HOUSE FI NANCE COWM TTEE
April 3, 2012
9:05 a. m

9: 05: 08 AM

CALL TO ORDER

Co-Chair Stoltze called the House Finance Conmmittee neeting
to order at 9:05 a. m

VEMBERS PRESENT

Representative Bill Stoltze, Co-Chair
Representative Bill Thomas Jr., Co-Chair
Representati ve Anna Faircl ough, Vice-Chair
Representative Ma Costello
Representative M ke Doogan
Representati ve Bryce Edgnon
Representative Les Gara

Representative David Cuttenberg
Represent ati ve Reggi e Joul e
Representati ve Mark Neuman
Representative Tanme W/ son

VEMBERS ABSENT

None

ALSO PRESENT

Representative Al an D ck; Annette Kreitzer, Staff,
Representative Dick; Mke Hanley, Conm ssioner, Departnent
of Education and Early Devel opnent; Les Mrse, Deputy
Director, Departnment of Education and Early Devel opnent.
SUMVARY

HB 256 REPEAL STATE | NTERVENTI ON I N SCHOOLS

HB 256 was HEARD and HELD in commttee for
further consideration.

HB 330 STATE EDUCATI ON STANDARDS

HB 330 was SCHEDULED but not HEARD
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9:05:19 AM

#hb256
HOUSE BILL NO. 256

"An Act repealing provisions relating to the power and
duties of the Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opment to intervene in a school district to
i mprove instructional practices.”

9:06: 01 AM

REPRESENTATI VE ALAN DICK pointed out that he represents
remote and primarily native school districts. He indicated
that the difficult part in formng the bill was there were
only two representatives, besides hinself, who had the sane
concern. The representatives were Representative Neal
Foster and Representative Bob Herron. He noted that the
bill was born out of frustration, conflict and a desire to
see low performng schools inprove. He believed HB 256
brought resolution to any conflict. He expressed that the
key word would be "collaboration,” the part m ssing between
the intervention districts and the Departnent of Educati on.
He listed the six key parts of the bill:

1) The wor d “intervention” is changed to
“restoration.” Representative Dick indicated the word
"col | aboration" changed the entire nmentality of going
in, intervening and forcing people to do anything. He
illustrated a story of a caribou he shot being aided
by two cows trying to [ift himup to run again. The

i nci dent | eft an inpression in hi s mnd  of
intervention and restoration of school districts.
Peopl e com ng t oget her to hel p a wounded

superintendent or school district be lifted up and
hel ped to nove forward.

Co-Chair Stoltze asked Representative Dick to describe the
rural intervention districts.

Representative Dick responded that originally there were
five school districts. The Yukon-Koyokuk School District,
north of Fairbanks; Yukon Flats School D strict, north of
Fai r banks; Lower Yukon School District, near Muntain
Village; Yupiik School District, upriver from Bethel; and
Nort hwest Arctic School District, near Kotzebue. Northwest
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Arctic and Yukon-Koyokuk are no longer in intervention.
Yukon Flats, Lower Yukon and Yupiik School Districts are
still in intervention. The districts have nmany great
concerns. He stressed that he has tried for a long tine to
work with the Departnent of Education. He tried diplonacy,
wote letters, spent 150-200 hours trying to work out the
i ssues and asked pointed questions. He realized diplomacy
was not an option so he brought forth the bill. He
referenced the Alaska State Systens of Support Operations
manual . He saw a few ideas that m ght help, but the ngjor
issues were not addressed for rural schools. Part of
problem in the Al aska State Board of Education is that the
menbers are primarily from nore urban areas; not one board
menber lives in a Regional Educational Attendance Area
(REAA) area or in an intervention district.

Representative Dick continued to list key parts of the
bill:

2) Superi nt endent s eval uate t he Depar t ment of
Education and Early Devel opnent ( DEED) annual |y
t hrough a Survey Monkey. Positive and negative aspects
coul d be addressed.

9:12:48 AM

Representative Gara asked for an explanation on how under
Moore vs. the State of Alaska sone districts got off the
intervention list and others remained on.

