,
| eadership...."

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON noved to adopt Conceptual Anmendnent 4.
On line 2 delete "in" and insert "to evaluate" and on |ine 3,
add an "s" to area. She said the |anguage would read, "to
evaluate the areas of business services, board governance,
| eadership, facilities...."

9:13:18 AM
CHAIR DICK said he wuld also be wlling to include
adm nistrative |eadership since that would be the origina

i ntent.

9:13: 37 AM
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REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON noved to adopt a rewrded Conceptua
Amendnent 4. She restated her notion for adopting Conceptual
Amendnent 4. She stated that on line 2, delete "in" and insert
"to evaluate" and on line 3 add an "s" to "area" and after
"governance," add "admi nistrative". There being no further
obj ecti on Conceptual Anmendnent 4 was adopt ed.

9:14: 36 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON suggested defining human relations
since the termis very broad.

REPRESENTATI VE PRUI TT offered his belief there may be a comon
understanding of what the human relations is associated wth,
which would nean the relations between the teachers, the
adm nistrators, and the janitors. He related his understanding
that human rel ations would be under the unbrella of the typica
si tuation.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE suggested leaving the termin the CS He
related his understanding that it would be the selection by the
superintendent of the district, the comm ssioner, and that this
| anguage woul d suffice and give them sone |atitude to deci de.

9:16: 11 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked to have a future presentation by the
departnment as to howit wll be integrated and facilitated.

9:16: 56 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON conmmented that the changes may help
things since the district would have a clearer understandi ng of
what to expect with the independent expert(s) and the depart nment
woul d have a better wunderstanding of how to proceed. She
thought this would help the goal of collaboration to happen
automati cal | y.

9:18: 01 AM
REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked at what point would year one begin.
He offered his belief the bill added sonme provisions to be
proactive, but was unsure of when it takes place and under what
condi ti ons.

9:18: 34 AM
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CHAIR DI CK agreed he thought it was a little blurry, as well.
9:18:48 AM

M5. KREI TZER referred to page 6, line 29, to subparagraph (B),
which read, "for the second school year after the designation of
a school as a | ow perform ng school...."

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON said he was unsure at what point this
provision would be applied, and whether it was during the
adequate yearly progress (AYP) or the first year that a school
m sses the AYP. He was not certain if the low performance is
targeted for the year one to start action.

CHAIR DICK agreed, noting he had the sanme thought, but was
willing to allow the departnment to define.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON clarified he would like the departnent to
explain the definition. He expressed concern that this could
affect the fiscal inpact by inplenenting restoration activities
after the first year of |ow perfornance.

9:20: 32 AM

M KE HANLEY, Conmm ssioner, Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent (EED), explained that the departnment is focused on
kids and wants to maintain the focus. He suggested HB 256
directs the departnent and districts when things are not going
well and kids are not performng well. He remarked that the
bill adds sone positive aspects. He referred to page 2, line
14, which read "the nunber and percentage of, and the reasons
for," which he thought was a good thought. He added that having
exit surveys is a good idea, and one the departnent did a
vol untary survey, but received zero responses, in fact, in one
intervention district the teachers were instructed not to fill
it out. He was unsure how to inplenent this w thout making it
mandatory. He recalled Representative Seaton's concern was that
the contract would sonehow need to be affected to make that
happen. He said that the departnment does want to do this. He
commented that one possibility would be to make phone calls, but
he has not had good results.

9:22:52 AM
REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether a requirenent could be

incorporated into the future contracts of the teachers’
associ ati ons.
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COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that the other side of that is to
determ ne what enpowers teachers to say, but both could provide
power ful dat a. He asked whether the requirement would be for
all districts and if districts could be encouraged to do so.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON cautioned against interviewing every
teacher every year. They either stay or |leave, but the
conmmttee is interested in the reasons teachers |eave. He
suggested the contract could contain a provision for an exit
survey provided by the departnent. He suggested this could be
done as a conceptual amendnent.

9: 24: 48 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON stated it is difficult to get conplete
honesty so the information is not always accurate on an exit
survey. She suggested that if the teacher |eaves because the
principal is lousy and so indicates it may affect the next job
application as the teacher may get a poor recommendati on.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON responded that it would need to be handl ed
by the department and not the district to segregate it fromthe
di strict and superintendent.

