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Revision D a te :__________________________________________________________ Department Affected. AdministrationTitle An Act establishing Alaska education technology BRU Information Services_________________program and providing tor an effective date "______________________Component Computer ServicesSponsor Kott. Brown___________________________________________________ _________________________________ __ ______________Requestor fH) HES____________________________________________________  COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 72_______EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:___________  (Thousands of Dollars)nPFRATIMr? FXPFN niTllRFS FY Of, F V 07 _ FYQfl FY 00 FYCin ._ f y  mPERSONAL SERVICESTRAVELCONTRACTUALSUPPLIESEQUIPMENTLAND & STRUCTURESGRANTS, CLAIMSMIFPFI I AMFGI ISTOT AI OPERATING---------------------- n n n n n n nn n n n n
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OTWFR-TOTAL----------------------------------------- -------------0-0—-------------043- -------------0-0- -------------0-0- ------------ O O - ------------ 043-Estimate of any current year (FY 95) cost: $ 0.0 
P O S IT IO N S '_____________________________ _______________FULL-TIMEPART-TIME-TEMPORARY--------------------------------ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
Fiscal im pact is not know i. at this tim e.

HB 216  provides fo r the establishm ent o f  the A laska education  technology program  to be carried  out by schools and public libraries 
around the state th rough  a fund established in the D epartm ent o f  Education. T he fund can be used to 1) purchase, install, and 
m aintain education technology in c lassroom s; 2) provide technology tra in ing  for students an d /o r teachers, 3) provide access to 
netw orks for public schools o r libraries; and 4) provide a percent o f  the cost o f  education  technology , including com puter and 
resource sharing  system s, to  publicly funded libraries.
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. IIB 216
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

ANALYSIS: (continued)
T he D epartm ent o f  A dm inistration  m anages a statew ide data netv.-ork to prim arily serve state agencies and political sulxlivisions. The 
netw ork cu rren tly  extends lo 36 com m unities in the state through leased circuits provided by long distance carrie rs . The dala netw ork is 
funded entirely  from  rates charged to custom er agencies for use o f  the netw ork. The netw ork is curren tly  not used at the point o f  maximum 
capacity  in nil a reas. T herefo re  scho il d istric ts and public libraries could be added to the netw ork through the provision o f  the standard 
rale based serv ices o ffered  by the D ivision, consisten t w ith the state the inform ation system s plan adopted by the Telecom m unications 
Inform ation C ouncil (T IC ).

If funding opportunities are  available for school d is tric ts and lib raries, it is assum ed that som e o f  the school d istric ts and libraries will seek 
access through the D epartm ent o f  A dm in istra tion 's data  netw ork. It is im possible to predict at this point, e ither projected use o f  o r  any 
increased cost to provide this access. It is assum ed that costs w ould not increase substantially since there is an existing netw ork structure in 
place. H ow ever, it is also  assum ed that any associated  costs w ould borne by the requesting entity (schools o r public libraries) through rales 
for serv ices.
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F I S C A L  N O T E
STATE OF ALASKA

.995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: ______________

BILL NO. HB 216

Title: "An Act establishing the Alaska education,
technology orooiam"---------------------

Sponsor: Representative Kott______________

Department Affected: 
BRU: State Library

Education
Component: Library Operations.

Recuester: Representative Kott COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 208

OPERATING FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01
j PERSONAL SERVICES 
; TRAVEL 
1 CONTRACTUAL 
1 SUPPLIES 
! EQUIPMENT 

LAND & STRUCTURES 
GRANTS. CLAIMS 
MISCELLANEOUS

42.7 42.7 42.7 42.7 0.0 0.0
5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0

20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 0.0
1.0 .5 .5 .5 0.0 0.0
5.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL OPERATING 73.7 70.2 70.2 70.2 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND SOURCE:

■E N D I N G : (Thousands of Dollars)
. 002 Federal Receipts
•003 GF Match
!004 GF 73.7 70.2 70.2 70.2 0.0 0.0
!005 GF/Program Receipts
•006 GF/MHTIAOtherTOTAL 73.7 70.2 70.2 70.2 0.0 0.0

POSITIONS:

Karen R. Crane. DirectorPrepared by:
Division: . Libraries..Archives andjMuseums.^-
Approved by Commissioner: 
Agency: .Education..