Represent ati ve Doogan asked for the definition of a Survey
Monkey. Representative Dick responded that it was an online
survey. The intent of the survey would be that every
superintendent at the end of the year <could give an
eval uation of the Departnent of Education on how well they
had been served. The survey would be broken down into
departments such as nmaintenance, instructional support,
data reporting and other issues. He listed additional key
conponents of the |egislation:

3) Superintendents have a voice in Board of
Education (BOE) neetings. The problem with the Board
of Education is that there are no representatives from
the intervention districts sitting in on the
di scussi ons.
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4) Restoration districts nust incorporate Cultural
Standards. The restoration districts nust incorporate
the book, Alaska Standards for Culturally Responsive
School s. The book was witten fourteen years ago, but
has not been adopted or used. He commented that HB 256
makes the book the foundation of the plan to nove
forward. The state support nmanual is used, but has not
denonstrated any inprovenent. Representative Dick
indicated that he sat down wth former conm ssioner
Jerry Coven and tried to figure out how to make it
work. He relied heavily on Conm ssioner Coven's input.

9:17:17 AM

Representative Dick read the sequence of events from No
Child Left Behind:

(a) Year One, the district is notified.

(b) Year Two, students have the right to transfer to a
di fferent school .

(c) Year Three, the students have a right to free
tutoring.

(d) Year Four, corrective action of the staff or
curricul um

(e) Year Five, restructuring to convert to charter
school, replace the principal and staff, turn over to
private nmanagenent, turn over to the state, or other
restructuring.

Representative Dick stated that would take five years to
solve the problem He comunicated that under HB 256 the
strategy was sinple. He highlighted the fifth key piece
included in the bill:

5) Strategy for inproving schools. Al aska Standards
for Culturally Responsive Schools is foundational.

Year 1. |Independent expert evaluates critical
conponents of district. (7x $1,600=%$11, 200)
Year 1(a) One coach chosen for each

superintendent and board. (20x $1,600= $32K) Schools
struggle from many variables one of which is that the
students are not conming to school prepared to |earn.
In the sane year, after the evaluation, there would be
a collaborative agreenment for a professional person
chosen by the school district and the Departnent of
Education. The coaches would give their evaluation at

House Fi nance Conmmittee 4 04/03/12 9:05 A M



the end of the year to all concerned and all factors
that influence school districts would be addressed.

Year 2. One additional coach chosen for each
superi ntendent and board. (20x$1, 600= $32K) There are
different problenms in each district. Al conponents
woul d be identified and coached.

Year 3. Team forned. One each from the
Depar t ment of Educat i on, Board of Educati on
Superintendent, the local school board, and four
coaches all brought together to develop a three-year
plan that the Superintendent carries out. (Team 8
peopl e x 20 days x $1,600= $256K) The plan would be a
col | aborative solution instead of soneone from the
Department of Education telling the district what to
do. There was contention with the trustee in the
Yupiik School District. The trustee made $190,000 a
year and was only out in the district 10-15 days a
nmonth. There has been no positive outcone from the
trustee although he was seen as an icon of the
Department of Education's ability to tell districts
how to do their job. The district indicated if they
had to have a trustee then they wanted soneone they
could work with.

9:22:32 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze asked for the definition of a trustee.

Representative Dick reported that a Departnment of Education
trustee was soneone who would oversee and have authority
over the superintendent in a district. The trustee could
tell the school how |Iong each subject would be taught. He
rel ayed that students in the Yupiik School District wanted
cultural activities in the school, but were told by the
trustee that cultural activities could only occur after
school .

Representati ve Edgnon asked if the trustee was the conduit
between the Board of Education and the Departnent of
Education, which sounded Ilike a top down approach.
Representative Dick agreed it would be a top down approach

He indicated that he showed the Departnment of Education
they were not even following their own support rmanual.
Col | aboration was the part that was mssing. He referred to
the disturbing $5 mllion in the fiscal note. He believed
the anmpbunt needed was closer to $299,264 for three years.
The trustee alone is costing that amount in just two years.
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He believed his plan to be a healthier approach with nore
col | abor ati on.

9:27: 05 AM

Co- Chair Thomas expressed that all the blane was being put
on the Departnent of Education and not the parents. He
guestioned on what Representative Dick planned to do about
having parents participate in getting their children to
school. He believed that sonething needed to go into the

bill to require parents to participate in their children's
education. He also expressed concern that the intervention
districts had sued the state and won an $18 nillion

settlement and questioned why the districts should be given
$5 mllion nore on top of the $18 mllion. He added there
was also no sunset in the bill and argued that the | ook-
back should be at the end of each year. He recognized that
would be a question for the Departnent of Education. Co-
Chair Thomas asked who the trustee was and how to obtain
their reports.

