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LEE POSEY, Federal Affairs Counsel

Education Committee

Nat i onal Conference of State Legislature (NCSL)

Washi ngton, D.C.

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provided information on the Every Student
Succeeds Act (ESSA).

LI SA SKI LES PARADY, Executive Director

Al aska Council of School Adm nistrators

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: Related information about the Al aska
Measures of Progress (AMP).

M KE HANLEY, Conm ssi oner
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Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provided information on the Al aska Measures
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PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Provided information on the Al aska Measures
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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

8:01: 39 AM

CHAIR M KE DUNLEAVY called the joint neeting of the Senate and
House Education Standing Commttees to order at 8:01 a.m
Present at the call to order were Senators Huggins, G essel,
Stevens, Gardner, and Chair Dunleavy, and Representatives
Seat on, Vazquez, Colver, Drumond, Kreiss-Tonkins, Talerico, and
Chair Keller.
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PRESENTATI ON:  ALASKA MEASURES OF PROGRESS TESTI NG EVERY STUDENT
SUCCEEDS ACT

8:02: 04 AM

CHAI R DUNLEAVY announced that the first order of business would
be a presentation on the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA),
followed by a presentation on the Al aska Measures of Progress.
He introduced the nenbers of the commttees. He noted that the
meeting was i nformational only.

CHAIR KELLER introduced the first presenter, Lee Posey, from
NCSL, a bipartisan group. Chair Keller opined that ESSA is part
of the problem not part of the solution due to the ever-
increasing control of education by the federal governnent. He
said he was especially interested in hearing how the state's
rights have increased. He said ESSA goes into effect in August.

CHAI R DUNLEAVY noted the arrival of Representative Drumrond.

CHAI R DUNLEAVY comented that today's topics are inportant and
it is Alaska's responsibility to provide the best education for
its students.

8:06: 31 AM

LEE POSEY, Feder al Affairs Counsel, Education Commttee,
Nat i onal Conference of State Legislature (NCSL), provided
information on the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA). She began
by informng the conmttee about the reauthorizing of the
El ementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) to No Child Left
Behind (NCLB), in 2002. She said it is NCSL's opinion that NCLB
pushed the pendulum of control too far to the federal
government. There were nmany problens froma state perspective.

She listed sonme of the problens wth NCLB: federally nandated
targets for school achievenents and interventions for not
nmeeting those requirenents and mandated 100 percent proficiency
in reading and nmath by 2014 neasured by the Adequate Yearly
Progress requirement. She said in order to get out of NCLB
requi renents, states had to seek onerous waivers from the U S.
Depart nent of Education. In addition, the Race to the Top grants
tied funding to commobn acadenic standards and assessnents and
ot her federally mandated policies.

8:10: 20 AM

M5. POSEY continued to describe the path of the reauthorization
of NCLB to  ESEA The U. S. House and Senate passed
reauthorization bills the summer of 2015 and then a conference
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committee adopted a conference report on Novenber 19, 2015. It
was signed into |l aw on Decenber 10, 2015.

She read a quote fromthe WAll Street Journal referring to ESSA
as "... the largest devolution of federal control to the states
in a quarter century."

8:13:12 AM
CHAI R DUNLEAVY recogni zed Representatives Reinbold and Gattis in
att endance.

M5. POSEY described what was in the bill for the states. The
bill provided for state |egislative involvenent, prohibitions on
federal authority, and a new approach for accountability wth no
nore Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). Each state departnent of
education nust now consult wth its legislature before
submtting a Title | plan to the U S. Departnent of Education

She listed what the federal governnent is prohibited from doing
under ESSA. It cannot dictate standards or assessnents. She said
there is a new approach for accountability and no nore AYP.

8:16:48 AM

She detailed the inplenentation tineline from ESEA to ESSA. ESEA
flexibility waivers ended as of 8/1/2016. State plans wll be
developed in the 2016-2017 school vyear and wll be fully
i npl enentation in the 2017-2018 school year. There wll be

continuing regulation and guidance from the U S. Departnent of
Educati on regarding ESSA. Conpetitive funding for FY 2016 wil
flow under current |law, FY 2017 dollars will flow through ESSA
provi si ons.

