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Stoltze called the House Finance Conmittee neeting

to order at 8:35 a.m
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Self, Standard California;, Mchael Pauley, Al aska Famly
Council, Seattle Washi ngton.

SUMVARY
HIR 18 CONST. AM  ELECTED ATTORNEY GENERAL

HIR 18 was HEARD and HELD in conmmttee for
further consideration.

HIR 33 CONST. AM MEMBERSHI P OF JUDI Cl AL COUNCI L

HIR 33 was HEARD and HELD in committee for
further consideration.

HB 220 REPEAL SECONDARY SCHOCOL EXI' T EXAM

CSHB 220 (FIN) was REPORTED out of conmittee with
a "do pass" recomendation and wth one new
fiscal i npact note from the Departnent of
Educati on and Early Devel oprent.

#hj r 33
HOUSE JO NT RESOLUTI ON NO 33

"Proposi ng anendnents to the Constitution of the State
of Alaska to increase the nunber of nenbers on the
judicial council and relating to the initial terns of
new nmenbers appointed to the judicial council."

8:36: 54 AM

REPRESENTATI VE WES KELLER, SPONSOR, referenced CSHIR 33
(JUD), | egislation that proposed to anmend Alaska's
constitution to increase the nunber of non-attorney nenbers
of the judicial council from three to six and the total
nunber of council menbers from seven to ten. The intent of
the resolution was two-fold. First, he argued that the
| egislation would provide for better representation from
around the state with additional seats potentially filled
by individuals fromrural areas presently underrepresented.
Secondly, chances of the chief justice having to step in to
cast a deciding vote and being exposed to subsequent
criticism would be reduced by changing the nunber of
regul ar voting nmenbers froman even to an odd nunber.
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He relayed that in a hearing past Chief Justice Wilter
Carpeneti, testified that ties were rare. He also noted
that ties had becone nore common recently. He thanked the
cormittee for considering bringing the issue before the
people of the State of Al aska for a vote.

Co-Chair Stoltze OPENED public testinony.

8:41:44 AM

SUSANNE DI Pl ETRO, EXECUTI VE DI RECTOR, ALASKA JUDI ClI AL
COUNCI L, stated that the council had not taken a position
on the legislation. She identified three areas of focus in
her testinony. First, she would speak about Al aska's nerit
selection and retention system and how it worked

Secondly, she would provide information about how other
states structured their judicial nomnating conmm ssions.
Finally, she would discuss the founders' intent from the
constitutional convention when they adopted Alaska's
selection and retention system

Ms. Dipietro explained that the judicial council was
responsi ble for screening judges for nomnation prior to
the governor's review and appointnment. She also inforned
the commttee that the council was in charge of evaluating
sitting judges for retention and that every sitting judge
must be confirnmed by voters in an election process. She
noted the council was also accountable for conducting
studies to inprove the adm nistration of justice. Some of
the studies she «cited included crimnal sent enci ng,
crimnal recidivism and nediation.

8:44: 39 AM

Ms. DiPietro stressed Alaska' s extensive and transparent
judicial selection process. She pointed out that Al aska's
system was frequently used as a nodel by other states and
was called upon for technical assistance. Al aska provi ded
information to the public nore than any other judicial
council in the country, issuing press releases for every
vacancy, accepting public comments throughout the selection
process, and conducting public hearings in judicial vacancy
| ocations. She referenced an upcomng public hearing in
Barrow for a superior court judge. In contrast, she
remar ked that other judicial selection comm ssions do not
reveal the names of applicants.
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Ms. DiPietro explained that there are three non-attorney
council nenbers appointed by the governor and three
attorneys appointed by the bar association. The council
nmenbers agreed unaninously 62 percent of the tine when
voting on candidate qualifications. Votes were unaninous
with the exception of one nenber 19 percent of the tine.