Representative Dick recounted that his plan would not cost
$5 mllion. In the bill, the Al aska Standards for
Culturally Responsive Schools would be the foundational
docunent. The program explains the standards for students,
educators, curriculum and cultural standards for school s,
communities, and parent participation. He warned that one
school has a problem with students sniffing gas. The bill,
in the first year, would evaluate all areas that could
affect student learning in a public report. The team woul d
be made up of professionals from around the state to help
understand the problem The districts are |ooking for
ment or shi p and coaching from others who know the issues. He
stressed that an urban advisor mght not even know or be
aware of where to | ook for the problem

9:33:41 AM

Co- Chair Thomas revealed that the conmttee packet did not
contain the referenced book. Representative D ck indicated
that he would get copies of the book for the conmttee. He
al so suggested that the commttee read the Al aska Standards
Support Manual. The nmanual states twenty five tines to
align the curriculumto the standards when he believed that
the standards need to be aligned to the reality of where
the students live. He indicated that he has asked all these
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guestions of the Departnent of Education, but has not
recei ved many answers.

Co-Chair Thonas repeated that the school boards and
districts sued the state and received $18 nillion. He
believed that the $18 mllion should be used first before
nore intervention noney is allocated. He felt a lot of the
problem fell on the school districts who have already been
receiving noney fromthe state to provide a good educati on.

Representative Dick indicated he was asked about the Moore
vs. the State of Al aska case, but he could not provide the
answers. He opined that the More case itself does not
address the problem He agreed that the districts could
wait and spend the $18 mllion, but he contended that it
would not help because the core issues were not being
addressed. He clarified that he had no say in how the noney
fromthe case was bei ng all ocat ed.

Co- Chair Thomas expressed that the commttee knows nothing
about how the noney is spent because they have not received
any progressive reports on the More standards. He decl ared

that the $5 mllion fiscal note was scary when there was
already $18 mllion avail able.
Representative Dick agreed that the $5 mllion in the

fiscal note was high. He explained that the cost of his
program woul d total $267,264 for the three years per school
district. HB 256 would bring results using nuch | ess noney.
He believed nothing would make a difference until students
realized and understood in their own lives the useful ness
of an educati on.

9:40: 02 AM

Representative Gara shared that he was concerned about many
of the sane things that concerned Co-Chair Thonsas. He
questioned if the $5 mllion in the fiscal note could be

used in a better way or a program requiring |ess noney
could be developed. Representative Dick agreed that he
would not allocate $5 million either. Representative Gara
asked if the fiscal note was wong. Representative Dick
announced that the fiscal note was wong. Representative
Gara remarked that the fiscal note needed clarification. He
commented on the lack of commtnent between the school
districts and the Departnent of Education and noted a few
t hings that could be acconplished for free. He believed the
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cost of the trustee was outrageous and conmented that for
| ess noney better |eadership could be hired. He questioned
if some of the noney could be wused for outreach
coordinators to get parents nore involved. He commented
that he preferred sonething nore cost effective.

Representative Dick responded that he felt sad that the
process has to be legislated in order for everyone to play
nice with each other. He indicated having four neetings
with the Departnment of Education comm ssioner and although
he was at first optimstic about results, he soon becane
di si | | usi oned. The probl em of t he depart ment not
col | aborating W th school s districts has pr e- dat ed
Comm ssioner Hanley. He wanted to create a process to form
a consistent program that is separate from the personality
of any conm ssioner. He trusted that the school districts
have hired the best staff available, but the schools are
frustrated dealing with the departnent. He believed the
skilled workers are not getting the support they need. He
enphasi zed that all plans have been from the top down. He
contended that he nmde several inquiries of the departnent
and the trustee about how to get nore parental involvenent,
and al though there were sonme conmunity events, no effort or
plan was actually put into place to initiate hone
i nvol venent .

Representative Gara asked why noney was needed for coaches
if the superintendents are of such high quality. He thought
the noney could be better spent coaching parents to becone
nore involved. He thought it outrageous that the departnent
had not worked with the local districts to fornulate a
pl an.