9:25:40 AM

REPRESENTATI VE = KAWASAKI agreed wth having the departnent
engaged to conduct exit surveys to provide nore honest

responses. He likened it to the private sector in which a
person would not list a job, necessarily, if the boss didn't
i ke them

9:26:19 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT agreed and interjected that teachers m ght
feel free to express their concerns in the appropriate context.
He offered his belief that if he left a job and had a bad

experience he would probably [not] list It on future
applications since it is unlikely the enployer would give hima
good recomendati on. He thought it would give the teachers an

opportunity to voice their concerns and supported the exit
survey.

9:27: 06 AM
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COWM SSI ONER HANLEY suggested that phone calls have been nmade
and sone responses have been received. He stated that if
districts were in a restorative process, the district could
report the personnel who had left and the departnent could
foll owup in-house.

9:27:56 AM
REPRESENTATI VE P. W LSON suggested addi ng contact information

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that the departnent has nost of
t hose records.

9:28:17 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON suggested that the information be confined
to districts in restoration. He inquired as to whether it
should apply to all teachers departing the schools. He

suggested having a contractual agreenment inserted for teachers
upon exit to avoid problens by early detection and proactivity.

CHAIR DI CK expressed concern about the tinme left in the
| egi sl ative session.

9:29: 27 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT suggested that the education comittee
could put this forth. He favored having every district report
so the departnment has good information. In response to Chair
D ck, he agreed a commttee bill would be a good idea.

9:30: 08 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON comented that the |anguage requiring an
exit survey would be included in the information for reporting

to the |egislature. He suggested doing a conceptual anendnent
that teachers will fill out an exit interview by the EED

9: 30: 54 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON referred to page 2, line 14, which
read, "(8) the nunber and percentage of, and the reasons for,
turnover in certificated personnel and superintendents.” She
added that (9) reads, "the nunber of teachers by district and by
school ...." She inquired as to whether that captures all the
school s.
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9:31: 27 AM

CHAIR DICK stated (9) relates to teachers who are teaching
outside the teacher's area of endorsenent. He suggested that
woul d enconpass nore.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON rel ated her understanding that it would
apply to every school.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON agreed Section 1 relates to the report
provided by the departnment, which covers all of the schools. He

related his wunderstanding if the bill requires adding the
reasons for departing on an exit survey that he did not see a
provision in the bill to include the nechanism to do so unless

an anendnent is nade to require a provision in future contracts
t hat teachers nust furnish the information when they depart.

9:32:17 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON thought he previously nmade a notion, but
offered to do it again. He made a notion to adopt Concept ual
Amendnent 5, on page 2, line 15, to add that future district
contracts will be required to include a provision that teachers,
certified personnel, and superintendents wll conplete an exit

survey as designed by the Departnent of Education.
9:33: 13 AM

REPRESENTATI VE KAWASAKI said it my be duplicative since the
Fai rbanks and Anchorage school districts already conplete
surveys now.

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT asked whether the Fairbanks and Anchorage
school districts use an outside vendor.

REPRESENTATI VE KAWASAKI answered that it is internal.

REPRESENTATIVE PRUITT offered his belief that wusing the
departnment would provide separation from the principal and
people within their school since the departnent could obtain
better information.

REPRESENTATI VE KAWASAKI agreed and fully advocates for the
change.

There being no further objection Conceptual Anmendnent 5 was
adopt ed.
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CHAIR DI CK recal | ed previ ous questions on funding.
9: 35: 03 AM

COW SSI ONER HANLEY referred to page 4, lines 19-20, which read
"(4), prescribe by regulation a mnimm course of study for the
public schools that includes elective and career and vocationa
courses in addition to the core curricula;...." He offered his
belief that this would alter the graduation requirenents. He
explained that the regulation for a mninmum course of study
determ nes what students need to graduate, which is currently 21
credits. The intent nay not be to make that change, but the
| anguage essentially increases it to 22-23 units from 21.

CHAIR DICK related his understanding that he worked with Charl es
Wl forth on this | anguage. He did not think this should be
i ncl uded.