8:20:43 AM

IVS. POSEY described a new approach for st at e- desi gned
accountability. There are sone required indicators, such as
academ c  achi evenent nmeasured by proficiency on annual
assessments or by anot her measure such as acadenmic growh. O her
required indicators are the progress of English Language
Learners and a neasure of school quality and student success.
For high schools, graduation rates are also indicators.

States nust now weigh the academ c neasures nore heavily than
the other indicators and will also need to incorporate test
participation in their accountability system

She comented on the new role of assessnents. The NCLB
assessnment schedule remains. There is hope that if the tests are
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| ess "high stakes", there should be |less concern. She said that
a statenent of parental "opting out" is included; however, 95
percent of all students nust be tested. There is still a risk
that Title | funds could be withheld if that percentage is not
nmet. Alaska's Departnent of Education and Early Devel opnent
(DEED) is going to continue to look at the 95 percent
requi renent. Local education authorities may choose to use a
nati onally recogni zed hi gh school assessnent, such as the SAT or
ACT. States nmay al so seek to forma consortia with other states.
She added that Alaska may take advantage of the federal
assessnment grant and do an audit of test data.

8:27:48 AM

M5. POSEY turned attention to the issue of equity in education
for all students. She |listed the provisions regardi ng subgroups
of students. States nust continue to disaggregate data by
student subgroup. State accountability systens nust identify any
school in which a subgroup of students s consistently
underperform ng for target support and inprovenent.

She addressed which schools require intervention: schools that
are in the bottom five percent, any high school failing to
graduate one-third or nore of their students, and any school in
which a subgroup of students is consistently underperform ng.

Under ESSA, |ocal education authorities will design an evidence-
based plan to turn those schools around and the effort wll be
monitored by the state. The schools will be identified every

three years and exit criteria can be included in the plans. The
state would step in after four years of no progress, but are
gi ven no mandates regardi ng solutions. She noted this area was a
pl ace of conprom se when ESSA was witten

8:31:35 AM

MS. POSEY related the kind of support states have under ESSA for
school s and students. There are new Student Support and Acadenic
Enrichnment (SSAE) grants. These grants have three purposes: to
provide all students with access to a well-rounded education,
i mprove school conditions for student |earning, and inprove the
use of technology in order to inprove the academ c achi evenent
and digital literacy of all students. She suggested that this is
an area that Al aska can nmake use of. Alaska is estimated to
receive $8,003,000 in FY 2017 (source: FFIS). This anounts to
0.5 percent of total avail able SSAE fundi ng.

8:34.:29 AM
She addressed Title | issues. Portability is not included in the
bill, but there's a weighted student funding pilot that could
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allow sone districts to experinment. There is no formula change
to date. Accountability provisions for English Language Learners
were noved to Title | fromTitle I11I.

8:35:51 AM
She described Title Il changes: the formula for Part A grants
were amended and the hold harmess allotnment will be gradually

elimnated by FY 2023. She shared how the change would affect
Al aska.

She described other prograns in ESSA, such as Education of
M gr ant Chi | dr en, Education  of Negl ect ed, Honel ess, or
Del i nquent Youth, |anguage instruction for English Language
Learner and I nmm grant Students, |npact A d, Rural Education, and
ot hers.

8:37:40 AM

M5. POSEY tal ked about Early Education Provisions and Preschoo
Devel opnent Grants totaling $250,000,000 per year. She noted
there are al so sone perm ssive uses for various Title prograns.

She concl uded by offering to answer questions.

8:39: 36 AM
CHAI R DUNLEAVY asked why a state would want to accept ESSA.

M5. POSEY expl ained what woul d happen if a state did not accept
the provisions in ESSA. Sone states have |ooked into the
implications of not accepting federal funding for education and
all the prograns that would be affected. No state has decided
not to accept federal funding.

8:41: 24 AM

SENATOR STEVENS pointed to a conflict between the allowance of
parents being able to opt their student out of testing and the
mandate to test 95 percent of students. He asked whether the 95
percent is cal culated by school, district, or whole state.