8:47:49 AM

Ms. DiPietro reported that of the 38 states that had
judicial nomnating conm ssions 18 had an equal nunber of
attorney and non-attorney nenbers. Five of the states had a
| arger nunber of non-attorney nenbers than attorney
menbers. However, in four of the five it was required that
a majority of the non-attorney nenbers be of different
politi cal parties. The system in Alaska required
appoi nt nent wi t hout regard to political affiliation.
Lastly, she said Al aska founders enbraced the theory of the
M ssouri Plan which specified that the predom nance of the
vote of the judicial council wuld go to professional
i ndi viduals who knew the qualifications of their fellow
careerists.

8:50:13 AM

DAVI D LANDRY, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified as a business owner in opposition to HIR 33. He
opi ned that the legislation undervalued the expert
knowl edge attorneys bring to the table during the process
of selecting judges and m scharacterized the nature of the
bar association. He confirmed that as a contractor he
val ued input from his coll eagues because of their know edge
and famliarity of a shared vocation. He believed that the
current make-up and balance of the judicial council nmade
use of professional know edge in a simlar way. He went on
to contend that it was the governor's constitutiona
responsibility to ensure the appointnent of a regionally
di verse group of council nenbers.

M. Landry pointed out the need for cases to be eval uated
by fair and capable judges - judges appointed by the bar
associ ati on. He claimed that the legislation depicted the
bar association as ill-intentioned but believed the current
judicial council make-up was only a problem for those
interested in having it politicized. He wanted the
selection process to result in confident, vetted |judges
that were held in high esteem by their peers.

House Fi nance Conmmittee 4 03/20/14 8:35 A M



8:54:21 AM

DONALD MCCLI NTOCK, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
spoke in opposition to the Ilegislation. He began his
testinmony informng the commttee he was a current nenber
of the board of governors for the Al aska Bar Association,
one of its past presidents, and an applicant for the vacant
2012 seat for the Alaska Suprene Court. He indicated that
he was speaking on his own behalf outlining two points; the
inmpact of the bill shifting the balance of power between
the judicial branch and the executive branch and deterrence
of qualified applicants. He reported that over the last 33
years, he wtnessed a very conpetent and hard-working

judiciary, fostered by an adm rable selection process. He
disclosed that in his experience as a prior applicant
appearing before the judicial council, the selection

process was driven based on aptitude rather than politica
persuasi on. He conmented that over the years past governors
have done a fine job selecting judges and follow ng the
process currently in place. He expressed his concern with
giving the governor the commanding mgjority vote of the
judicial council and nentioned that the state would
potentially loose qualified applicants if the council was
stacked |eaning towards one party or another. He argued
that the state needs the broadest pool of people to choose
from and believed an unintended consequence would result

from politicizing the selection process. In closing, the
j udi ci al counci | was charged wth picking the best
qualified people for the job. He concluded that the current
system had been working admrably since statehood. He

reiterated his opposition to HIR 33.

8:59: 51 AM

Nl COLE BORROVEQ, ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES (AFN)

ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), testified in strong
opposition to the legislation and stated that AFN believed
both the Alaska Constitution and the Alaska Judicia
Council worked well. She nentioned that the judiciary
functioned free of scandals, corruption and other ills that
pl agued other non-nerit based systens. She contended that
the reasons outlined for introducing HIR 33, increasing the
council's rural representation and guarding against
attorney dom nance, were not truly addressed in the
proposed | egislation. M. Borroneo asserted that there was
no portion of the bill that specifically assured rural
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representation; it only added three non-attorney nenbers
sel ected by the governor. Al so, there was no indication
that the judicial council, in 1its current form was
significantly domnated by attorney nenbers over non-
attorney nenbers.

Co-Chair Stoltze stated that the i ssue woul d be revisited.

9:02: 25 AM

MATT PETERSON, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
against the bill. He testified that in his persona
experience as a 35-year trial attorney, he was very
satisfied with the judges he had dealt with. He found them
to be hard-working, ethical, and professional. He expressed
concerns that the bill would potentially insert previously
non-exi stent political undertones and that there was not a
need to change the constitutional council.

