SENATE FI NANCE COW TTEE
February 3, 2014
6:03 p.m

6: 03: 44 PM

CALL TO ORDER

Co-Chair Meyer called the Senate Finance Commttee neeting
to order at 6:03 p.m

VEMBERS PRESENT

Senat or Pete Kelly, Co-Chair

Senat or Kevin Meyer, Co-Chair

Senat or Anna Faircl ough, Vice-Chair
Senator Cick Bishop

Senat or M ke Dunl eavy

Senat or Lyman Hof f man

Senat or Donny O son

VEMBERS ABSENT

None

ALSO PRESENT

Mary Gaham Self, Juneau; Robert Caus, President, Craig
Cty School District, Juneau; Bridget Smth, Self, Juneau;
Ann G fford, Self, Juneau; Mary Hakala, Self, Juneau; Joan
Pardes, Self, Juneau; Geron Brown, Self, Juneau; Allison
Smth, Self, Juneau; Paul D. Beran, Self, Juneau.

PRESENT VI A TELECONFERENCE

Jeff Harris, Self, Bethel; Barbara Haney, Self, Fairbanks;
Lance Roberts, Self, Fairbanks; Christopher Benshoof, Self,
Fai rbanks; Fran March, Self, Kodiak; Kathy Sinpler, Self,
Kodi ak; Betty Mactavish, Self, Kodiak; Gayle Harbo, Self,
Fai r banks; Robin Fei nman, Self, Fairbanks; M ke Brax, Self,
Fai rbanks; Chris Villano, Self, Fairbanks; Mari Jorgenson,
Sel f, Fairbanks; Barbara Parker, Board Menber, Delta/ Geely
School District, Delta Junction; Valerie Brooks, Self,
Ket chi kan; Jake Todd, Good Taste, Anchorage; WIIliam
Theuer, Self, Anchorage; Terrie Cottstein, Self, Anchorage;
Kevin MGee, National Association for the Advancenent of



Col ored People, Anchorage; Ted Angstadt, Self, Anchorage;
Wanda G eene-Laws, President, National Association for the
Advancenent of Col ored Peopl e- Anchorage, Anchorage; Alison
Arians, Self, Anchorage; Valerie Waldrop, Self, Anchorage;
Deena Mtchell, Self, Anchorage; Joe Boyle, President, Mat-
Su Education Association, Mit-Su; Marsha Burns, Self,
Anchorage; Lynn Highland, Self, Anchorage; WIIliam MLeod,
Superi nt endent , Di|l'i ngham Cty School District,
DI lingham Any Bollenbach, Self, Honmer; Katie Finn, Self,
Anchor Point; Arlene Ronda, Self, Honer; WIIliam Bruu,
Self, Fairview, Peter Scott, Self, Wasilla; Kristina
Tornqui st, Self, Palmer; James Chesbrosr, Self, Wisilla;
Tracey Martin, Self, Wasilla; Ernie Kirby, Self, Palner;
Emly Forstner, Self, Palmer; Getchen Whmhoff, Self,
Chugi ak; Sean Reilly, Self, Palmer; Tim Wlters, Self,
Wasilla; Cheryl Romatz, KPEA, Sol dotna; LaDawn Druce, Vice
President, NEA Al aska, Soldotna; Henry Anderson, Self,
Kenai; Cathleen Rolph, KPEA, Soldotna; Hugh Hays, Self,
Sol dotna; Marge Hays, Self, Soldotna; Brian Schilling,
Self, Eagle River; David Nees, Self, Anchorage; Joelle
Hall, Self, Eagle River; M chael Chanbers, Chair, Al aska
Li bertari an Party, Anchor age; Sar ah Davi es, Sel f,
Anchorage; Nora Herzog, Students Wth a Voice, Anchorage;
Andrea Lang, Sel f, Anchor age; Rober t McCl ory, Sel f,
Ket chi kan; Mark Roseberry, North Slope Borough Education
Associ ati on, Bar r ow, Bobby Lasall e, Sel f, Fai r banks;
M chelle Thomas, Self, Fairbanks; Wndy Deners, Self,
Fai r banks; Aaron Lojewski, Self, Fairbanks; Don Gay, Self,
Fai rbanks; Rebecca Baxter, Self, Fairbanks; Tamry Snith,
Self, Fairbanks; Robert Taylor, Self, Anchorage; Neva
Reece, Self, Anchorage; Marilyn Pillifant, Self, Anchorage;
Patrick LeMay, Self, Anchorage; Tamara Krus-Roselius, Self,
Anchor age; Mar k M tchell, Al euti ans East Educati on
Associ ation, King Cove; D xie Hood, Self, Juneau; Denise
Koch, Self, Anchorage; Jane Yokoyama, Self, Anchorage; M ke
Coons, Self, Palner; denn Biegel, Self, Anchorage; Annette
Barnett, Self, Tuntutuliak; Tina Wagener, Self, Sterling;
Virginia Rusch, Self, Anchorage; Curtis Wtkins, Self,
Fai rbanks; Patti Hi ggins, Self, Anchorage; George Pierce,
Self, Kasilof; R chard Onorato, Self, Anchorage; Posie
Boggs, Self, Anchorage; Linda Hulen, Self, Anchorage;
Patrick Mntague, Self, Anchorage; Mtt Mller, Self,
Anchor age.

SUMVARY

SIR 9 CONST. AM  EDUCATI ON FUNDI NG
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SJR 9 was HEARD and HELD in conmittee for further
consi derati on.

#sjr9
SENATE JO NT RESCOLUTI ON NO. 9

Proposi ng amendnments to the Constitution of the State
of Alaska relating to state aid for education.

Co- Chair Meyer discussed the neeting s agenda.

6: 05: 37 PM

MARY GRAHAM SELF, JUNEAU, spoke in opposition to SJR 9 and
believed that the drafters of the Al aska State Constitution
had gotten it right that the state was responsible for
public education. She referenced coments that passing SJR
9 would not nean that Alaska would have vouchers, but
opined that unless there was agenda to create the ability
for state and | ocal public noney to be provided for private
and religious school attendance, there would be no need for
the legislation. She related that recent research showed
that many factors were responsible for students not
succeeding and that choice of school did not overcone the
nunber 1 predicator of school failure, which was poverty.
She thought the state needed to be focusing its limted
energies towards making sure that its public schools could
neet the challenges of nodern education, particularly
during a tinme of declining revenues.

ROBERT CLAUS, PRESIDENT, CRAIG CITY SCHOOL Dl STRICT,
JUNEAU, expressed opposition to SIR 9 and thought that it
removed accountability for spent state dollars for a
"false" illusion of choice. He discussed the w de range of
options that Craig's schools offered and opined that the
voucher system would not do nothing for the majority of
school districts, particularly anong Rur al Al askan
communities that did not have a |arge enough popul ation
base to support private schools. He concluded that this was
not the time for a constitutional change.