COW SSI ONER HANLEY said he appreciates the focus on career
techni cal education (CTE), but when it requires in addition to
the mninmm course of study that [|anguage refers to the
graduation requirenents. He suggested that may be a separate
topic not intended by the bill's sponsor.

CHAI R DI CK asked Commi ssioner Hanley for a recomrendati on.

COMM SSI ONER HANLEY recalled a prior version of HB 256, in which
part of the focus would be to ensure that CTE courses are being
of fered. He said he is resistant to change the graduation
requirenents.

CHAI R DI CK agr eed.

COWM SSI ONER  HANLEY suggested that in the mdst of the
eval uations and advisors that it should be included in their
focus to incorporate cultural standards so as to focus on CTE

9:37:40 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON suggested deleting "that includes"” and
inserting "ensuring," which would help since the scholarship
program allows for college courses, but many students would
benefit from career and vocational courses. She offered her
belief this |anguage would help neke sure the process is
happeni ng. She asked for comm ttee input.
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CHAI R DI CK entertai ned suggestions for an anmendnent.

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY cauti oned against adding this to the m ni num
course of study unless the intent is to ensure that every
student attends a CTE course. He pointed out that some students
want to take the AP courses and then nove on to college and not
every student needs the CTE courses, but the opportunity should
be avail abl e.

9:39:34 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT suggested after "that" to insert "could,"
whi ch woul d be | oose but would not require it.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON di sagreed that each student nust take
the courses, but the flexible |anguage mekes certain it is
avai |l abl e.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON rel ated that Section 4 says the departnent
shall do a nunmber of things, including in paragraph (4),

"prescribe by regulation a mnimm course of study...." He
offered his belief that establishes the mninmm graduation
requirenents. He suggested that CTE be separated and not put

into the prescribed m nimumrequirenment section.

CHAI R DI CK suggested taking the issues of the departnent out of
committee f or di scussi on bet ween hi s office and t he
conmmi ssi oner .

9:41: 21 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT suggested striking the Jlanguage in
paragraph (4)," ... that includes elective and career and
vocational courses in addition to core curricula;...." He was
unsure he was willing to nove out a bill to address one issue

and potentially create a whole different issue. He did not want
to see that kind of collateral damage.

9:41: 53 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON noted that the questions being
addressed are policy decisions and she asked for the commttee
to remain involved in the process. She acknow edged that the
commttee may want sone things the comm ssioner does not want.

[ HB 256 was hel d over. ]
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HB 313- STUDENT COUNT ESTI MATES

9:43: 33 AM

CHAI R DI CK announced that the final order of business would be
HOUSE BILL NO 313, "An Act relating to student counts and
estimates for public school funding; and providing for an
effective date.”

9:43: 59 AM

REPRESENTATIVE PRU TT nade a notion to adopt the proposed
commttee substitute (CS) for HB 313, labeled 27-LS1223\M
Kirsch/ M schel, 3/1/12.

9:44: 15 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.

9:44: 31 AM

REPRESENTATI VE ERIC FEIGE, sponsor, referred to the proposed
committee substitute by section. He stated that two sections
have been changed, but everything else is the sane as Version A
of the bill. He referred to Section 4, which adds a provision
to prohibit a nunicipal assenbly from taking funds away from a
district after having allocated the funds to the district. He

stated that in talking to some of the chief financial officers
in the districts he discovered one of their frustrations is that
they may do very well on managing their noney, and nost of these
districts actually spend less than what is planned into their
budget s. However, for some districts that lie wthin
muni ci palities or boroughs, the |ocal government currently has
the option at the end of the year to reallocate or reappropriate
surplus funding remaining in the district's unrestricted funds
account, which is the |Iocal contribution funding. He
characterized this as something of a shell game with the public,
since at the start of the year |ocal government announces it is
spending "x" anobunt on education, but at the end of year the
borough will renove funding allocated and use it for other
pur poses. He offered his belief that it would be a great help
to the districts if the ability to reappropriate the funds was
curtail ed.