M. Peterson inforned the conmttee that he conducted ora
history interviews wth two surviving nenbers of the
constitutional convention, past Lieutenant Governor Jack

Coghill and Vic Fisher. In the interviews he focused on the
j udi ci al portion of the constitution including the
sel ection process of judges and court adm nistration. He
reported that substantial oral history was created from
i ntervi ews at Al aska' s 50t h anni versary of t he
constitution. He referenced the University of Alaska's
collection of historical interviews, including sone wth

Judge Tom Stewart, who provided extensive information to
the university and bar association about judicial and court
issues. He relayed intent to provide the conmttee with a
suppl enent to his testinony in the formof a letter

M. Peterson went on to discuss his interviews wth M.
Coghill and M. Fisher. He reported that the aim of the
1955 constitutional convention was to arrive at a framework
that would pass the test of time and to create a valid and
sound structure for governing the state. He furthered that
in all of the research he had done regarding the crafting
of a new judicial system nerit was the primary gage in the
choosing of judges and any political influence would be

| eft out of the selection process. He relayed that the
bal ance of power was a concern at the inception of Al aska's
constitution and still was today. He closed by reiterating

his opposition to HIR 33.
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9:11:40 AM

DARREL GARDNER, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified in opposition to the bill. He introduced hinself
as a life-long Al askan, an attorney for over 30 years, the
president of the Alaska chapter of the Federal Bar
Association, the president of the Al aska Association of
Crim nal Def ense Lawyer s, a ni ght circuit | awyer
representative to the judicial conference, and a current
candidate for a seat on the board of governors of the
Al aska Bar Association for the third judicial district. He
testified on his own behalf. He remarked that he did not
know a single practicing attorney who was in favor of HIR
33 and that the current structure of the judicial council

wor ked. He clained there was no denonstrated need to
change the constitution to add additional nenbers or the
way in which the council functioned. He specul ated that

the proposed legislation to expand the size of the council
had the potential to politicize and hanper the council's
sel ection pr ocess. He suggested that the proposed
| egislation was short-sighted and that, overall, the bar
was satisfied with the judicial selection process.

9:13: 57 AM

NANCY MEADE, GENERAL COUNSEL, ALASKA COURT SYSTEM opposed
HIR 33 on behalf of the court system She stated that the
court system normally renmained neutral except when bills
and resolutions directly inpacted its operation or when the
adm nistration  of justice was threatened. She was
specifically directed by the Al aska Suprene Court to oppose
the resolution. She relayed that the court's mssion was to
provide the citizens of Alaska an inpartial forum for the

resolution of disputes. She enphasized that it relied on
the judicial council to screen candidates for judgeships
and, t hereafter, to make recommendations about t he

retention of sitting judges for the benefit of Alaskan
voters. She opined that HIR 33 would disrupt a fine-working
configuration of three attorneys and three public nmenbers
sitting on the council. She explained that the judicial
council considered candidates based on qualifications and
merit by both its attorney nenbers and public nenbers;
attorney nenbers weighing in from a coll eague's perspective
and public nenbers evaluating from a citizen's viewoint.
She expressed the court's concern that w thout the current
bal ance of power in place nenbers would change their
evaluation criteria from aptitude to political | eanings.
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The court's other concern was that with a clear majority of
menbers sharing a particular philosophy, attorney views
m ght be excluded from consideration, or the quality of
applicants mght be conprom sed. She al so suggested that a
judge mght potentially rule on a case in alignnent wth
the governor to avoid being unseated in the future.
Utimately, Alaska' s citizens would not feel like they had
a fair and inpartial decision maker in front of them She
asserted that the court system currently had 73 sitting
judges from every background inmaginable with a w de range
of experience. She was attenpting to dispel any notion of
council nenber biases based on political |eanings. She
concluded her testinony reenphasizing the court systems
opposition to the |egislation.

9: 20: 46 AM

M KE COONS, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference), testified in
support of the legislation. He stated that the testinony in
the commttee hearing was stacked with opponents to HIJR 33.
He contended that the Nnth Crcuit D strict Court was
stacked with the nost liberal judges in the entire world

He suggested that the Suprenme Court ruled against freedom
of choice in education and for the Blaine Amrendnent,
continually having judges legislating from the bench. He
cormented that he could think of several judges over the
years that were extrenely l|iberal, letting people out on
their own recogni zance after they had raped elderly people.
He pointed out the need for a judge that made a judgnent
based on the constitution not on his or her political

| eani ngs. He nentioned that people m sconstrued the Second
Amendnent. He wanted as many solid citizens to sit on the
judicial council as possible; people that wanted to do the
job, to take care of crimnals, and to avoid |egislating
fromthe bench. He restated his full support of HIR 33.