BRI DGET SM TH, SELF, JUNEAU, testified strongly agai nst SJR
9 and opined that public funds should not be used for
private and religious schools. She thought that changing
the state's constitution to accommobdate SJR 9's idea would
allow the separation of church and state to disappear from
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education and believed it could represent a slippery sl ope.
She thought that admnistering the resolution's program
woul d be conplex and far nore expensive than the current
publ i c-school system She thought that when public funding
was involved in private uses, every single private and
religious school should be subject to scrutiny and be
vetted and approved; furthernore, adm nistrative oversight
woul d have to be created. She offered that the role of the
public education systemin a denocracy was crucial and that
part of the civic mssion of public schools was to educate
all students as citizens. She offered that public schools
t aught people how to be critical t hi nkers, civic
participants, and how to commit to and work towards the
comon good. She concl uded that public schools were created
in part to provide an equitable education to all children
and that having a well education popul ace was essential for
the common good; this could only be guaranteed through a
publi ¢ school system

6:11: 32 PM

ANN G FFORD, SELF, JUNEAU, expressed opposition to SIR 9
and hoped that the state would instead focus on
strengthening its public school system She offered that
public schools were provided for in the state's

constitution because, as a society, everyone benefited when
all children received a basic education; whereas, everyone
was hurt when children did not get a basic education. She
opined that in Al aska, nost children were only able to get
a good education through the public schools. She thought
that broadening the choice options so that sone students
could use public noney to attend private school only hel ped
the students that were able to access those options. She
poi nted out that the students who needed the help the nost
often lived in renote parts of Alaska where there were no
private schools or they lived in a situation where they
| acked the proper support to help take advantage of a
private choice option. She was concerned that vouchers or
ot her private school choices would not benefit the students
that wutilized them and referenced failures of simlar
prograns. She poi nt ed out t hat t here was | ess
accountability about how the nobney was spent in a voucher
system She thought that when public noney was spent for
education, people were entitled to expect safe schools that
did not discrimnate, provided due process, used certified
teachers, and taught a curriculumthat net state standards.
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MARY HAKALA, SELF, JUNEAU, spoke in opposition to SJR 9 and
di scussed her famly's personal experience navigating
through the school system in Alaska. She believed in
options, but believed in them within the public school
framework where students’ and parents’ rights were
respected and safeguarded and where there were standards
that were nmet. She thought that ultimately, SIJR 9 would
| ead to vouchers and did not assune that it only involved
access to correspondence and course materials. She believed
that public education was the great nelting pot of Anerica
and that it taught children to renmenber common ground when
|l ooking at differences in each other. She thought that
vouchers led to ideol ogical encl aves and surrounded
students with resources, people, and perspectives that were
often very singul ar.

6: 18: 04 PM

JOAN PARDES, SELF, JUNEAU, testified in strong opposition
to SJR 9. She thought that the public education system was
not broke but was underfunded. She stated that nothing
could succeed without reliable resources and that if the
| egislators used all of their resources to fix the current
public education system there would be sone good results.
She thought that the resolution wuld splinter the
resources that were available to educators. She opined that
it would wonderful be if the legislature could put
resources into the current system to fix it before other
options were discussed.

Vice-Chair Fairclough inquired if M. Pardes worked for the
school system Ms. Pardes replied in the negative.

GERON BROWN, SELF, JUNEAU, spoke in opposition to SJIR 9 and
related his previous experience teaching at a private
school. He recalled how the school system that he had
worked in had faced a simlar proposal, but that there had
been opposition to the idea because of concerns of state
oversight; the private school was successful because the
peopl e that supported it had a trenendous interest in the
school. He recalled that the private school did not have

transportation, speci al education services, or free
lunches. He did not feel that SIJR 9 would inprove the
overall education system He felt that the Ilegislation

woul d inprove the education system for sone people, while
diverted already depleted resources away from the current
public system He opined that while the current system was
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not perfect, it had equitable access. He thought the state
should focus on having the students, fanilies, teachers,
| egi slators, community | eaders, parents, and others provide
and show support for the school system

Senator Dunleavy inquired if M. Brown was a nenber of the
Nat i onal Education Association (NEA). M. Brown replied in
the affirmative.

ALLI SON SM TH, SELF, JUNEAU, testified in opposition to SJIR
9 and shared that equity in education was an issue for her.
She thought that the students who would benefit from the
|l egislation were the ones that already had honmes and
parental support that hel ped them navigate the system She
noted that the resolution would allow charter schools to
spend nore than the amount of the vouchers and offered that
it could potentially create nore of a class system She
observed that private and religious schools could
di scrim nate based on gender, religion, i ncone,
standardi zed test scores, special needs, and behavior and
opi ned that tax payer noney should be going to a free and
appropriate education for all students.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if Ms. Smth was nenber of the NEA
Ms. Smith replied in the affirmative.

6:24: 02 PM

JEFF HARRI'S, SELF, BETHEL (via teleconference), spoke in
opposition to SIJR 9 and thought that a constitutional
change shoul d happen in response to or in the prevention of
a grave danger. He wondered what had changed that mnade the
anmendnent necessary. He thought that the real danger wth
the resolution was regarding what happened in 5, 10, or 20
years. He discussed his own education in the public schoo
system and how he used the experienced gained there in his
life. He thought that it was inportant to have as many
options and opportunities as possible in the public-schoo
system He pointed out that not everyone would be a CEO of
a conpany or the owner of their own place and that the
state needed people who knew how to work. He thought that
the state would mss out on a lot of students by diluting
noney that the public-education systemreceived.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Harris was a nmenber of the
NEA. M. Harris replied in the affirmative.
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Co-Chair Meyer noted for the record that there were a
nunber of people testifying in opposition to and in support
of SJR 9 in nenbers' packets. He relayed that the conmttee
read the witten testinony that was submtted.

BARBARA HANEY, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke
in opposition to SIJR 9. She related that the city of
&l ahoma had 35 bible colleges and wondered how many were
in Al aska. She opined that the Shel don Jackson Deci sion had
cost the state enornously regarding higher education. She
supported how the resolution addressed higher education,
but expressed concerns with how it addressed K-12. She
stated that the state had previously had choice in the form
of "purchase orders" and offered that every homne-school
nother in the state knew about them She thought that
purchase orders and vouchers were the sane things and noted
that the state had taken away the ability already with the
adoption of the comon-core standards. She thought that the
common-core standards needed to be re-drafted and the state
should restore the choice in education that was previously
t here.

6:29: 36 PM

LANCE ROBERTS, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), urged
his support of SJR 9 and thought that conpetition was a
good thing. He recalled how de-regulation and conpetition
had greatly inproved the price of |ong distance phone calls
in the past and thought that the legislation would help
bring equitable access to everyone. He noted that in other
states, simlar legislation had enabled those of |ower
income to be able to make a choice that they could not
afford previously; he predicted that the |egislation would
help bring equitable access to education in Alaska. He
offered that the legislature should let the people of the
state decide on the issue and wanted to see nore
conpetition regarding education. He reported that Fairbanks
was currently spending $16,000 per student, which was one
of the highest costs per student in the nation and opined
that the state was not getting the results from those high
cost s.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Roberts was a nenber of the
NEA. M. Roberts replied in the negative.

Senator Bishop discussed a recent News Mner article that
showed that the Fairbanks Northstar Borough School District
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had the |owest scores of high school graduates who needed
remedi al math and English when they entered the University
of Alaska's system he clarified that the district was the
best per f or mer in the state regarding not needi ng
remedi ation in those categories.

CHRI STOPHER BENSHOOF, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via tel econference),
spoke in opposition to SJR 9 and related that it would open
the door for a voucher system that would allow public noney
to fund private schools. He opined that Al aska' s current
charter-school |law was the best in the nation and all owed
for charter schools to be created within the unbrella of
the public school system this enabled new educational
opportunities to energe that were still held accountable to
t he sane st andar ds of accreditation, t eacher
qualifications, and graduation requirenents as their public
counterparts. He thought that considering how the changes
woul d benefit students was inportant and opined that
students in Alaska already had a |ot of options. He offered
that redirecting funds away from public schools would
negatively affect already constrai ned budgets and created a
private and expensive market for schooling that would be
| argel y unaccountable. He thought that teachers around the
state were excited at prospects of inproving student
achi evement, but that the resolution would only hurt the
gual ity of student experience and teaching expertise in the
educati on system

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Benshoof was a nmenber of the
NEA. M. Benshoof replied in the affirmative.