9:46: 32 AM
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REPRESENTATIVE FEIGE referred to Section 7 and explained that
under current statute, the wunrestricted reserve account is

l[imted to 10 percent. He explained the district can maintain
only up to 10 percent of what they have expended in the current
school year and those funds can be retained until the next
school vyear. This bill would raise it to 15 percent, which

woul d allow districts to manage their own funding and allow the
districts to maintain a greater reserve fund. He suggested that
this would allow them greater flexibility to manage fluctuations
in their cash flow and manage their funds instead of having
their funds managed for them by |ocal governnent. Fi nal |y,
Section 11 would provide an effective date cl ause. The fiscal
not e has not been changed, he said.

9:47:41 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON rel ated that |ast year the Kenai Peninsul a
School District had to return sone funds to the Kenai Peninsula
Borough (KPB) since they were over their legally allowed cap.
He asked how this provision will influence the district and if
the EED woul d take the excess funds by reducing the contribution
to the district in the sanme manner they do if contributions are
over the cap and state funding is reduced by that anount.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE answered that it would allow the KPB Schoo
District to sit close to the ten percent cap so it would raise
that cap and give them nore latitude to run up to that cap if
necessary. He suggested he was probably correct in terns of the
ability to reallocate or reappropriate the funds. He stated
that if they were at the cap | ocal government would still not be
able to withdraw the funds.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON stated that in the circunstance of the KPB
school district the state would reduce funding for the school
district on any anmount over the cap.

9:50: 12 AM

ELI ZABETH SWEENEY  NUDELMAN, Director, School Fi nance and
Facilities Secti on, Depart ment of Educati on and Early
Devel opnent (EED), answered that if a school district has nore
than 10 percent in unreserved fund balance at the end of the
year, the state would reduce state funding, thus returning the
funds to the state.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON stated that under the current circunstance
the borough had funded additional noney above the mninmm the
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school district would return the funding to stay within the cap
to the borough. He related his understanding that under the
bill, the district would have paid the noney, but the funds
woul d reduce the state funding for the schools. He recapped
that they couldn't transfer the excess to the borough and woul d
need to transfer it to the state.

M5. NUDELMAN stated that if they were returning the noney since
they were at the cap and chose to return it to the |ocal
government rather than the state that is correct.

9:51:46 AM

CHAIR DICK recalled tines in which noney was shoveled into one
end of the district, but the noney was taken out the back end.
He related his understanding that this |anguage would fix that
pr obl em He referred to Section 7, which seens to provide the
districts with the security of knowing what their budget wll
be, but they need nore flexibility since the student count could
fluctuate so they need the leeway in order to respond to the
unf or eseen changes. He comented that these are both good
changes.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE suggested that the problem Representative
Seaton is raising could be fixed by a conceptual anendnent.

9:53: 08 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON referred to Section 8. He asked whet her
t here were any changes.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE answered that Section 8 is the sane as
Section 6 in Version A

9:53:40 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON renoved his objection. There being no
further objection, Version Mwas before the commttee.

9: 53: 57 AM
M CHAEL PASCHALL, Staff, Representative Eric Feige, Al aska State
Legislature, stated that the changes that Representative Feige

addressed are the only changes to the bill.

9:54: 20 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE referred to Conceptual Amendnent 1, on page
8, line 20. He stated that if the population of a district
increases by five percent it would be eligible for suppl enental
funding for the current year from the EED. He reiterated the
threshold is five percent. He suggested that five percent is
relative and could be a Iot of noney or not. There was a fair
anount of resistance from sone of the larger districts since it
was a significant anpunt of funding for sonme districts at five
per cent . He explained that Conceptual Anmendnent 1 would | ower
that to a three percent threshold. He asked nenbers to keep in
m nd that nost student populations typically do not change nore
t han about one percent.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE noved to adopt Conceptual Anendnent 1, on
page 8, line 20, which read, as follows [original punctuation
provi ded] :

Change Sec. 6 AS 14.17.410(b)(1)(H) by deleting [FlVE]
and inserting three.

9:56: 13 AM

REPRESENTATI VE PRUI TT obj ect ed. He said the school district in
his community is large so he objected. He stated that in his
school district it would anpbunt to 1,200 students, which is a
| ot of noney. He acknow edged that the figures do not change
very nuch. He suggested that the range is between 200 and 900
st udent s. The potential would exist that several hundred

students could be involved and districts would not have the
f undi ng. He agreed it is better, but he could not continue to

support this. He stated that between 200 and 300 students
represents |less than one percent of the students, which may be
manageable in his school district. He suggested | anguage that

said increases by the lesser of 200 students or a three-percent
cap.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE agr eed.