M5. POSEY clarified that the calculations are done for |ocal
education agencies and the whole state. She thought that at the
hi gh school level it mght be hard to get 95 percent of students
tested. She agreed there was a conflict. The state would have to
come up with a plan should the 95 percent not be reached. There
was a big push to get students whose parents did not allow them
to take the test, to not be included in the 95 percent, but that
di d not happen.
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CHAI R DUNLEAVY asked which rate would be used, the school's, the
school district's, or the state's.

MS. POSEY said the district's rate and the state's rate.

CHAI R DUNLEAVY gave an exanple of a school that had =zero
participation, but the district nmet the 95 percent goal.

M5. POSEY reiterated that the departnment is nonitoring the |ocal
education authority rate and the state rate.

CHAI R DUNLEAVY gave an exanple of a school where many parents do
not want their students to take the test. He asked what the
federal reaction would be.

M5. POSEY replied that the federal government's goal is to test
all students in order for the test to be valid. She agreed that
there is a conflict in the two policies.

8.46: 46 AM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON referred to exanples of indicators of
accountability, such as advanced courses in place of testing. He
asked if a program like Alaska Native Science and Engi neering
Program (ANSEP) woul d qualify.

MS. POSEY said it could. Oher courses such as AP courses could
be included in a plan as an indicator.

CHAIR KELLER pointed out that the accountability system in
Alaska is as a result of NCLB and is run by federal regulation
He asked if nost states are the sane. He suggested that deleting
accountability laws woul d be a daunting task.

8:50:12 AM

M5. POSEY related that some states feel that few changes to
their regulations will be needed, whereas, sone states do not
agree with that. There is flexibility in ESSA but also
expectations of standards and statewi de assessnents. She

concluded that there is tine for states to revi ew st at ut es.

CHAIR KELLER referenced the grants which go directly to
districts, bypassing the legislature. He wondered if there is
room for changing that process.

M5. POSEY noted that it was difficult on the federal level to

get recognition that |legislators have a role in looking at Title
| grants. It is a choice that state legislatures can nake
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because ESSA recognizes the state's role in the process. She
said every state is different and has its own rules about
federal funding.

8:54: 58 AM

CHAI R DUNLEAVY pointed out that Alaska's Constitution requires
that the legislature establish and maintain a system of public
school s.

He asked if, under ESSA, the state has to base its standards on
t he Common Core npdel .

MS. POSEY said no; ESSA states that standards do not have to be
a particular kind, but nust be "chall engi ng academ c standards."

CHAI R DUNLEAVY restated that Alaska is not conpelled to have
st andards based upon the Common Core nodel .

M5. POSEY agr eed.

8:56: 23 AM

REPRESENTATI VE COLVER asked how nuch flexibility states have
when creating assessment nodels and whether they can use "off
the shelf" tests.

M5. POSEY said the state is not required to use a particular
assessnment, but it nust be used statewde. There is a peer
review process at the departnent level that wll [ook at
assessment nodels. There is flexibility to look at alternative
nmet hods of assessnents, such as portfolios or conpetency-based
nodel s.

CHAI R DUNLEAVY requested that DEED and the Al aska State Board of
Education work closely with the legislature on ESSA. He handed
t he gavel over to Chair Keller.

8:59: 03 AM
At ease.

8:59: 08 AM

CHAIR KELLER followed up by noting the significance regarding
the difference between federal guidance and federal regulation.
He requested that M. Posey keep in contact with the state on
that topic. He said the Alaska State Board of Education will be
monitoring the reform of the state's accountability under ESSA,
if that is the direction the state chooses to go.
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He noted since the beginning of ESEA in 1965, expenditures in
education have doubled and graduation rates are flat. He asked
Ms. Posey what she sees in ESSA that gives her hope.

MS. POSEY said she |looks at ESSA as a reform effort to reduce
federal overreach and for the state to ook for new ideas and to
have the flexibility and responsibility to inprove educati on.

9:02: 46 AM
At ease

9:04: 09 AM
CHAI R KELLER introduced the topic of Al aska Measures of Progress
(AMP) and Lisa Skiles Parady to present it.