6: 34: 30 PM

FRAN MARCH, SELF, KODI AK (via teleconference), testified in
opposition to SIJR 9. She thought that the state should go
back and re-look at how public schools were funded. She
referenced two articles in the Anchorage Daily News that
di scussed poverty levels and the inequities that existed
between different <children and their hone |ives. She
expounded that some students did not have the advantages
that came with children who had a stay-at-hone parent or
nore finances supporting them She hoped that the state
would redirect its thinking and take a deeper |ook at what
was going on in Alaska' s schools and what type of action
was needed to nake sure that every student succeeded. She
added that she was a nenber of NEA, but was not part of the
political action conmttee.
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KATHY SI MPLER, SELF, KODI AK (via teleconference), testified
in opposition to SJR 9 and stated for the record that she
was a menber of the NEA. She thought that opening the
constitution to allow school vouchers was not the intention
of the state's forefathers. She stated that public
education in the state was for all Al askan children and was
the last equalizer. She believed that public noney should
not go to religious or private schools and that doing so
prevented public institutions from reducing class sizes and
providing essential classroom resources. She offered that
voucher schools were not held to any standards and were
able to pick their students, which she thought would | ead
to segregation. She urged the support of Alaska' s public
education system

BETTY MACTAVI SH, SELF, KODIAK (via teleconference), spoke
in opposition to SIJR 9 and thought that the constitution
should remain as it was witten. She quoted from the Al aska
State Constitution. She referenced a "neo-conservative"
novenment across the nation to take public-tax dollars and
redirect them to fund public/private partnership under the
name of publicly funded school choice. She stated that
charter schools had no elected boards and opined that the
| egislation would lead to Al askans nore readily accept un-
elected boards in all areas of the governnent. She
cautioned that the resolution anpunted to taxation w thout
representation. She reported school that funding was based
on enrollnment and that nore charter schools would take
funding away from traditional K-12 schools. She thought
that it would be better to inprove existing public schools
instead and observed that charter schools targeted the
students that they wanted to enroll and not all of Alaska's
children. She thought that the resolution would result in
| ess noney getting into the classroom at a tinme when
Al aska's schools were struggling to adjust to the |Iatest
unfunded mnmandate of the new Alaskan standards. She
concluded that charter school provided |ess transparency
and diversity. She wanted tax payer dollars to be put into
good use within the public-school system

6:41: 39 PM

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Mctavish was a nenber of
the NEA. Ms. Mactavish replied in the negative, but stated
t hat she had taught in Oregon schools about 12 years prior.
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GAYLE HARBQ, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via tel econference),
testified in opposition to SIR 9 and shared that she was
proud of the state's public school system She hoped that
people would visit the public schools often to see the
variety of prograns that were offered to every child. She
di scussed the successes of her famly in the public school
system She opined that Al aska's public schools offered
every possible opportunity and believed that the state did
not need outside groups directing Alaska in how to run its
busi ness.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Harbo was a nenber of the
NEAA. Ms. Harbo replied in the affirmative.

ROBI N FEI NVAN, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via teleconference),
expressed opposition to SJIR 9 and stated that she believed
in public education. She opined that a forward thinking
society recognized that an educated populace was in
everyone's interest. She thought that in a world of
dwi ndling resources, the state did not have the luxury to
foster the creativity of "only the economcally well off,”
but rather it needed to |ook ahead to tap the intellectua
potential of all of its citizens. She believed that a
voucher system would be a step away from the state's goa
to offer educational opportunities to everyone. She thought
that siphoning public funds into private businesses would
negatively affect the successes of traditional public
schools and their students. She thought that given the
current discussion of nore accountability for public
schools, it would was hardly justified to propose funneling
nore noney into private institutions that were held |ess
accountable. She opined that it was a fallacy that a
voucher system would put the power of choice with the
parents, but offered that the system would put the power of
choice in the hands of the private and religious schools
that could hand pick the best and the brightest students;
furthernmore, it would result in requiring public schools to
do way nore with way |ess resources. She thought that the
| egislation was not equitable for all students and that
instead of taking away noney from public schools, they
shoul d be adequately funded and held to hi gher standards.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Feinman was a nenber of the
NEA. Ms. Feinman replied in the affirmative.

6:46: 00 PM
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M KE BRAX, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke in
support of SIJR 9. He discussed a poll that had been
conducted for the legislature the prior nonth and stated
that it had indicated that 84 percent of Al askans supported
amendi ng the constitution to allow a school choice program
in Al aska. He thought that the resolution would give Al aska
the opportunity to debate the direction that it wanted to
go. He noted that there had been a lot of coments on the
resolution's effects on the public school system Dbut
offered that no one knew whether it take away or give nore
noney to the school districts. He stated that the only
guestion before the conmittee was whether it wanted to
all ow Al askans to vote on the issue. He opined that that a
vote against the resolution was not a vote defending public
education, but was in fact a vote to restrict the
opportunities for public education. He thought it had been
shown that allow ng consuners to be part of the decision
maki ng process brought those consuners into the game; he
offered that the conputer and the telecomunications
i ndustries were exanples of this. He concluded that having
the ability to have nore choice and have a decentralized
consuner -driven industry would only inprove education.

Co-Chair Kelly inquired if M. Brax was a mnenber of the
NEA. M. Brax replied in the negative.

Co-Chair Kelly related to the commttee that he would not
be asking further testifiers if they were nenbers of the
NEA or not. He pointed out that no one's testinony was nore
or less valid depending on whether they were nenbers of the
NEA, but that he was trying to get a sense of where people
were comng fromon the resolution

Co-Chair Meyer agreed with the previous testifier that the
only issue before the conmttee was whether to give
Al askans the opportunity to vote on the issue.

CHRI'S VILLANO, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke
in opposition to SIJR 9. She discussed her nenbership in
vari ous organizations and related that she was very active
in her community. She reported that she was opposed to the
resol uti on because Al aska's constitution stated that public
funds needed to be used for public schools. She thought
that public funds should not be diverted to un-regul ated,
unaccountabl e private, secular, and religious schools. She
was excited about the potential of education and reform
that the governor had suggested, but offered that reform
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could not take place in over-crowded cl assroons. She stated
that Al aska's school districts were experiencing severe
cuts to teacher positons that would result in class sizes
i ncreasing by 3 students next year. She stated that she had
taught in Catholic schools, but was currently a public
school teacher. She currently had 29 students in a class at
a Title | school where children with special needs were
attendi ng. She referenced a recent non-partisan |legislative
research report that had indicated that vouchers could cost
upward $100 million, which concerned her. She thought that
Al aska needed to take care of its public schools because
they serviced all the children of the state, especially
those with the greatest need.

6:51:14 PM

MARI JORCGENSQN, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke
in opposition to SJR 9. She had taught for 34 years, 25 of
whi ch had been in public schools; prior to that, she had
been teaching in Catholic schools. She offered the due to
funding cuts, she had 6 4th graders and 19 5th graders in
her classroom She pointed out that even with the vouchers
that were in the resolution, her |owinconme students would
still be unable to afford private schooling. She reported
that the resolution was nmaking her fear that the state was
recreating segregation. She offered a study of the current
voucher program as proof that the vouchers did not work.
She opined that Alaska's public schools were not broken,
but that they were sadly underfunded.

BARBARA PARKER, BOARD MEMBER, DELTA/ GREELY SCHOOL DI STRI CT,
DELTA JUNCTION (via teleconference), spoke in opposition
to SJR 9 and pointed out that it would renove wording in
the constitution that specified that no public funds would
go towards the direct benefit of any religious or other
private educational institution. She was a firm supporter
of school choice for parents who knew what type of
institution would be the best suited for educating their
child. She expressed concerns that public funds to an
educational entity currently required accountability and
pointed out that the state already had multiple statutes
that required strict accountability. She wondered if the
state would be dealing with private entities and attenpt to
make them accountable because Al askans wanted to know if
the state nmoney was well spent. She further nused if the
state would require these private or religious schools to
hire only certificated teachers who were highly qualified
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in the subject that they were teaching; furthernore, in the
future, would it require religious schools to hire teachers
without bias to their religious preference. She wondered if
the state would require that all enployees of religious
schools submt to background checks or whether it would
require private and religious schools to adopt the state's
English, |anguage, and nmath standards, be assessed by those
standards, neet sone basic graduation requirenents, and
report under the new Al aska State Perfornmance index. She
urged the commttee to consider her above questions because
changing the constitution was a serious step that should be
t horoughly and transparently examined in public before it
is placed on the ballot; this would ensure for fair and
equi table accountability, but also would benefit private or
religious schools that nay not want interference from the
state in the future.