Representative Dick voiced that he personally |iked the
trustee, Darrell Sanborn, but M. Sanborn was put into the
role of an enforcer and that was why nothing worked. He
felt everyone needed to conme to the table feeling as though
they were actual participants in the decisions. He believed
the only thing that would get parents involved would be to
follow the Al aska Standards book activities. The activities
reflected their culture and would teach students from that
per specti ve.

Representati ve Gara asked again why coaches were needed if
t he superint endent s are of such hi gh qual ity.
Representative Dick responded that $400,000 had been spent
sending coaches to the Yupiik School District only to see
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the tests scores decrease over the past three years. He
pointed out that there has been no evaluation of the
coaching project. He hoped that after three years of the
coaching program a plan would have energed. The only
coaching evaluation <cane from Education Northwest in
Seattle. He could not understand how sonmeone from Seattle
could evaluate or wunderstand the problens of the Yupiik
School District. He stressed that mllions of dollars had
been poured into prograns that have not worked. He
reiterated that a trustee comng from the outside to make
suggestions was not effective. He contended that HB 256 was
the answer. He declared that the Yukon-Koyokuk District was
able to get off intervention by wusing the Partners
Enpowering Al Kids (PEAK) programw th federal funds.

9:51: 36 AM

Representative Dick stated that it was never clear how
districts noved on and off intervention. In the More case,
the lowest forty performng schools districts in the state
of Al aska were supposed to receive help. In the |owest
forty, ten cane from the Lower Kuskokwi m School Districts

He did not know why Lower Kuskokwim did not beconme an
intervention district. He declared that the More case
became a rat's nest causing all of the contentious
pr obl ens.

Representati ve Doogan asked where he could find a copy of
Al aska Standards for Culturally Responsive Schools book.
Representative Dick responded he would nmake sure that
copies were provided to the commttee.

Representati ve Doogan pointed out that in year one of
Representative's Dick program an independent expert would
eval uate critical conponents of the district. He questioned
how the expert would be selected. Representative Dick
responded the expert would be chosen in collaboration
bet ween the Departnent of Education and the superintendent
of the school district.

Represent ati ve Doogan asked if he neant the superintendents
from the three failing districts. Representative D ck
replied that the superintendent from an intervention school
and the Departnent of Education and Early Devel opnent woul d
choose an expert to evaluate the school district on a |ist
of specific criteria.
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Representative Doogan asked if that was one expert going
through three schools to evaluate the school district.
Representative Dick indicated that was correct and the
experts woul d eval uate the school district in seven days.

9:55:11 AM

Representative WIlson «clarified that there are three
intervention districts, but there was only one trustee in
only one of the districts. She asked the nanes and
qualifications in t he Yupi i k School District.
Representative Dick responded Howard Di anond, Kim Langton

D ane George who had over 70 years' experience in the bush.
Howard Dianond is the superintendent, D ane Ceorge is the
Assi st ant Superi nt endent and Kim Langton supervises
instruction in the Yupiik School District.

Representative Dick had hoped the comrittee just wanted to
talk nunbers. Co-Chair Thomas interjected that the nunbers
were scary. Representative Dick signified that t he
conmittee needed to ask the comm ssioner why $5 million was
needed. Co-Chair Thomas commented that was the goal.

ANNETTE KREI TZER, STAFF, REPRESENTATIVE DICK interjected
that the parental involvenent issue is located in the bill.

Representative Dick summarized that what has happened up
until now has cost mllions of dollars, but produced no
i mprovenent or results.

9:57:55 AM
AT EASE

10: 03: 55 AM
RECONVENED

M KE HANLEY, COW SSI ONER, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATI ON AND
EARLY DEVELOPMENT commented that there had been a
m scharacterization about the efforts of the departnent. He
noted that there have been five intervention districts.
Statistically across the nation once a district is in
intervention they never cone out of intervention. Alaska is
different as there have been two districts noved out of
i ntervention because they showed inprovenent and no |onger
needed support. The Yupiik School District is the only one
with a trustee. Wen the departnent first intervened in
that district the scores were at 9 percent proficiency and
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now the scores are 19 percent. It is not where the
departnment wants to see the school, but there has been a 10
percent gain. The primary tool in intervention is with the
coaches, not the trustee. Coaches are sent to the schools
to work directly with the teachers to build capacity, align
curriculum help with best practices, and scheduling. The
goal is not to tell the school how to do it, but help
strengthen the system that is already there. He opined not
seeing the contentiousness in any other district except the
Yupiik District with the one trustee. The trustee has
specific authority and the md-year and end-year reports
can clarify what he does. The trustee only has authority
over the curricular activities in the district, but does
not oversee the superintendent. The trustee is in the
district for about 15 days a nmonth working directly wth
coaches, teachers, and students. He agreed that having a
trustee oversee a district is not always a pleasant
experience. The trustee, Darrell Sanborn, has worked all
over Al aska and is a respected retired superintendent.