9:24:19 AM

FRITZ PETTYJOHN, SELF, CALIFORNIA (via teleconference),
testified in support of the legislation. He noted his
gualifications as a prior Al aska State House Representative
and Senator and a 40-year nenber of the Alaska Bar
Associ ation. He explained that legislators were not allowed
to legislate in areas of |aws which infringed upon Second
Amendnent rights. The purpose of the court was to protect
citizens fromthe mgjority tranmpling on mnority rights as
reflected in the constitution. He asked what extent the
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court had in deciding for itself what was or was not a
constitutional i ssue, what could or could not be
| egislated, or what had to be decided by a court, not by
the representatives of the people. He clained to have seen
a consistent tilt in the Alaska Court System specifically
at the Al aska Suprenme Court level of a very expansive view
of its owm power and a limted one of the legislature. He
believed that the system inposed on the citizens of Al aska
has taken the judicial branch of governnment and expanded
its power at the expense of the legislature and the people.

He advocated for legislators to have a say in which
gualified names went before the governor for judgeship
consideration. He opined that in the past the judicial

counci | had <clearly manipulated the outcone of a
nom nation. He believed that HIR 33 corrected a fundamenta

flaw in Alaska's constitution that puts |awers in charge
of a branch of governnent rather than in the hands of the
people. He argued that the legislation would help fix a
br oken system

9:27:15 AM

M CHAEL PAULEY, ALASKA FAM LY COUNCIL, SEATTLE WASH NGTON
(via teleconference), supported nore public involvenent in
the process in which the State of Alaska selected,
eval uated, and retained its judges. He affirned the goal of
HIR 33. He noted the wide variety of nenbers serving on
various judicial nomnating comm ssions around the country.
From the perspective of the Alaska Famly Council, the
proposal of adding three additional public nenbers to the
judicial council was not out of the ordinary in conparison
to other states. He enphasized the popul ation of Al aska had
at least tripled fromthe tine of statehood and the court
system had grown along with it. He suggested that creating
a larger judicial counci | would be appropriate. He
concluded that there should be a proper balance between
nmenbers representing the bar association and nenbers
representing the general public. He did not believe that
the council would be out of balance wth three attorneys
and three public nenbers. He reported that the attorneys on
the council were selected by the board of governors of the
bar association, an entity with 4,212 nmenbers, representing
one half of 1 percent of the population of the state.
However, they get to choose half the regular voting nenbers
of the council. The three public nenbers were there to
represent the non-attorneys, the other 731,000 Al askans
served by the court system He clainmed that in the judicial
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council's current form an enornous anmount of power rested
in the hands of attorneys practicing law in front of judges
rather than in the hands of the general public. He noted
that the chief justice was a dues-paying nenber of the bar
association. In reality, the bar nenbers had a majority of
four of the seven seats of the council. He also enphasized
that the bar nmenbers were not appointed by the governor or
confirmed by the legislature. In contrast, the non-attorney
public nmenbers were required to appear before the House and
Senate Judiciary Committees for an interview process.

M. Pauley opined that the way in which Al aska' s Judicia
Council was structured was different from other conm ssions
and governnment. For exanple, physicians on the state
nmedi cal board were appointed by the governor, not by the
Al aska State Medical Association, and stood for |egislative
confirmation. He reported that the sanme process applied to
the Alaska Board of Nursing and the Alaska Board of
Pharmacy. He referenced five exanples in the past two years
where all three public nmenbers of the council voted yes to
nom nate a particular applicant for a judicial vacancy, but
all of the participating attorney nenbers voted no. In
each case, the chief justice sided with the attorneys,
defeating the nom nations and shortening the l|ist of nanes
submtted to the governor. He believed the potential for
the chief justice to influence decisions nade by the
council was undeni abl e. HIR 33 proposed to increase the
nunber of voting nenbers to nine, naking tie votes nore
rare.