6: 56: 09 PM

VALERI E BROCKS, SELF, KETCHI KAN (via teleconference),
expressed opposition to SIJR 9. She explained that she was
an Al askan tax payer who supported public noney for public
schools and that she did not support altering the
constitution. She discussed the prior testinmony of D ane
Ravitch, who was a fornmer Assistant-Secretary of Education
for Research nationally, on March 1, 2012 before the Senate
Education Conmittee hearing on SJR 9. She quoted M.
Ravitch's testinony as foll ows:

| understand the inpulse behind vouchers. It s
fundanental |l y an anti - gover nnment, anti-public
education, pro-privatization sentinent.

| am opposed to vouchers.

| believe they wIll undermne and destroy public
educat i on.

| believe, based on ny nmany years of study, that
public education is one of the essential institutions
of a denocratic society-certainly of this very diverse
denocratic society. And we nust not sacrifice
the...Public schools are the institutions that teach
us to live together.

Ms. Brooks continued her testinony. She asserted that
private schools did not address the needs of special-needs
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students and were not publicly accountable. She opined that
vouchers did not mean school choice and urged the retention
and increases in funding for public schools. She asserted
that Al aska's constitution had been specifically witten to
preserve the state's denocracy and ensure that Al askans
retain public access to public services. She did not
support changing the constitution or public noney being
spent on private schools, but did support public noney
going to public schools.

JAKE TODD, GOOD TASTE, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution and discussed his career
personal politics, and Al askan roots. He offered that
anmending the constitution in the way the resolution
recomrended was a mstake. He asserted that there was no
peer-reviewed research that showed that vouchers had
increased student learning. He admtted that there were
some "bought and paid for" articles that «clained that
vouchers did increase learning, but that their logic was
full of holes. He related that charter schools in Al aska
were now public and open to everyone thought that passing
the legislation would be m st ake.

7:01: 09 PM

W LLI AM THEUER, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via tel econference), spoke
agai nst SJR 9. He agreed with Alaska's constitution that no
money shall be paid from public funds for the direct
benefit of any religious or private educational institution
and that public resources should go to public service;
furthernore, any nodification to that | anguage was
unwarranted and could lead to unforeseen consequences. He
opined that it was concerning that the conmttee may have
suggested that it had not considered what the resolution's
changes m ght be.

TERRIE GOTTSTEIN, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution and disclosed that she was
not a nmenber of the NEA. She was a parent with children in
the Anchorage School District and spoke in strong support
of public education. She pointed to California as an
exanple of a state where parents had to spend a significant
anount of noney to send their children to good schools. She
did not support public dollars going to private or
religious education. She pointed to private Islamc,
Jewi sh, and Christian schools as exanples. She stressed
that the state was facing serious underfunding of the
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education system at present and discussed the nyriad

options provided to children wth different |earning
styl es.
7:06: 42 PM

KEVIN MCGEE, NATIONAL ASSCCI ATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF
COLORED PEOCPLE, ANCHORACGE (via teleconference), spoke on
behalf of the NAACP Anchorage branch and stated his
opposition to the resolution. He opined that t he
legislation was an attenpt to cut nore noney from the
public school system and that public schools already had
i nadequat e base student allocation (BSA) funding. He shared
that he had 3 children who were graduates of the Anchorage
School District and opined that school choice was code for
public funding of private schools. The association feared
that the change to the constitution would change education
to a private comobdity rather than a public endeavor and
could reverse Al aska's |ongstandi ng devel opnent of |earning
and civic virtue through public schools that were staffed
with  professional teachers wth children from al
backgr ounds.

TED ANGSTADT, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), voiced
opposition to the resolution and spoke as a teacher,
parent, and NEA nenber. He discussed his famly and rel ayed
that he was a retired mlitary nmenber. He stated that he
worked as a teacher in a high-needs Title | school. He
di scussed the makeup of the schools related to Title I,
many students with di sabilities, and ow  parent
invol venent. He believed the resolution was a threat to
residents' liberty. He hoped that Al askans could do better
than the resolution and help children that needed it.

7:11:16 PM

WANDA GREENE- LAWS, PRESI DENT, NATI ONAL ASSOCI ATI ON FOR THE
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE- ANCHORAGE, ANCHORAGE (via
t el econference), spoke in opposition to the resolution. She
added that there were sone people who supported the
argunent that children should have the option of attending
schools that were not struggling. She opined that when nost
of the options were no better or worse than what was
currently offered and scarce public-school funds were used

for funding the schools, it left the children in the
publ i c-school sector with fewer resources. She opined that
t he resol ution woul d i npede | ear ni ng and school
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i nprovenents. She discussed Brown versus the Board of
Education and offered that future segregation would be
based on class rather than race.

ALI SON ARI ANS, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via tel econference), voiced
opposition to the resolution and spoke from the perspective
of a small business owner and parent. She offered that
there were already plenty of choices in Al aska and thought
t hat vouchers would take away from public schools that were
al ready struggling. She stated that public schools were
available to everyone and urged the conmmttee to support
themrather than pulling resources away fromthem

VALERI E WALDROP, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), She
voi ced opposition to the resolution and spoke from the
perspective as a parent. She talked about Hawaii and
relayed that the schools were awful there. She did not want
furloughs to be the next step for Alaska's schools. She
believed the governor's resolution was a distraction from
critical work before the legislature. She opined that the
resolution wuld lead to an enornobus waste of tine and
noney. She urged the inportance of working together to help
public schools thrive.

7:16: 09 PM

DEENA M TCHELL, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via tel econference), spoke
in strong opposition to the resolution. She understood that
the state's schools had nmde great strides and that
graduation rates had been increasing. She took her hat off
to everyone in the school districts and discussed diversity
offered in the Anchorage School District. She shared
personal information about her children's experience. She
stressed that there was nuch choice currently available in
Al aska's schools. She related that the cost of potential
| egi sl ati on was unknown and referenced a non-partisan study
that had indicated that it could cost approximately $100

mllion in public school funds if a voucher system was
instituted; she conpared that to the effects of the $23
mllion cut to education in the current year. She supported

public schools and thought that the legislation was a
di version that the state could not afford to focus on.

JOE BOYLE, PRESIDENT, MAT-SU EDUCATI ON ASSCCI ATI ON, MAT-SU
(via teleconference), testified against the resolution and
spoke of the need to provide a quality education for every
child. He tal ked about advocates for universal education in
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the 19th century. He spoke in support of diversity in
America and opined that public education was the reason for
it. He supported public schools and wunity, but did not
support dividing and sorting Anerica's students.

7:21: 09 PM

MARSHA BURNS, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
in strong opposition to the resolution. She thought that
diverting public funds to private educational institutions
was wong and did not support anending the constitution to
allow that. She stated that private school vouchers were
not the answer to educational system problens and offered
that studies had not shown that vouchers inproved the
educational outcomes for students. She believed that
providing public funds to private schools would reduce
funding for public schools and would reduce services that
would be offered to students. She thought that the
resolution mght result in fewer students graduating and
asked the commttee to oppose it.