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT noved to adopt Conceptual Anendnent 1 to

Conceptual Anmendrment 1, on page 8, line 20 to read: i ncreases
by "the lesser of two hundred students or three percent.” He
suggested the bill drafters <could correct the conceptua

anmendnent to match the intent.

9:58:11 AM
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REPRESENTATI VE P. W LSON objected for the purpose of discussion
She recalled Representative Pruitt had stated 200-900 students.
She asked for the percentage 200 students of the total school
district's popul ation.

REPRESENTATI VE PRUI TT reported the school district in his school
district has 44,000 students, so 220 students would be about

one-hal f of one percent. He conputed that for 200 students at
the current student base allocation of $5,6800 would represent
$1.1 mllion for his school district.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON asked for the figures for the overal
budget .

REPRESENTATI VE PRU TT answered it was about $700 mlli on.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON stated that a small school system with
a tiny budget conparatively would be significant.

9:59: 34 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE asked for the anount that the Anchorage
School District currently has in reserve.

MR. PASCHALL answered the Anchorage School District has about
$56 mllion in their unreserved fund bal ance. This issue has
been debated and the |arger school districts - except for those
districts in which the l|ocal governnent renoves the funding -
have the funding to cover the year. The Conceptual Anendnent 1
to Conceptual Amendnent 1 actually would increase the confort
| evel . He stated that considering smaller school districts and
| ooki ng at percentages instead of dollars and the overall i npact
varies by district. He suggested Conceptual Anmendnent 1 to
Conceptual Amendnent 1 addresses the issue because the carryover
fromthis year to next year is at issue and nay affect whether
the district can nmake it to next year. He remarked that next
year the noney will be received. He acknow edged the Conceptua
Amendnent 1 to Conceptual Anendnent 1 was designed for the
smal | er school districts where the percentages are nore crucial.
He offered his belief that would satisfy the concern.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON said that she was unsure.

10: 01: 56 AM

MR. PASCHALL answered that it is a cash flow and not an incone
issue. He referred to the basis for HB 313, which is to change
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the timng of the funding and not the anobunt of the funding. He
hi ghli ghted sone objections were raised with respect to cash
flow. He stated that he reviewed the nunbers and cash flow was
not an issue for the majority of the school districts. He did
not speak to Anchorage, but Fairbanks raised a simlar
obj ection; however, he stated they have the cash flow to do
this. He stated that the Conceptual Amendnent 1 to Conceptua

Amendnent 1 addresses the concern and the bill sponsor is
agreeable. He anticipated that the second anendnent would all ow
for an alternative funding method in the current year.

10: 03: 08 AM

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON wthdrew her objection to Conceptua
Amendrment 1 to Conceptual Amendnent 1. There being no further
obj ection, Conceptual Amendnment 1 to Conceptual Anmendnment 1 was
adopt ed.

REPRESENTATIVE PRU TT wthdrew his objection to Conceptua

Amendnent 1. There being no further objection, Conceptual
Amendnent 1 was adopt ed.

10: 03: 32 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEIGE noved to adopt Conceptual Anmendnent 2,
whi ch read [original punctuation provided]:

Add a new section to read: "If a district is unable to
neet current year funding needs and is not protected
by the provisions of AS 14.17.410(b)(1)(H), the
district may apply to the departnent for supplenenta
funding for the current fiscal year."

10: 04: 00 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.

10: 04: 09 AM

MR. PASCHALL referred to page 8, followi ng Iine 29.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE stated that Conceptual Anmendnent 2 woul d
assist small school districts where the addition of 1-3 students
does not cross the threshold; however, if they are special or
intensive needs kids the cost would be significant and the
addition would then exceed the threshold. He explained that it
woul d neet any other requirenments for additional funding that
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cannot be foreseen at this point. He <characterized this
anendnent as a catch-all and as a way for a school district that
may not have reserves and additional expenses to still seek
funding fromthe departnent.