9: 32: 58 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze CLOSED public testinony.

Representative Keller concluded his testinony by stating
that in the process of hearing HIR 33 in the House he was

baffl ed that the issue was such a big deal. He cited the
addition of three non-attorney nenbers to the judicial
council 1if the legislation passed. He asserted that the
reaction to the bill was anmazing and that he had never
heard of a problem with a non-attorney nenber on the
j udi ci al counci | . He ment i oned havi ng difficulty
understanding the rationale of anyone opposing the
| egi sl ation. He read from a book titled, "Al aska's

Constitutional Convention" (published by University of
Al aska) which he suggested provided proper context:" He
el aborated that the review of the convention consisted of
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five lawers and two laynmen. He specified that the
commttee agreed to follow the principles suggested by the
American Bar Association and to adapt the M ssouri Plan. He
recounted another section of the book where a consultant
tal ked about sonme of the issues that came up. The book
stated that these sections, referring to the judicial
br anch:
go a long way toward withdrawing the judicial branch
from the control of the people of this state and
placing it under that of the organized bar. No state
constitution has ever gone this far in placing one of
the three coordinate branches of the government beyond
the reach of denocratic influence. W feel that it is
in its desire to preserve the integrity of the courts
t he convention has gone further than necessary or safe
in putting themin the hands of a private professional
group, however public spirited the nenbers nay seemto
be.

Representative Keller went on to explain that t he
consultants suggested a nunmber of revisions that would
denocratize the proposed system by providing for the
| egislative confirmation of both the attorney and |ay

menbers of the judicial council. He reported that the
suggestions were not accepted by the neeting comittee
chairman and never reached the convention floor. He

reenphasi zed the inportance of allowing the public to vote
on the | egislation.

Co-Chair Stoltze nmade a historical reference before setting
the bill aside.

HIR 33 was HEARD and HELD in commttee for further
consi derati on.

9:38: 29 AM
AT EASE

9:43: 08 AM
RECONVENED

#hjr 18
HOUSE JO NT RESOLUTI ON NO 18

Proposi ng anendnents to the Constitution of the State
of Alaska relating to the office of attorney general.
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9:43: 21 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze presented HIR 18. He reported that Al aska
was one of seven states that did not elect its attorney
general . I nstead, Al aska's attorney general was appointed
by the governor. He expressed concern that, under the
current practice, the people of Alaska did not have a
voice. HIR 18 gave Alaskans a say in the process of
electing their state attorney general, an official that
made opi nions under the force of the law He also asserted
that there were no checks and bal ances within the executive
branch. Alaska's attorney general was given incredible
powers working as the head of the Departnent of Law and for
the governor. He declared that it was a stretch to refer to
the attorney general as the "people' s" attorney general. He
expressed confidence that if HIR 18 was brought to a public
vote it would be strongly supported and readily approved.
In proposing HIR 18 he surmsed that the |egislature had

the responsibility of practicing due diligence in
reviewing, refining, and perfecting the Ilegislation. He
agreed with fornmer governor Bill Egan, one of the founding
founders of the state, who believed in a strong executive
br anch. Prior to attending the first constitutional

convention, Territorial Senator Egan professed that the
station of attorney general should be an el ected position.

Co-Chair Stoltze pointed out that the tenure of elected
attorney generals in territorial times far surpassed that
of appointed attorney generals since statehood, another
argunment in support of the resolution. Also, he noted
menbers  of the constitutional convention expressing
concerns about not having enough attorneys to run for
of fice. Today, Al aska had nore than 4,000 nenbers of the
bar. He spoke of his admration for fornmer Governor Egan
and was glad they shared the same opinion on the inportance
of a strong executive branch. He hoped for the commttee's
support to nove the resolution forward.

9:51: 55 AM

Co-Chair Austerman stated that the objective was to
introduce HIR 18; public testinony would be heard at a
| ater date.

HIR 18 was HEARD and HELD in commttee for further
consi derati on.
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9:52:18 AM
At EASE

9:53: 03 AM
RECONVENED

#hb220
HOUSE BI LL NO. 220

"An Act repealing the secondary student conpetency
exam nation and related requirenents; and providing
for an effective date.”