LYNN HI GHLAND, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), was
not affiliated with the NEA and voiced opposition to the
resolution. He supported public education and opposed
anything that diluted its funding. He referenced a recent
study that had indicated that every new high school student
that graduated would confer a net return to tax payers of
nearly $130,000 and that it was clear that support for
education was in society's best interest; however, he did
not believe that vouchers advanced education. He asserted
that research showed that public education was as good as
and sonetines better than students with vouchers attending
private school. He referenced 3 studies and clained that
they denonstrated that there was no statistically
significant difference in achievenment between students in
public schools and those with voucher assistance in private
schools. He admitted that rich children in private schools
did better than poor children in public schools. He agreed
that sone private schools did a great job, but asserted
that public funding of private schools did not inprove
student performance; furthernore, it would take nobney away
from those things repeatedly shown to inprove student
performance in public schools. He opined that smaller class
si zes, good teachers, and high quality preschools were all
known to boost achievenent. He concluded that intelligent
fundi ng of public education was what worked.
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7:26:09 PM

WLLIAM MCLEOD, SUPERI NTENDENT, DILLINGHAAM C TY SCHOOL
DI STRICT, DILLINGHAM (via teleconference), spoke against
the resolution. He shared a philosophical perspective on
education that a free public education system was a
fundamental part of sustaining a denocratic republic. He
di scussed an educated electorate being necessary and
t hought that m xing sonme of the issues in SJIR 9 could | ead
to elitist kinds of systens. He discussed the separation of
church and state and noted the estimated cost of a voucher
system caused him quite a bit of concern. He wondered where
$100 mllion could be cut from He pointed out that the
current public system offered nuch choice and discussed
various prograns offered in his comunity. He shared a
per sonal story related to D llingham and spoke to
i nprovenents in third grade reading, witing, and math
proficiency in Dillingham He related the challenges to
graduation rates in rural Alaska and related that
DI lingham had raised those rates and as well as decreased
its drop-out rates. He was concerned of the potential harm
that could result from the resolution's proposed changes.
He cautioned against creating an "Alaskan Enron" or
educati onal mel tdown.

7:31:27 PM

AMY BOLLENBACH, SELF, HOVER (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution. She echoed the sentinments of
previous opposition testinony and believed the idea was
dangerous. She spoke about fundanentalist teachings of a
Wahhabi novenent within the Islamc religion and offered
that they taught that it was ok to kill a non-Wahhabi; she
cautioned that the state could be hel ping support Whhabi
schools with SIJR 9. She clainmed that the Wahhabi novenent
had spent $87 billion to enhance Wahhabi schools in the
non- Muslim world, much of which was ainmed at the United
States. She opined that passing the resolution could result
in Al aska fundi ng Wahhabi school s.

KATIE FINN, SELF, ANCHOR PO NT (via teleconference), spoke
in opposition to the resolution. She read from the Al aska
State Constitution on Article 9, section 6 related to
publ i c purpose as follows:

No tax shall be levied, or appropriation of public
noney mnade, or public property transferred, nor shal
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the public credit be wused, except for a public
pur pose.

Ms. Finn continued to quote from the constitution and
related that it stated that nothing in the above section
shall prevent paynent of public funds for the direct
educational benefit of students as provided by |aw She
cited page 144 of the citizen's guide to the Al aska State
Constitution and related that the issue was not new to the
state; the issue had been addressed directly in 1962 and
1979. She di scussed the 1979 proposition of the state-grant
program that paid Al askan residents who were attending
private college the difference between their tuition and
that of the University of Al aska; opponents of the proposa
claimed that it benefited the private schools directly and
voters had rejected the proposal. The court declared that
the grants violated the direct benefit clause of Section 1
of the Alaska State Constitution because the student was
acting as a conduit for the transm ssion of state funds to
private coll eges.

7: 36: 09 PM

ARLENE RONDA, SELF, HOMER (via teleconference), voiced
opposition to the resolution. She remarked that the
separation of church and state was an inportant part of the
constitution; furthernmore, along with that right cane the
responsibility to support the right of others to be able to
do the sane. She asserted that there were currently nany
opportunities for parents to seek education in private and
or religious affiliated schools and that there were a vast
variety of public funding options. She related that public
schools had a clear purpose to provide basic education for
everyone regardless of inconme, ethnicity, religion, and
parental or political views. She urged the conmttee to
keep a clear separation between church and state and
support the state's public schools.

WLLIAM BRUU, SELF, FAIRVIEW (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution. He shared that he had gone to
school in Long Island New York and related that it was
considered one of the top schools in the United States. He
stated that his education had taught him a | esson fromthe
1860s. He learned that econom cally advantaged individuals
in the southern states gained their econom c advantage by
enslaving the efforts of others; the southerners had
created a situation whereby education for their |abor force
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was a punishable offense. He offered that the legislation
woul d take us back to the days of slavery. He recalled a
personal story about serving in the Ar Force and pointed
out that there was a lot of discrimnation. He offered that
the less you educate the population, the easier it is to
control. He reported that the idea of cutting funding to
public education is norally wong.

PETER SCOTT, SELF, WASILLA (via teleconference), supported

t he voucher system and was willing to entertain the concept
of introducing one. He was for public education and
believed that it had a place; however, it was the private

school s that had hel ped his children the nost.

7:42:33 PM

KRI STI NA  TORNQUI ST, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference),
spoke in opposition to the resolution. She had grown up in
Finl and where the public education system was considered
one of the best in the world. She thought that SIJR 9
represented an incredulous and dangerous proposition. She
stressed that public noney should go to public schools
because public education was the nost effective social
equal i zer. She stated that children from broken hones, |ow
incone famlies, or immgrant famlies faced nore problens
than those from niddle and upper class famlies; these
children m ght have to baby sit and have |ess support for
school at hone. She offered that nore choice of schools

would not help children from broken hones, |ow incone
famlies, or immgrant famlies. She pointed out that
public schools accepted all children regardless of

background. She stressed that the change would do nothing
to help students and stated that religious and private
schools were not held to the sane standards as public
schools. She did not believe a voucher system would in the
help the state's rural, renpte comunities.

JAMES CHESBROSR, SELF, WASILLA (via teleconference), spoke
agai nst SJR 9. He provided quotes from text books that were
used in publicly funded schools in Louisiana that
illustrated bigotries, raci sm religious views, and
outdated science that was being taught. He opined that
public dollars should not be used to convey m sinformation
and bigotry. He concluded that public schools pronoted the
public good and that people were free to choose private
educat i on.
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7:48:11 PM

TRACEY MARTIN, SELF, WASILLA (via teleconference), spoke
agai nst SJR 9. She spoke from the perspective of a teacher
and a 4th generation Al askan and stated that she was a
product of the state's public schools. She related that her
children had gone through the state's public schools and
that her grandchildren were attending public school. She
stressed that public schools offered choice currently and
were doing a good job; however, the public schools needed
nore funding. She enphasized that public schools were
inclusive while private schools were exclusive and stated
that it was inportant to support the state's public
schools. She opined that it was a fallacy that vouchers
woul d give poor students access to private schools and
related that private schools sent their unwanted students
to public schools. She stressed that the |egislature needed
to worry about the inpacts of vouchers on public schools.

ERNI E KIRBY, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference), spoke in
strong opposition to the resolution. He was excited about
the choices his children had in the public schools in Mat-
Su. He was concerned that he had heard nothing in the
di scussion of SIJR 9 about inflation proofing public schools
in order to enable them to mintain their current
outstanding prograns. He did not want his children's
choices in their K-12 systemto erode.

EMLY FORSTNER, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution. She thought the legislature was
pretty set on noving the resolution forward despite the
objections that had been voiced the previous spring. She
opined there was a strong mstrust of public institutions
in our society and spoke in support of protecting the
public trust. She believed it was inperative to back and
support the state's public schools.