Co-Chair Thomas asked if the trustee makes $192, 000.

Comm ssioner Hanley stated that last year's contract was
for $174,000. The contract included no retirenent or other
benefits. He added that all expenses conme out of the
contract noney including transportation. He continued that
using the trustee has been the primary tool used and the
school has seen inprovenent, but he acknow edged the system
is not perfect. He recogni zed in neet i ngs Wi th
Representative Dick and the three school districts that
they all want the trustee renoved. As a conpromse, the
depart nment agr eed to put somne measur abl e st udent
achi evement goals in place to nove forward, and after that
happens, he would begin to back the trustee out.
Comm ssi oner Hanl ey believed it woul d be a good
col | aborati ve approach. The plan started in the spring with
the trustee beginning to travel less to the districts.

10: 10: 19 AM

Representati ve Neuman wondered with all noney being put
into education would it be possible to inplenent the new
i deas and concept proposal s of Representative D ck.

Comm ssioner Hanley responded that SB 285 put forth

specifics on how the state would intervene in failing
districts. There were concepts on coaches and trustees and,
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when a district showed a two percent growmh in three years,
the departnent would step back. At the tinme, all the
failing districts testified they would like to have the
coaches in the districts nore. HB 256 |limts how long a
coach could be placed in the districts. The bill also
removes the two percent per year growh and softens the
goals of the districts.

Representati ve Neuman asked Comm ssioner Hanley if he could
support any part of the bill.

Comm ssi oner Hanley conmented that he had no problem with
hol ding hinself or the department accountable. He agreed it
was valuable to put together a survey to understand why
teachers were leaving the districts. He remarked having no
problem with coaching as that was sonething the departnent
already did, but he did not like the restrictions on the
coaches in the bill. He struggled with the concept of the
Yupi ik School District choosing two nore coaches in
addition to the two already there. He failed understand how
t hat woul d work.

10: 15: 02 AM

Representati ve WIson wondered why the Yukon-Koyokuk Schoo
District was not one of the intervention districts.
Comm ssioner Hanley replied that the district  built
capacity and inproved scores to over 50 percent. There was
an exit interview where he asked the district what would
happen | f t he depart nment st epped back and t he
superintendent replied that the school would continue to
foll ow growt h pl ans.

Representati ve W | son asked comrent ed t hat t he
superintendent was new and was one of the main reasons for
t he teacher turnover. She noted that the new superintendent
was very hands-on and had not been in the area | ong.

Comm ssi oner Hanley responded he did not know how |l ong the
superintendent had been in the area.

Representative WIlson remarked on her surprise that the
department did not put down all the costs going into the
districts in the fiscal note. She nentioned the coaches
only going into the intervention districts and teachers not
being reflected. The fiscal note looks like a |lot of
funding was being added when the true situation mght just
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be the shifting of funds. She asked how much nopney was
going into the intervention districts. Comm ssioner Hanley
understood the intent of the sponsor of HB 256 was to
replace the current nodel; therefore certain costs would no
| onger be there. Representative WIson pointed out that by
replacing the coaches then there would be cost savings on
one side. She asked again how much noney was going into the
intervention districts. Conmm ssioner Hanley responded he
did not have nunbers, but Deputy Conm ssioner Mrse my
have t hem

LES MORSE, DEPUTY COWM SSI ONER, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATI ON AND
EARLY DEVELOPMENT responded he could shed some light on the
costs. He noted that the bill did not just affect the
current three intervention districts, but would |ook at all
the schools through an auditing process. Sone of the costs
in the fiscal note reflected the additional schools that
may be affected under the bill. Representative W]Ison
stressed she was just trying to get a dollar amunt about
what currently is being spent in the intervention districts
and what costs would change with the new bill. M. Morse
responded that he would obtain the cost nunber for the
committee. He reiterated that the HBB 256 woul d change part
of the statute and he needed to analyze exactly how nuch
woul d be changed. Representative WIson enphasized that
when the committee received fiscal notes, they should be
reflect where there m ght be savings.