10: 05: 31 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether this would be limted to
requests for additional funding under this chapter or it applies
for any reason.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE responded that the intent is to address
situations in which a school district does not have any
reserves, but has additional expenses due to changes in the
school population, and to provide an avenue to seek suppl enment al
funding from the departnent. He said it is not intended to be
used every year, but just for special cases.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON agreed with the changes to the timng of
the formula, but his interpretation of the anmendnent is it
appears when a school district has a shortfall, no matter the
reason, that no restrictions apply for supplenental funding. He
suggested the |anguage needs to be tightened to the change in
t he student count tim ng.

REPRESENTATI VE FEIGE answered that this |anguage requires an
application to the departnent, but it does not guarantee that
the departnment wll approve and distribute supplenental funds.
He enphasi zed that there needs to be some provision in the bill
so the school district doesn't becone bankrupt in the mddle of
t he school year.

10: 07: 17 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON agreed if it is driven by the change in
the student count. He offered his belief that this |anguage
represents a fundanental change if the legislature allows
districts to apply for supplenental funding due to shortfalls.
The school districts could then shift noney between districts
wi t hout anything being related to the count.

10: 08: 20 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON noved to adopt Conceptual Anmendnent 1
to Conceptual Amendnent 2 to delete "needs" at the end of the
first line and add, "because of change in student counts" and
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| eave the existing |anguage. Conceptual Anendnment 1 to
Conceptual Amendnent 2 would read, as follows:

If a district is unable to nmeet current year funding
because of <change in student <counts and is not
protected by the provisions of AS 14.17.410(b)(1)(H
the district may apply to the departnent for
suppl enental funding for the current fiscal year

10: 08: 50 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEIGE referred to [subparagraph] (H), which is
referenced in Conceptual Amendnment 2 refers to the student
counts.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON w thdrew proposed Conceptual Amendnent
1 to Conceptual Amendnent 2.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE declared that the intent is not to reward
bad behavior, but if a situation arises beyond the control of a
school district, especially a small school district, the
departnment can be engaged to assist. The departnent wll
determ ne the nerits of supplenental funding.

10: 09: 55 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON referred to page 7, line 5, which refers
to the adjusted ADM

The conmmittee took an at-ease from10:09 a.m to 10:10 a. m

10:10: 24 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether this language is a new
subparagraph (1) or if it will be a new section.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE offered his belief that it would be a new
[ subpar agraph] (1).

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON suggested if the language is a new

subparagraph (1), it would relate to the previous subsection on
page 7, line 5, which would pertain to the calculation of the
ADM for school districts. He explained that if a school

district is not protected by one provision it is protected by
the ADM cal culation in subsection (b) in circunstances in which
the district cannot neet its needs. He highlighted that if the
proposed conceptual Anmendnent 1 to Conceptual Anmendnent 2 only
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applies to subparagraph (H) it would only apply to the three or
five percent change in student counts; however, if the proposed
anendnent is to subparagraph (1) it would also affect the
adj ust ed ADM cal cul ati on.

10: 12: 05 AM

MR.  PASCHALL explained the intent of Representative Feige's
Conceptual Anendnent 2 is to only apply to unique circunstances
such as if the school district is not protected due to the
greater than three percent student count change. In those
i nstances the school district could apply to the departnment. He
related a scenario in which one school district has a $26, 000
reserve, which is five percent of their operating budget so the
nost this school district could have in reserve is not enough to
cover hiring a single intensive need aide. This school district
woul d need to have sone type of assistance in order to exist in
that unique situation. He agreed the |anguage should only apply
to school districts with student count changes.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON agreed the new subparagraph (I) goes
beyond the sponsor's intent.

The conmttee took a brief at-ease.
REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE wi t hdr ew Conceptual Anendnent 2.

10: 14: 14 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEIGE noved to adopt Conceptual Anmendnent 3,
whi ch incorporates |anguage in subsection (c), on page 5, l|ines
8-9, such that it would read:

The assenbly may not reallocate or reappropriate for
anot her purpose the amount appropriated from | ocal
sources to the district for school purposes unless the
unrestricted portion of its year end fund bal ance in
t he school operating fund exceeds the anbunt set in AS
14.17.505(a) .