7:54:15 PM

GRETCHEN WEHVHOFF, SELF, CHUG AK (via teleconference),
spoke against the resolution and related that the issue
needed further support and planning. She spoke from the
perspective of a retired school teacher. She referenced the
sponsor statenent and pointed to a paragraph conmparing
educational resources for adults to those of children; she
did not believe the conparison was a fair or realistic
argunent. She stressed that the issue was huge for public
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education and spoke to the successes of public education in
Anchorage. She believed the issue should be supported by
nore information and study and wondered where the noney for
a voucher system would cone from

SEAN REILLY, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution and believed the state should be
taking its tine when attenpting to anend the constitution
He stated that public education was a great equalizer. The
| egislature had flat funded the BSA in the past several
years, which would not inprove outconmes in education.
Providing public funding for private or religious schools
would seriously detract from efforts towards public
educati on. He shared personal informati on about hi s
famly's educational experience and did not believe there
woul d be many people in favor resolution.

8: 00: 24 PM

TIM WALTERS, SELF, WASILLA (via teleconference), spoke in
opposition to the resolution. He stated that t he
legislation had nmany problens surrounding it like

managenent, funding, equity, and justice. He opined that
the resolution would open the door to dismantling one of
the basic constitutional protections of education in Al aska
without first working out the details. He stressed the
i nportance of working issues out prior to making changes to
the state's constitution.

CHERYL ROVATZ, KPEA, SCOLDOTNA (via teleconference), She
encouraged the conmmttee to do nore research on the
resolution. She spoke from the perspective of a teacher.
She discussed a class she taught that showed students how
to work within the rules of society, as well as the value
of fair conpetition. She related that she taught her
students that taxes paid for public services, while private
noney paid for business. She believed the resolution would
be like giving noney to Fedex or UPS because soneone did
not like United States Postal Service.

LADAWN DRUCE, VICE PRESIDENT, NEA ALASKA, SOLDOTNA (via
tel econference), spoke on behalf of NEA Al aska's president
and in opposition to the resolution. She opined that
changes to the constitution should be handled very
carefully and that no evidence had been provided to warrant
opening the state's constitution. She wondered if the
public was aware of the nunerous choices that were already
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available within the public school system She discussed
greater accountability to education and stated that no
evi dence existed that the resolution would provide a better
education. She thought that Al aska should not ganble on an
expense as large as the resolution when districts were
faci ng budget cuts across the state.

8:06:17 PM

HENRY ANDERSQON, SELF, KENAI (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution. He did not believe the state's
constitution should be changed to fund private or religious
schools. He stated that private schools could discrimnate
agai nst students. He wurged the commttee to hold the
resolution in conmttee.

CATHLEEN ROLPH, KPEA, SOLDOTNA (via teleconference), voiced
opposition to the resolution and stated that a free public
education was the great equalizer. She stated that sending
funds to private schools dimnished funds to the public
school system and that all children deserved the sane
education. She pointed to websites showing that the state
may give $3,000 to $5,000 per student who used vouchers;
nost families did not have that kind of noney to spend. She
stated that sone reports showed that school was a business
and expressed disagreenent. She discussed the |owering of
test scores and the value of a child. She stated that if
the resolution passed, the legislature's goal would be
hi ghly suspect.

HUGH HAYS, SELF, SCOLDOTNA (via tel econference), opposed the
resolution. He supported public education and believed the
resolution represented a direct attack on the public
education system He had been an NEA nenber and forner
teacher. He reiterated his support for students, teachers,
and the public education system He believed that Finland
had the nunber one education systemin the world and one of
the mpjor factors in contributing was the strong teachers
uni on.

8:12:21 PM

MARGE HAYS, SELF, SOLDOTNA (via teleconference), spoke
agai nst the resolution. She w shed that all the energy that
had been used to create the resolution had been used on
public schools instead. She stated that public schools
needed support and resources. She discussed that class
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sizes nmade all the difference and communicated that choice
was conplicated. She offered that sone children lived in
poverty, which made a good education difficult and talked
about children with disabilities. She stated that it was a
denocracy and the state should keep it that way. She
related that every student needed to have an opportunity to
have an educational experience that provided a neans to
fulfil their potential.

BRI AN SCHI LLING, SELF, EAGLE RIVER (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution and discussed a persona
story related to his famly and daughter. He pointed to
studies related to drugs and al cohol. He discussed special
services from the school district; they had spent over
$50,000 on two private schools in Anchorage that had
conpletely failed his daughter. He stated that in three
years in public education his daughter was alnost caught
up; he believed the results were phenonenal. He stressed
that private schools did not work and did not want children
li ke his daughter. He did not want public funding going to
private school s.

8:18: 38 PM

DAVI D NEES, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), supported
that resolution and wanted the issue to be put before the
voters to decide. He offered that education in the state
now was not what it had been in the 1970s. He thought that
the legislators should view the constitution as a |iving
docunent. He spoke about the <changes to the state's
education system over tinme discussed that the state's
constitution had been amended on every article, except one.
He discussed amendnents that had occurred to the state's
constitution since 1957 and related that 12 were voted down
while 38 had been approved. He stated that students needed
to be provided for and believed that Al aska had the | owest
constitutional anendnent change rate in the U S. He thought
that the issue should be before Al askans to decide on and
offered that it was the legislature's duty to get an issue
this inportant on the ballot.

JCELLE HALL, SELF, EAGLE RIVER (via teleconference), spoke
in adamant opposition to SJIR 9. She offered that there was
an agenda by the administration to get the issue before the
voters with little debate. She opined that Conmm ssioner
Hanl ey was either unable or unwilling to answer sone good
guestions about the resolution such as the financial
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inplications and how it would affect Rural Alaska. She
pointed out that the Alaska State Constitution required a
2/3 majority in order to nake a change with the idea that
it had been properly vetted first. She thought that there
should be nore information offered before the issue was
brought before the voters.

8:24: 20 PM

M CHAEL CHAMBERS, CHAI R, ALASKA LI BERTARI AN  PARTY,
ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), testified in great support
of SJIR 9. He stated that he had fought in Vietnam for the
rights of |I|iberty and personal choice. He relayed his
famly's personal experience with the public and private
education systens. He discussed his history as a teacher in
Al aska and his issues with the public education system He
t hought that public education reinforced a short attention
span. He spoke to the history of the separation of church
and state in the U S and asserted that as a state, Al aska
had every right to enjoin any private institution it
wanted. He stated that the public funds in the state
constitution belonged to the citizens of Al aska.

SARAH DAVI ES, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), related
that she was neutral to SIJR 9 and urged the committee to
provi de transparency throughout the process. She wanted the
commttee to put the issue before voters.

8:29:26 PM

NORA HERZQOG, STUDENTS WTH A VO CE, ANCHORAGE (via
tel econference), spoke against SJR 9 and thought that
gi ving vouchers to private and religious institutions would
violate the foundation of the U S She questioned why
| egi sl ators woul d spend noney on private schools when there
was not enough noney for the public school system She
relayed that students had the freedom to take the classes
they chose and that public education had provided her wth
the tools that she needed to receive. She wondered why the
state would cut funds to an already suffering public
education when it could provide vouchers to private and
religious school s.

ANDREA  LANG SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against SIJR 9. She thought that a vocal and
powerful mnority in the legislature was attenpting to
influence the public to allow for a voucher system She
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of fered that students did have a choice in what school they
woul d attend and discussed different education options in
the Eagle River area. She opined that the fourth year of
flat funding to education was having a negative effect on
the system and related that it took noney to provide enough
teachers to allow for sufficient student teacher contact.
She spoke of the inportance of smaller class sizes, but
noted that students were piled into classes because of the
| ack of funding. She thought that Al aska needed to identify
the problem in the public school system and believed that
the resolution would only worsen the public schools’
abilities to provide a good education. She stated that
teachers and schools were being mnade scapegoats for
problenms in the education system but that there were other
prom nent variables that remain unaddressed. She discussed
problems with the current education system

ROBERT MCCLORY, SELF, KETCHI KAN (via tel econference), spoke
in opposition to SIJR 9. He thought that choice already
existed in the current education system in Alaska and
di scussed his famly's experience with the public education
system He stated that the U S was based on freedom but
that it did not want to subsidize private and religious
school s. He spoke about the separation of church and state.