9: 05: 08 AM

LI SA SKI LES PARADY, Executive Director, Alaska Council of Schoo

Adm nistrators (ACSA), related information about Al aska Measures
of Progress (AWP). She reported on the ACSA/ superintendent
wor king group's neetings regarding its position on assessnents
and AMP, and the need to work closely with districts on the AW
process. She read the Al aska Superintendents Association's
statement :

Al aska Superintendents demand and support a strong
system of accountability. W wll not support an
assessnment program that is devel oped w thout our input
or that does not inform student instruction. The
Al aska Superintendent Association (ASA) has been and
continues to be ready to share its educationa
assessnent expertise to collaboratively develop an
effective, conprehensive assessnent franework that
accurately reflects student learning that is useful in
gui ding and inform ng student instruction.

The credibility of the A aska Measure of Progress
(AMP) has been called into question because it does
not neet this criteria. Mre specifically, “The AW
information is not intended to be wused to nake
i nstructional decisions.” (Achievenment and Assessnent
Institute, University of Kansas, 2015).

A state level assessnent is a condition of Al aska's
wai ver from the requirenments of No Child Left Behind.
Due to the testing vendor’'s failure to provide
credible reports, it is necessary for the state to
pause its inplenentation of the current accountability
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system including the 2016 admnistration of AMP. It
is in the best interests of Alaska s students that
DEED initiate a conprehensive and col |l aborative review
of the entire system Alaska's students deserve a
system of accountability that accurately infornms both
classroom instruction and public understanding of
student achi evenent.

She noted that Conm ssioner Hanley has reached out to ACSB and
the Departnent of Education and Early Devel opnment (DEED) has
been working on this difficult issue.

She reported that during the first working group neeting, they
addressed questions about assessnent, data and reporting,
process, and the need for district input. The second neeting was
on January 4 and a tinmeline was set and out cones devel oped.

9:11:10 AM

M5. SKILES PARADY reported on feedback from a survey of
superintendents regarding AMP. She shared the questions on the
survey and prelimnary results. She read several coments by
superintendents, which vari ed. She reported that el even
districts requested to testify before the legislature on AMP and
she noted that ACSB is aware of test scores and trends.

9:17: 35 AM

CHAI R KELLER thanked Ms. Skiles Parady for her organization's
work. He introduced Comm ssioner Hanley and requested a brief
overvi ew of the chall enges AMP has had so far.

9:18: 04 AM

M KE HANLEY, Commi ssioner, Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent (DEED), provided information on the Al aska Measures
of Progress (AWP).

MARGARET MACKINNON, Director, Assessnent and Accountability,
Department of Education and Early Devel opnment (DEED), provided
information on the Al aska Measures of Progress (AMP).

COMWM SI ONER HANLEY agreed with M. Parady's assessnent of AM
and ESSA. He noted challenges of Every Student Succeeds Act
(ESSA) and agreed it was "a necessary adjustnent, but not
sufficient." He said ESSA has sone flexibility, but also
requires significant accountability neasures in order for the
state to receive federal funding.

9:22:18 AM
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COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY provi ded the background of AWP. He referred
to the process that led up to the new state assessnent. He said
it began in 2009 at an education summt where Al askans called
for a review of reading, witing, and math standards. Those new
standards were adopted in 2012 and were the inpetus behind
requiring a new assessnment. The new standards are very simlar
to Common Core standards and have hi gh expectati ons.

He explained that the purpose of an assessnent is to show how
students are progressing. The shift to new standards requires
time, training, and new curriculum After three years the state
i npl enented a new assessnent. The state procurenent |aw dictates
how an assessnment vendor is chosen. He described how the
Achi evenent and Assessnent Institute (AAl) of the University of
Kansas Research Center was selected by an RFP evaluation
comm ttee as the assessnent vendor.

9:24: 48 AM

COWMM SSI ONER HANELY rel ated that the RFP had to neet federal and
state requirenents and he described the assessnment system
conponents. AWMP was designed to be a summative test for grades 3
through 10, and to be phased in, resulting in a wholly conputer-
based test. Performance tasks were renoved, and the state is

nmoving toward an adaptive test - which changes questions based
on a student's skills. It allows a better assessnent of a
student's achievenent level. That test will be fully devel oped

by spring 2018.

9:27:42 AM

COW SSI ONER HANLEY described the optional testing tools
available to districts. An interim assessnent can be given
several tinmes a year to check student progress, and formative
resources or instructional tools will be available to teachers.