9:53:14 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze MOWED to ADOPT the proposed conmttee
substitute for HB 220, Wrk Draft 28-LS0947\C, (M schel,
3/17/14). Co-Chair Austerman OBJECTED for discussion.

Co-Chair Stoltze stated that the CS responded to concerns
expressed by the House Finance Comm tt ee.

DANI EL  CGEORGE, STAFF, REPRESENTATI VE  BILL  STOLTZE,
expl ained the changes in the CS. In Sections 6 and 7 on
page 4 of the previous version there was a transition
period where students could continue to take the High
School Qualifying Gaduation Exam (HSQGE) for one year

following its repeal. He noted that the newest version
added the |anguage from lines 25 through the end of the
bill on page 5. He read the section:

RETROSPECTI VE | SSUANCE OF A HI GH SCHOOL DI PLOVA. (a)
At the request of a student nade by June 30, 2017, a
school district shall issue a high school diploma to a
student who did not receive a high school diplom
because the student failed to pass all or a portion of
the secondary school conpetency exam nation but who
received a certificate of achievenent under former AS
14.03.075. A school district shall mil a notice
consistent with this section to each student who
qualifies for a diploma under this section to the
student's last known address. (b) The Departnment of
Education and Early Devel opnent shall post a notice
consistent with this section on the departnent's
Internet website with information about how to request
a high school diploma. (c) In this section, "school
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district" has the neaning given in AS 14.30.350. Sec.
7. This Act takes effect imediately under AS
01.10. 070(c).

M. George concluded his presentation on HB 220.

9:55:44 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze asked for the bill sponsor's staff to
address the conmitt ee.

THOVAS  STUDLER, STAFF, REPRESENTATI VE  PETE  H Gd NS
reported that Representative H ggins had no opposition to
the new work draft.

Vi ce-Chair Neuman asked why the effective date was not
retroactive. M. Studler explained that any student that
did not pass the exam since its inception in 2004 would be
able to request a retrospective issuance of a high school
di pl oma.

9:57:39 AM

Representative Gara expressed that he appreciated and
supported HB 220. He recalled sone studies showing that 3
to 6 percent of school budgets were spent on teaching to
the exit exam rather than to curriculum He asked a
simlar question to Vice-Chair Neuman regarding the June
30, 2017 request deadline. He wondered why it would be
necessary to inpose a deadline on any student that had
previously received a certificate of achi evenent.

M. Studler responded that it would be up to the w sdom of
the coonmttee to nake a change.

Co-Chair Stoltze surmised that a deadline of three years
was a reasonable tinme period for past students to request
their diploma. He contended that a cutoff date served as a
not i vat or and af firnmed t hat el imnating t he t est
requi renent saved the state a significant anmount of noney.
He supported a request deadline of 2017 and suggested that
if there was a large group of students still [|ooking for
their diplom, the legislature could revisit the issue.

10: 02: 04 AM
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Representative GQuttenberg noted the imediate effective
date. He asked how many students w thout a diplom were
eligible to take the HSGQE and inquired if they were in
i nbo.

M. George deferred his response to M chael Hanl ey,
Comm ssi oner, Depart ment of Educati on and Early
Devel opnent .

10: 02: 51 AM

M CHAEL HANLEY, COW SSI ONER, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATI ON AND
EARLY DEVELOPMENT, cited that, since 2004, 2,968 students
received a certificate of achievenent rather than a diplom
because they could not pass the HSGQE. Just over 600 of
the 2,968 students have retested and passed the test since
the time of their initial exam Currently, about 2,300
students would be eligible to receive their diploma if the
| egislation passed. He reported that 48 percent of the
2,300 were students wth disabilities. The governor
suggested a three-year transition as one way of renoving
the HSGQE. U timately, the department supported the renoval
of the HSGQE without reference to the nethod. One way to
inmplenment the legislation would be to nake the bill
retroactive, which he supported. He nentioned that there
was an $8,000 conponent in the fiscal note that provided
for the Department of Education and Early Devel opnent
(DEED) to help school districts notify the 2,300 students
about the change in | aw.