10: 20: 14 AM

Representative Gara added that the commttee would like to
know the additional costs of HB 256 conpared to the anopunt
presently being spent. He noted that the Departnent of
Education could coordinate with the |ocal school districts
for no extra cost. He questioned if that m ght be sonething
the departnment would be willing to do. Comm ssioner Hanley
answered that the departnment had already commtted to do
t hat . Representative Gara nentioned an exanple from
Representative Dick where a trustee only showed up a few
weeks and cost the state $180,000 a year. He asked the
comm ssioner to shed sonme light on that. Comm ssioner
Hanl ey responded that the trustee was in the district about
10 to 15 days a nonth working directly with the school and
staff.

Representative Gara questioned what the comm ssioner on
what could the departnment do about increasing parental
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i nvol venent and would the department be willing to use the
Al aska Standards for Culturally Responsive Schools program
Comm ssioner Hanley signified that the cultural standards
are already being used, but the program could be nore
assertive. He warned that parents do not always find it
popul ar when soneone from outside the comunity cones in to
tell them what they should do. He was not sure that the
state can tell a small district the best way to involve
famlies.

10: 23: 31 AM

Representati ve Doogan referred to the book Al aska Standards
for Culturally Responsive Schools and wondered what the
department thinks of the book. He indicated that from
statenents heard, the three districts are not using
cul tural standards. Comm ssioner Hanley responded that the
book has already been adopted by the State Board of
Education to be utilized, but the use is not nonitored. He
believed that to be the responsibility of the |[ocal
districts. He professed that cultural standards were nore a
way of teaching, but hard to neasure. He concluded the book
was a very val uable docunent, but there is no mandate that
the districts use it. He added again that it would be hard
to neasure the effects. Representative Doogan disagreed. He
thought it would be easy to nmeasure the effects of using
the cultural standards approach and wondered why it was not
being used. Comm ssioner Hanley responded that cultural
standards do need to be used, especially for teachers who
were not fromthose communities.

Co-Chair Thonmas asked if the districts have the option of
adopti ng t he cul tural st andar ds now. Comm ssi oner
reiterated that they had been adopted by the State Board of
Educat i on.

10: 27: 08 AM

Representati ve Edgnon stated he was intrigued by
Representative Dick's thene based educational approach. He
woul d |ike nore discussion on the theme based approach and
the cultural response in the schools.

Co- Chair Thomas questioned when the |egislature cuts noney
from the budget, there was a threat of being sued due to
breaking the Myore vs. the State of Al aska decision. He
felt the districts could not have it both ways by giving
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them nore noney. He felt the attorney involved in the case
should be brought before the conmttee to see if going
forward with a new plan would align with the Myore Act.
Comm ssi oner Hanley agreed and believed the Mbore
settlenment would operate side by side. The grant funding in
the Myore settlement would not be able to be used for
changes presented in HB 256. Co-Chair Thomas questioned if
the attorneys for the Mwore Settlenment would be happy with

the new bill. Comm ssioner Hanley agreed that was a good
guestion. The Moore settlement allows the districts to
address their needs to build up capacity, but the bill is

very specific. Co-Chair Thomas el aborated that intervention
districts were being addressed.

Representative WIlson furthered that there needs to be an
understanding on how the commttee would be put together
because t he settl enment wor ks separately W th t he
intervention districts outside of the Department of
Education program The conmttee needs to wunderstand how
all the parts wll fit together in order to ask the right
guesti ons.

HB 256 was HEARD and HELD in commttee for further
consi derati on.

#hb330
HOUSE BI LL NO. 330

"An Act establishing a Joint Legislative Task Force on
Education Standards; requiring the Departnent of Labor and
Wor kf orce Devel opment to provide information and resources
to the task force; establishing state education standards;
amending the authority of the Departnent of Education and
Early Developnent to adopt education standards; and
providing for an effective date."

HB 330 was SCHEDULED but not HEARD

#
ADJ OURNVENT

10: 31: 34 AM

The neeting was adjourned at 10: 31 AM
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