He spoke of the first admnistration of AMP, which was given
during a 5-week wi ndow from March 30 to May 1, 2015. The first
on-line admnistration of AWP was generally successful. He said
95.9 percent of students parti ci pated.

He related how the score ranges were established. Al aska
educators net in Anchorage to make recomrendations on how well
students nust do to neet the standards. The four |evels of
standards are now eight levels and the State Board of Education
and Early Devel opnent adopted the test score range on Cctober 9,
2015.

9:32: 27 AM
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COWMM SSI ONER HANELY di scussed the reports for AVMP and the data
rel ease. The reports include a student report, a school &
district report, and a school & district sunmmary report. He
addressed the concerns related to the reports. He pointed out
the issues related to the test results, included distribution
del ays and reports |acking sufficient |evel of detail.

He explained the State Board of Education's involvenent in
Decenber of 2015 regarding the process of AMP testing. They are
working with superintendents and the vendor on resolving the
issues of concern. He detailed the actions and steps to
resolution. He comented on the positives of AMP, such as the
end of working under a NCLB wai ver.

9: 36: 38 AM

COWM SSI ONER HANELY shared the plan for 2016. He said AWVP w |
be used for the spring 2016 assessnent. The issues of tinely and
accurate reporting for 2016 tests will be resolved through the
use of a high quality subcontractor with reports delivered by
late June. Reports w | be redesigned to provide nore
information. |Inprovenents have been nade to the |[ogistical
adm nistration of the test, and any changes to the assessnent
system for 2017 will be considered as part of the stakehol der
di scussi ons.

COWMM SSI ONER HANELY stressed the inportance of fixing AMP. There
is a federal and state requirenment to have a state assessnent.
There are no other options to neeting federal and state law if
the state dunps AMP. It would take six nonths to put out a new
RFP. He stated that he is determned to nake AMP as good as
possi ble, beginning now, taking into account the flexibility
wi t hi n ESSA.

9: 38: 46 AM
COW SSI ONER HANELY read from a letter he wote to the U S
Depart ment of Educati on:

Alaska is a state of extrenes; our districts are both

urban and rural, nost are not connected to a road
system the ethnic diversity 1is enornous, many
famlies still |live a subsistence Ilifestyle, and

i ndi genous | anguages are sonetines the first |anguage.

"One size fits all" does not work for Alaska. This is
particularly true for student assessnment. W strongly
encourage allowing states maxinmum flexibility to use
mul ti ple assessnment tools with local school districts
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having the option to select the best tool to measure
the progress of their students.

9:39:45 AM
CHAI R KELLER requested a copy of the letter.

He asked if there would be new noney required to get through the
contract with the vendor

COM SSI ONER HANLEY said no. The contract is five one-year
contracts and is renewabl e on June 30 every year.

9:40: 50 AM
REPRESENTATI VE KREI SS- TOWI NS asked what happens if the state
does not have an assessnent and fails to neet federal | aw.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY spoke of financial sanctions including |oss
of $93 mllion in Title nonies and about $300 mllion in tota
federal noney for Education Al aska.

CHAI R KELLER requested a report on the total anount of nobney at
risk.

9:42: 14 AM

REPRESENTATI VE COLVER questioned the idea of being stuck wth
AMP and the statenment that there was superintendent support for
AMP. He wondered why the state has to stick with the vendor and
AMP. He stressed that the legislature should |ook for other
options that would have the confidence of school districts. He
suggested inplenmenting Measures of Academc Progress (MAP). He
expressed an interest in looking for solutions and noving
forward

COM SSI ONER HANLEY said he is |ooking for solutions, as well
He clarified that he does not feel he can ignore or unilaterally
not follow state and federal |law. He pointed out that the state
is "stuck"™ only because there is no time to change assessnents
and still follow the law. He enphasized that he is going to
follow the | aw.

REPRESENTATI VE COLVER asked why the departnent is resistant to
using the test 37 districts are already using - MAP

COW SSI ONER HANLEY explained that state procurenent |[|aws

require the departnment to put out an RFP and go through a
process. He said he does not have a resistance to MAP:. ESSA
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allows for an interim assessnment and he is seeking feedback to
nove in that direction

9:46: 15 AM
CHAI R KELLER suggested that under ESSA an audit can be paid for
by the federal governnent.