Representative WIson asked the comm ssioner how nmany of
the 2,300 students received their General Education D plona
(GED).

10: 05:12 AM

Comm ssioner Hanley responded that he did not have a
nunber . He also informed the conmittee that the GED was
conducted by the Departnent of Labor and Wbrkforce
Devel opnent and was separate froma high school diplona.

Representative WIson asked for clarification as to the
maxi mum nunber of students that could retrospectively
request their diploma. Conmm ssioner Hanley stated that the
maxi mum nunber of students included the current year's
cohorts plus 2,300 past students.

House Fi nance Conmmittee 15 03/20/14 8:35 A M



Representative WIson again requested clarification that
the current high school seniors would be eligible to
receive their diploma if they conpleted their coursework.

Conmi ssioner Hanley replied that current seniors would
still be required to pass the HSGE prior to the
| egi sl ati on becom ng | aw. However, students that did not
pass the test and only had a certificate of achievenent
woul d be able to request their diploma after the |aw took
effect.

10: 06: 56 AM

Representative WIson wanted additional clarification about
whet her or not students would receive their diploma if the
|aw took effect prior to graduation of the current year.
She also wanted confirmation that the current high school
seniors were not included in the 2,300 nunber the
conmmi ssi oner provi ded.

Comm ssioner Hanley verified that current seniors would
receive their diplomas if the |aw becane effective prior to
graduation. He also affirmed that the «current vyear's
cohorts were not a part of the 2,300 past students that
woul d be eligible to receive a diploma under HB 220.

10: 07: 57 AM

Representative Minoz supported the |egislation. She asked
for details regarding conmunication to past students wth
at t endance certificates. Speci fically, she want ed
clarification about whether it would be the high school or
the department that would be followng up with and issuing
di plomas to students. She al so asked how DEED woul d work
with high schools to get the nessage out to the public
about the law, if it passed.

Comm ssioner Hanley reported that high schools issued
di pl omas. The departnent would partner along-side the
school districts to get word out to the public, hence the
$8 thousand fiscal not e. The fiscal note addressed
mai | i ngs, public service announcenents, and postings around
t he state.

Representative Mnoz suggested that legislators nmake an

announcenent via their newsletter in order to get the word
out to constituents if and once the |egislation passed.
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Comm ssi oner Hanl ey agreed enphatical ly.

10: 09: 43 AM

Vice-Chair Neuman was concerned wth eligible mlitary
personnel being able to neet a request deadline of 2017. He
did not want to see service nenbers nmss an opportunity to
receive a diploma because of an extended tour of duty
overseas or because of an accessibility issue.

Comm ssi oner Hanl ey responded that the bill did not specify
that a student would have to physically return to their
hi gh school to make a request. Past students could contact
their school renotely. He furthered that students who
received a certificate of conpletion but wanted a diplom
were nost |ikely making arrangenents to take the HSGQE and,
therefore, would have access to any change in graduation
requirenents. He was not as concerned about students who
were no | onger pursuing their diplom after three years.

Vice-Chair Neuman opposed having a three-year request
deadl i ne.

10: 12: 01 AM

Representative QGuttenberg asked why anyone would take the
HSGQE if it was apparent that the |egislation wuld pass.

Comm ssioner Hanley reported that the test was given in

Cctober and April of each year. In the current year the
test would be given in April prior to the Ilegislation
passi ng.

10: 12: 38 AM

Representative Thonpson <clarified that nenbers of the
mlitary were required to have a diplom. He was concerned
that civilian contractors, who wanted to join the mlitary,
woul d be ineligible if they m ssed a cutoff date.

Co-Chair Stoltze suggested renoving the objection and
adopting the CS in order to offer any changes.

Co- Chair Austerman W THDREW his OBJECTION. There being NO
further OBJECTI ON, Work Draft 28-LS0947\C was ADOPTED.
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Representative Gara agreed with Representative Neuman and
Representative Thonmpson on their point about inposing a
deadline. He wanted to know what grade |evel the HSGE
tested at and how nuch of teachers' tinme was spent teaching
to the exam

Co-Chair Austerman asked if Representative Gara's question
was directly rel ated.