8:37:50 PM

MARK ROSEBERRY, NORTH SLOPE BOROUGH EDUCATI ON ASSCOCI ATl ON
BARROW (via tel econference), testified in opposition to SIR
9 and wondered how it would help the students in Rural
Al aska. He wondered what would happen to |l|ocal public
schools if the resolution passed. He thought that the state
needed to consider the inpact of the resolution on Rural
Al askans.

BOBBY LASALLE, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via teleconference),
testified in opposition to SJR 9 and related that she was
agai nst changing the part of the state constitution that
dealt with public funds for education. She discussed the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. She pointed out
t hat public schools could not di scrimnate agai nst
students, but that vouchers could crush rural comunities
by closing schools. She stated that public schools were
hel d accountable to adequate yearly progress and wondered
if schools that received vouchers would be held to the sane
st andar d.
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M CHELLE THOVAS, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference),
testified in opposition to SIR 9 and thought that taking
money away from public education and giving it to
private/religious schools was a mi stake given the cuts and
budget deficits that Al askan education was currently
facing. She stated that flat funding had already led to
bi gger class sizes and had stretched the nunber of teachers
too thin. She offered that vouchers had not increased
student achi evenent in the Lower-48 and that they took away
vital resources from the public schools. She opined that
vouchers took public funds out of public schools, which
wel comre all students and gave the noney to private schoo

t hat coul d di scrim nate.

8:43:16 PM

VENDY  DEMERS, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via teleconference),
expressed opposition to SJR 9. She thought that vouchers
woul d cost the state a lot of noney and did not believe
that public dollars should be used for private education.
She stated that public charter schools accepted al
students through a lottery, but understood that private
school s could continue to choose and pick students. She did
not support taking noney away from already struggling
public schools and believed in the separation of church and
st at e.

AARON LQIEWBKI, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke
in support of SIJR 9. He thought that sone of the opposition
argunents were msplaced and noted that his understandi ng
was that passing the resolution would sinply get the issue
before the voters. He was undecided on the issue, but
t hought that the voters should have a say.

DON GRAY, SELF, FAIRBANKS (via teleconference), spoke in
opposition to SIJR 9. He objected to the idea to changing
the <constitution to spread dollars for a non-public
education. He thought that the idea of the separation of
church and state was inportant to the founding fathers. He
stated that public schools provided equitable access to
education in our society. He strongly encouraged the
commttee to defeat the resolution and continue funding for
publ i ¢ school s.

8:49:19 PM
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REBECCA BAXTER, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution. She spoke as a
Republ i can, conservative Christian, voter, tax payer, and
NEA nenber. She was a strong believer in public schools and
the separation of church and state. She did not understand
why the state would want to increase spending when
districts were looking at cutting teachers and increasing
cl ass sizes. She pointed out that schools did great things,
but that every year the schools did nore and nore with |ess
funding. She stressed that teachers did their job because
t hey | oved students not because of their paycheck.

TAMMY  SM TH, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via tel econference),
testified in opposition to the resolution. She discussed
her upbringing as a Catholic. She believed in the
separation between church and state and did not believe
that vouchers would help students. She did not think that
vouchers woul d hel p nbost students, but that inproving their
nei ghbor hood school would. She stated that public schools
were the best thing and wanted to hear people say that
Al aska had great school s.

8:54:24 PM

ROBERT  TAYLOR SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution and spoke from the
perspective of a teacher. He discussed his history of
teaching in Alaska. He stated that he had been a staffer in
congress and discussed the inportance of preparation on an
issue. He did not believe the <conmttee had enough
i nformati on about consequences of the legislation on both
sides of the issue and had not been properly prepared by
staffers. He stressed the inportance of keeping private
things private and noted that the constitution protected
private schools from public intrusions. He strongly
requested that the barrier not be renoved because it kept a
separation between the public and the private sectors.

NEVA REECE, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), testified
agai nst the resolution. She was hoping to adopt a child in
high school and was concerned that options for a solid
educational foundation would be damaged by attacks on
public educati on. She spoke to the lack of funding to
public education. She hoped to maximn ze opportunities as an
adoptive parent and asked the commttee to consider the
i npact that vouchers would have on all children, parents,
and famlies. She spoke about disadvantaged students.
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8:59:46 PM

MARI LYN PILLI FANT, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against the resolution and spoke as a parent with
a child in the Anchorage school system She opined that
Al aska did not need an ill-conceived notion that vouchers
woul d fix education, but believed that public support was a
great thing happening in public schools. She was against
spending the estimated $100 mllion and draining resources
from the state's educational system She invited the
cormittee nenbers to spend one day following a child's
educational l|ife. She recognized Senator Berta Gardner for
requesting a report related to additional |anguage in the
constitution. She offered that the resolution seened
i nnocuous, but that it was a "Trojan horse.” She inplored
commttee nenbers to take nore time studying the issue.

PATRI CK LEMAY, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
in support of the resolution and stated that it should be
on the ballot for Alaskans to vote on. He discussed his
personal enploynent and role as a parent of a child in high
school. He believed in conpetition and believed it would
benefit Al aska's educational system He stated that al
parents should have a vote in the type of education their
children received.

9:04: 42 PM

TAVARA KRUS- ROSELI US, SELF, ANCHORACGE (via tel econference),
spoke against the resolution and stated that she was
testifying to represent her children. She was upset that
the commttee was considering noving the resolution
forwards. She related that public education already had
funding issues and that there was an estimate that the
| egislation would cost the upwards of $99.7 mllion; she
did not like the possible expense in the context of the
al ready struggling public schools. She stressed that her
children loved their school and asserted that taking noney
away woul d dismantle public schools. She added that public
schools could not discrimnate against students and were
hel d account abl e.

MARK M TCHELL, ALEUTI ANS EAST EDUCATI ON ASSCOCI ATI ON, KI NG
COVE (via teleconference), voi ced opposition to the
| egislation and noted that it would take $100 mllion away
from public schools. He discussed closures of facilities in
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Rural Alaska and asserted that the |legislation would
desperately hurt Rural Al askan students.

9:08:27 PM

D XIE HOOD, SELF, JUNEAU (via teleconference), spoke in
opposition to the legislation. She discussed her history in
Al aska and spoke of value of public pre-k education for al
students. She thought that Al aska had not been properly
supporting its schools financially. She was against any
amendnent to the constitution that would provide public
funding to private schools. She supported the United States
League of Whnen Voters. She strongly urged the committee to
not support the resolution and urged it to support SB 147
She offered that SB 147 would increase the BSA to $6, 084
and would adjust it for inflation annually. She offered
that the Senate Rules Commttee had failed to refer SIR 9
to the Senate Education Committee.

Vi ce-Chair Fairclough asked if Ms. Hood was a volunteer of
the United States League of Wnen Voters or if she was
expressing opinions. M. Hood replied that she was a
volunteer, but that the |eague had provided information
regardi ng the issue.

DENI SE KOCH, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
strongly against the resolution. She discussed going to
public schools and being the nother of two children in the
state. She was happy with her public education experience
and offered that flat funding along with the resolution
seened like an engineered failure of public schools. She
t hought that the resolution would contribute to further
segregation with our society and concluded that it was
i nportant to preserve strong public schools.

9:13:56 PM

JANE YOKOYAMA, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution and echoed the comments of previous
opposition testinony. She did not think that Al aska did not
needed to change its constitution when there was no
concl usi ve evidence that vouchers would inprove the quality
of learning. She spoke to the many options available in the
public schools and was proud to be a part of the public
education system
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M KE COONS, SELF, PALMER (via teleconference), spoke in
support of the resolution. He asserted that the SJR 9 was
not about vouchers and that the U S. was a republic and was
not a denocracy. He stated that all private, secular, and
religious school would have to neet current standards and
|aws. He stated that all private schools would need to neet
requirenents for public schools and gave exanples of
numer ous governnment aid prograns over 70 years that had
succeeded. He wondered why religiously neutral and
conpetitive, level playing fields were good for college and
pre-school progranms, but were not for K-12 education. He
thought that the legislature needed to choose the best
education options versus union interests.