REPRESENTATI VE VAZQUEZ wi shed to see an exanple of a student
report and a link to test questions. She noted Al aska students
are not performng to the standards and asked why the standards
need to be changed. She suggested nore training to neet the
st andar ds.

9:48: 13 AM

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY pointed out that the National Assessnent of
Educational Progress (NAEP) allows Alaska to conpare itself to
ot her states. The NAEP expectations are nuch higher, which gives
the inpression that Alaska scores were |low. He agreed that
Al aska standards were low, or mssing. However, 80 percent of
Al aska students were neeting Al aska standards; only 35 percent
of Alaska students were neeting NAEP standards. He shared the
need to change |ocal expectations. He said he would be glad to
provi de student reports and scores.

9:49: 20 AM

SENATOR STEVENS shared his synpathy for the enornous problenms
faci ng Conmi ssioner Hanley. He opined that the departnent is on
the right track and should not get rid of AMP. He suggested that
t he assessnent be audited.

COW SSI ONER HANLEY agreed. He said the vendor has been audited
at every step and will continue to be audited. He added that
there is a need to audit at the local level, as well.

9:50: 32 AM
REPRESENTATI VE SEATON drew attention to the the main conplaint
he has heard - teachers do not receive adequate, neaningful

data. He asked if that would change and adaptive tests would
provi de accountability.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY explained that the adaptive tests wll not
be available wuntil the 2017-2018 school year. However, the
vendor has conmitted to adding nore questions to the current
test which would lead to better data on specific standards and
questions for teachers to use within their classroons.
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REPRESENTATI VE SEATON suggested comunicating to teachers the
plan to have adaptive tests in order to provide useful data. He
noted there are interim assessnents available and wondered if
they would be costly to the district.

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY expl ained that they are part of the contract
and have no additional cost.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON suggested that those tests may be hel pfu
to teachers.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY said those tests are still being devel oped.
He agreed that it is inportant to communicate with schools and
districts regarding all assessnent tools.

9:54:35 AM

REPRESENTATI VE DRUMMOND voi ced appreciation for conputer-based
testing, but noted concern about the availability of conputers
in some schools. She asked what is being done to ensure equal
access to the conputer-based test.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY responded that using conputers has been |eft
up to local districts and paper and pencil tests are allowed.
The goal is to nove toward all conputer-based testing. It has
been a challenge because funding for technology has not been
i ncluded in AWP.

9:56: 24 AM
SENATOR GARDNER asked why the state did not go with the MAP
vendor .

COWMM SSI ONER HANLEY sai d Northwest Eval uation Association (NAEA)
that owns MAP did respond and cane in second out of five
applicants. However, NWEA did not propose the MAP test because
ESSA requires an annual summative test, which they had not
developed. He said AAl had a test available that could be
nodi fied for Al aska.

SENATOR GARDNER understood that the problem was not with the
test content, but with the admnistration of the test and the
reporting of the results with useful data.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY agreed. He said the content has not been
guestioned, just the use of reporting data.

REPRESENTATI VE VAZQUEZ summari zed that the concerns involved the
adm ni stration and not the content.
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COM SSI ONER  HANLEY clarified that there were only a few
glitches in admnistration. The problens related to the data
reporting after the test.

9:59: 24 AM

REPRESENTATI VE COLVER referred to a parent report of test
results. He asked when formative resources would be avail able
what they are, and when they will be avail abl e.

COW SSI ONER  HANLEY said those resources are only used wthin
cl assroons and are not included in the test report. This year
the goal is to have the best test data available wthout
changi ng the test.

10: 01: 29 AM

M5. MACKINNON related that several of the formative resources
have been developed and are available. Those "testlets" are
aligned to the standards. The bank of testlets is being expanded
and wll provide data to the vendor with a goal of enabling
teachers to know how to group those testlets and to see
i medi ately how students perform She offered to make those
available to the comm ttee.

10: 02: 22 AM
CHAI R KELLER t hanked the presenters.

10: 03: 23 AM

There being no further business to cone before the conmttees,
Chair Dunleavy adjourned the joint neeting of the Senate
Education Standing Commttee and the House Education Standing
Conmittee at 10:03 a. m
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