Co-Chair Stoltze noted the savings of $1.4 million with the
elimnation of the HSGQE. He directed the conm ssioner to
provide information about the practicality of having a
deadl i ne and any other fiscal issues.

10: 15: 39 AM

Comm ssioner Hanley stated that the fiscal note was a
decrenent of $2.75 mllion.

Co-Chair Stoltze wanted further clarification about the
$2.75 mllion figure because of conflicting reports from
M. Morse about the state's obligations to the contractor.

Comm ssioner Hanley replied that the only difference was a
very small increnent of $8 thousand from the current year
to the next. The $8 thousand was designated for mailings
and dissem nating information to the public.

10: 16: 34 AM

Representative Thonpson MOED to ADOPT Anendnent 1, 28-
LS0947\N. I, M schel, 2/26/14 (copy on file):

Page 1, line 2, followng "requirenents;":

Insert "relating to an annual performance report
to the legislature by the Departnent of Education and
Early Devel opnent ;"

Page 1, line 6, follow ng "year":
I nsert "by el ectronic neans”

Co- Chair Austerman OBJECTED for di scussion.

Representative Thonpson detailed the anendnent. The
amendnent changed the reporting format from paper to
el ectroni c neans. The anendnment helped to reduce the use
of paper.
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Co- Chai r Stoltze support ed Amendmnent 1 but asked
Representative Thonpson to nmake it a conceptual anmendnent
to conformto the new CS.

Representative Thonpson MOVED that his anmendnent be a
conceptual anendnent.

Co- Chair Austerman W THDREW his OBJECTION. There being NO
further OBJECTIQON, it was so ordered. Amendnent 1 was
ADOPTED

10:19: 25 AM

Representative Gara MOVED to ADOPT Anendnent 2 (copy on
file):

Page 4, line 26:
Del ete "made by June 30, 2017"

Co-Chair Austerman OBJECTED for di scussi on.

Representative Gara described the anmendnent. The anendnent
woul d all ow students to apply for a diploma at any tine if
they conpleted their course requirements. He did not see
any reason to treat people who conpleted the sane
coursework differently due to a diplom request deadline.
He suggested renoving the cutoff date entirely.

Representative WIson asked if there was an established
period of tinme school districts were required to retain
their records. She questioned whether it was the student
or the school district that was responsible for verifying
graduation qualifications.

Comm ssi oner Hanl ey answered that records would Dbe
avai l able and that districts would be nailing out notices
to students who received their certificate of achi evenent.

Representative WIson asked whether a high school would
have the ability to verify a student's eligibility if the
student requested a diplonma at sone point in the future.

Conmi ssioner Hanley confirmed that records would be
avai | abl e.

10: 22: 00 AM
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Represent ati ve Edgnon asked the conm ssioner to explain the
counterpoint to having a deadline in place.

Comm ssioner Hanley replied that the deadline allowed
students to either pass the HSGXE now or request the
i ssuance of their diploma within three years. He didn't see
the applicability of soneone meking a request at 30 or 40
years of age.

10: 22: 51 AM

Co-Chair Stoltze disputed that the anendnent was a punitive
nmeasure. He believed that people respond well to deadlines
and that they served as good notivators. He enphasized that
he wanted to nmake sure kids get their diploms, deadline or
no deadline. He had no objection to the anendnent.

Co-Chair Austerman W THDREW his OBJECTION. There being NO
further OBJECTION, it was so ordered. Anmendnent 2 was
ADCOPTED.

10: 24: 36 AM

Co- Chair Austerman asked for any objections.

Co-Chair Stoltze MOVED to REPORT CSHB 220 (FIN) as anended
out of commttee with individual recomendati ons and the
attached fiscal notes.

There being NO OBJECTION, CSHB 220 was REPORTED out of
commttee with a "do pass" recomendation and with one new
fiscal inpact note from the Departnment of Education and
Early Devel opnent .

#
ADJ OURNVENT

10: 25: 35 AM

The neeting was adjourned at 10:25 a. m
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