9:19:11 PM

GLENN  BI ECEL, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
supported SJR 9 and wondered why parents were detaching,
why businesses weren't happy wth enployees that cane out
of schools, why kids were disinterested in their education,
and why Al aska could not conpete. He asserted that the only
guestions was if everyone's problens in each of the above
guestions had the sane answer and that if there was only
one answer, the state only needed one system of education

| f, however, there was different answer for each child and
parent to the four questions, there was a duty to allow the
issue to cone before voters. He thought that some of
previous testifiers who spoke about equitable opportunities
had kids that went to good schools; however, there were
many schools that were failing. He stated that parents were
desperate for choices and it was legislators' duties to |et
t he peopl e vote on the issue.

ANNETTE BARNETT, SELF, (via teleconference), spoke against
the resolution and spoke from the perspective of a rura

teacher. She was worried that vouchers would take away
funds and opportunities from Rural Al aska. She rel ated that
many rural areas that were not near urban centers did not
have choice available |like Anchorage, Juneau, and
Fai rbanks. She offered that education was funded from the
sanme pot of noney and that vouchers would take away funding
from education from Rural Al aska. She thought that naking
public schools conpete with businesses would change the
playing field and related that public schools were a public
interest. She thought that taking the noney away from
public school would create problens and urged the conmttee
to reconsider the resol ution.
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9:25:22 PM

TI NA WEGENER, SELF, STERLING (via tel econference), spoke in
full support of SIR 9 and thought that the voucher
di scussion was premature at this point. She spoke from the
standpoint of a single nom and offered that the debate
shoul d be made public. She thought that the |anguage in the
constitution was outdated and needed to be renoved. She
want ed the opportunity for people to vote on the issue.

VI RG NI A RUSCH, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
strongly against the resolution or any |legislation that
could lead to wusing public funds to support private
schools. She recalled that there was a ballot neasure the
previous year regarding making general changes to the
constitution via a constitutional convention and that it
had been voted down; she wondered why the issue deserved a
separate vote. She believed that public schools were
critical for society and served as the training grounds for
future workers and citizens. She thought that the state
should provide the best public schools that it could
af ford. She discussed budget problens and shrinking funding
and was concerned about the noney that the resolution could
cost because it would nean | ess noney for public schools.

9:29:31 PM

CURTI S WATKI NS, SELF, FAI RBANKS (via tel econference), spoke
of the need for nore information before a decision was nmade
on the resolution. He thought that justification for
diverting funds from public schools, neasures of classroom
performance, and determining that all students received a
fair shake were inportant thinks to properly vet before a
decision was made on the legislation. He cautioned that
children wth learning disabilities needed schools that
woul d take care of them

PATTI H GA NS, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), spoke
against the resolution. She wondered iif a change to
Al aska's constitution would violate the First Anendnent of
the U S Constitution, which stated that congress shal

make no | aw representing the establishnent of religion. She
stated that vouchers were a form of government in support
of religion. She reported that children in private schools
were not held to the same academ c¢ standards or may not be
taught the same curriculum She stated that parents did not
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have the choice wth private schools, but that the
adm ssions comrittee did. She discussed transportation to
private schools and comunicated that public schools had
many choices available. She stressed that strong public
schools were inportant and urged the commttee to support
the state's public schools.

9:34:17 PM

GECRCE PI ERCE, SELF, KASILOF (via teleconference), spoke in
strong opposition to the resolution. He urged the
| egislature to do its job by supporting the state's people.
He relayed that over 90 percent of the state's people were
opposed to the resolution. He believed the resolution was
ridiculous and stated that parents |oved the Anchorage
School District the way it was. He stated that |egislators
were hired to do what people wanted them to do and were
hired to fund the public schools. He believed the
resol ution should be thrown in the trash

RI CHARD ONORATO, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
spoke against the resolution. He related that he received a
good education in a private school, but had wtnessed
di scrimation against students. He discussed a change that
had occurred over tine regarding education in Al aska and
spoke of an issue with overloaded classroons. He spoke of
vocational training and charter schools in the public
system and thought that the Anchorage School District was
doing a fantastic job. He acknowl edged difficulties wth
education in Rural Alaska and stated that it seened I|ike
funding was continual being cut. He thought that the
di scussion of vouchers and the resolution seened |Iike
political posturing. He thought that the populace was
agai nst the resol ution.

9:40: 09 PM

POSI E BOGGS, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via tel econference), spoke in
opposition to the resolution because she believed the state
was focusing on the wong things related to education;
strong public schools should be the priority. She discussed
Al aska's failure in producing literate <citizens and
asserted that there had been no significant inprovenent in
readi ng anong Al askan students since 2003 in the nationa
assessnment. She stated that there was no proof that private
school teachers would teach literacy any better than the
state's public teachers; reading created opportunities. She
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t hought if noney was to be spent on education, teachers and
teacher candidates should be supported so they passed
rigorous licensure examnations in reading instruction;
current tests were not rigorous.

LI NDA HULEN, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference), voiced
opposition to the resolution. She was amazed at the
el oquence of sone of the testifiers and assumed nmany of
them were products of the public education system She did
believed that if the resolution was passed, it would
destroy public education in Alaska. She did not think that
the resolution was for the good of all children in Al aska.
She pointed out that funding in the state already could not
keep up wth inflation and that the funding was decreasing
over tinme. She stated that the public system did not turn
any students away but served everyone and offered that
there were already plenty of choices in Al aska's education
system

9:46: 13 PM

PATRI CK MONTAGUE, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
spoke in support of SIR 9 and related that he was for
anything that pronoted a choice to parents. He believed
that private education would stinulate results and noted
that the nation's first schools were private.

MATT M LLER, SELF, ANCHORAGE (via teleconference),
testified against SIJR 9. He thought that with the Anchorage
School District facing a $23 million budget deficit, it was
not the time discuss diverting public noney to private,
for-profit institutions. He stated that Alaskans did pay
taxes via property taxes and state revenues so that the
governnment could provide sone services; educating children
was one of those services and benefitted the community. He
offered that there were a lot of choices in A aska and that
the resolution was not about choice, but about who paid for
that choice. He reported that he was not opposed to private
school s, but was opposed to public noney being taken away
from public schools and given to private institutions that
were not required to operate by the sane standards. He
opined that it was not about conpetition when private
schools were not required to hire certified teachers, have
district-approved curriculum and were able to control
their classroom size. He observed that private schools were
not required to accept all students and recalled that the
private school he had attended did not accept African
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Americans or students of any color. He asserted that the
|arger issue was that private schools did not have to
accept | ow achieving students, students with special needs,
or students with behavioral problens; this would lead to
increasing the proportion of high-cost students in public
schools, while at the sane time reducing the funding to
t hose school s.

9:51: 05 PM

PAUL D. BERAN, SELF, JUNEAU, testified against SJR 9 and
opi ned that a necessary pre-requisite for denpbcracy was an
educated population. He spoke from the perspective of a
mnister and parent. He pointed out that public schools
educat ed everyone and did not discrimnate against students
regardl ess of color, creed, race, or affluence. He thought
the resolution would neglect the less fortunate. He opined
that Al aska State Constitution was recognized as one of the
prem er state constitutions in all 50 states and cautioned
agai nst changing it. He reported that the needs of special
students were greater and urged the commttee not to pass
| egislation that harned those in the nost need. He strongly
opposed funding private or religious schools with public
f unds.

SJIR 9 was HEARD and HELD in committee for further
consi derati on.

Co- Chair Meyer discussed the followi ng neeting' s agenda.

#
ADJ OURNIVENT

9: 53: 58 PM

The neeting was adjourned at 9:54 p.m
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