10:15: 42 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. W LSON obj ected for the purpose of discussion.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE stated that this addresses Representative
Seaton's earlier concern. He explained that if the school
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district is at its nmaxi mum reserve anount then it can reallocate
f unds.

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON pointed out that some school districts
don't have a reserve account.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE expl ai ned that funds cannot be w thdrawn by
t he assenbly. He further explained that what has happened in
sonme school districts is they have a surplus at the end of the
year. The local government, such as a borough assenbly,
reall ocates the surplus to a project, such as a sidewalk.
Conceptual Amendnment 3 would prevent that from happening.
Furthernore, it prevents a shell game from happening. The
bor ough woul d announce it is spending $27 mllion on education

but in reality reappropriates the funding at the end of the
year .

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON clarified that Conceptual Amendnment 2
is not being rewitten. She wthdrew her objection to
Conceptual Anmendnent 3. There being no further objection,
Conceptual 3 was adopt ed.

10:17: 26 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FElI GE suggested passage of the bill and redraft
the |anguage attenpted for Concept ual Amendmrent 2 for
consi deration by the Finance Comm ttee.

10:17: 45 AM

The commttee took an at-ease from10:17 a.m to 10:19 a.m
M5. NUDELMAN of fered to answer any questions.

CHAIR DI CK asked whether the departnment has specific concerns
wi th the proposed | egislation.

M5. NUDELMAN responded that she shared the <concern wth
Conceptual Amendnent [2], as wthdrawn, since it would allow

school districts to sinply ask for funds. She agreed with the
di scussion that the commttee is having on that count. She
referred to the fiscal note with this bill. She expl ai ned t hat

when school districts receive fundi ng because the count has gone
up, it increases the funding |evel under the old system She
advised that the departnent wll revisit the fiscal note at
three percent to reflect the increase.
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10: 20: 04 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether she could estimte how the
fiscal note of $1 mllion at five percent woul d change.

M5. NUDELMAN answered that the fiscal note was estimate and it
coul d be scrutinized especially based on sone of the anendnents.

REPRESENTATIVE P. WLSON agreed the three percent is a
signi ficant change.

10: 20: 45 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE asked for an estimate of the current anount
that is spent on education per year.

M5. NUDELMAN responded that the state entitlement represents
approximately $1 billion as a rough figure.

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE asked whether the change would be $2
mllion at three percent.

M5. NUDELMAN said she would not disagree, but she wanted to
cal cul ate the anmount.

REPRESENTATIVE FEIGE highlighted that the conmttee is
considering $2 million in a potential $1 billion funding stream

M5. NUDELMAN acknowl edged she understood his | ogic.

REPRESENTATIVE FEIGE pointed out that the percentage 1is
negl i gi bl e.

10: 21: 57 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether placing the Conceptual
Amendrment 2 under (H) would that be nore appropriate and not
relate to the ADM cal cul ati on.

M5. NUDELMAN responded that would be appropriate for schools who

fall into the three to five percent category, but she has not
given any thought to those schools that have a change in
enrollment that do not fall into the three or five percent

cat egori es.
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REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE pointed out the anendnents are in response
to the public testinony as well as conversations wth the
parties that manage the funds.

10: 23: 41 AM

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE offered Conceptual Anmendnment 4 wusing the
previ ous |anguage of Conceptual Anmendnent 2, as a subsection of
AS 14.17.410 (b) (1) (H), which read:

If a district is unable to neet current year funding
because of <change in student counts and is not
protected by the provisions of AS 14.17.410(b) (1)
(H, the district my apply to the departnent for
suppl emrental funding for the current fiscal year.

There being no objection, Conceptual Anendnent 4 was
adopt ed.

10: 24: 03 AM

REPRESENTATI VE P. WLSON noved to report the proposed comittee
substitute (CS) for HB 313, |abeled 27-LS1223\M Kirsch/ M schel
3/1/ 12, as anended, out of conmttee wth individual
recommendati ons and the acconpanying fiscal note. There being
no objection, the CSHB 313(EDC), as anended, was reported from
t he House Education Standing Commttee.

10: 24: 24 AM

ADJ OURNVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Education Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 10:24 a. m
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