/

Phone: 465-2910
Date:____March 15. '995

Shirlev Hollowav
D a te :___ March 15.1995

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR’S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For tunhor distribution Information call mo Governor's Logislatlvo OtflcoRqv 1/95 Pago__1 .of
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House B ill 2 1 6  
F isca l Note Ana lysis 
Page 2  ot' 2

T ra in ing  w ill be essentia l fo r  public lib ra ries . U n lik e  most schoo ls , sm a ll and m ed ium  
pub lic lib ra ries do not have technical s ta ff to provide assistance in deve lop ing  a p lan  fo r 
techno logy . These lib raries w ill ask the State L ib ra ry  fo r assistance. M any lib ra ries w ill 
a lso requ ire assistance in setting up the technology and assim ilating it into lib ra ry  
opera tions and pub lic service.

L ib ra ries are a lso  expected by their patrons to provide training in the new techno logy , 
dem onstra ting how  to access resources. It is important to rea lize  that m ore man 4 0  o f  the 
109 pub lic lib ra ries have total annual operating budgets o f  less than $ 1 5 .0 . A nother 25 
pub lic  lib ra ries operate with budgets o f  between $ 1 5 .0  and $ 3 0 .0  annua lly . These 
lib ra rie s re ly  h eav ily  on State L ib ra ry  support and training. T hey  s im p ly  do not have the 
in-house expertise o r  resources to proceed w ithout assistance.

The State L ib rary 's approach to train ing is to deve lop  a core o f  trainers around the state. 
The p lan is to train the trainers, d eve lop ing  a base o f  expertise in reg iona l areas around 
the state. These trainers w ould then be able to function as a p rim ary train ing resources. 
The State L ib ra ry  w ou ld  a lso deve lop  training m anuals or tapes to p rov ide a p rim a ry  
le v e l o f  assistance.

The State L ib ra ry  a lso  provides assistance to schoo l lib raries. W h ile  m ost schoo ls have 
in-house technical expertise , they do not have expertise in content. The techno logy itse lf 
is a means to an end, its purpose to p rov ide access to in fo rm ation . L ib ra rian s are 
expected to know  how  to utilize the techno logy once it is in place.

The fisca l note is p ro jec ted fo r  fo u r years in o rde r to deve lop  the m ateria ls and a cadre o f  
trainers. W h ile  not a ll lib raries w ill be fu lly  automated in fo u r years, it is not poss ib le  in 
this rap id ly  deve lop ing  fie ld  to pro jec t te lecomm unications, au tom ation o r  train ing needs 
beyond the next three to fou r years.



?.,3*3IT.£1O N  I N F O R M A T I O N  HAS B E E N  U P D A T E D  AND' F U N Q I N G  HAS B E E N  U P D A T E D . 
0 3 / 1 3 / 9 5  P o s i t i o n  I n f o r m a t i o n  I n q u i r y / U p d a t e
Position: 0 5 - 0 5 S 0 1 1  'Project: 0______ S a l a r y  Costs:
C o m p o n e n t :  0 5 - 0 0 - 0 9 - 0 2 - 0 0 - 0 0  Region: _  B e n e f i t s  Costs:
Scena r i o :  2 FY: 96 C O L A  %= 0.000 T o t a l  Costs:

:uals not a v a i l a b l e (Status: U N K N O W N  ) I R e t i r e m e n t  Coda:

1 6 : 1 2  :23 
2 9 , 7 3 6 . 0 0  
1 3 , 0 0 4  .32 
4 2 , 7 4 0 . 3 2

A

00/ 00/000
Step: A  for 12.0 m o n t h s  Sc Step: B for _ 0 .0 m o n t h s  (total: 12.00 
Merit Date; use m e r i t  d e f a u l t s ?  N  ( 0 . 0 ( 3  & 0 . 0 >3
C l a s s / S c h e d  Prefix: 2 Schedule: 2A (actual:
B a r g a i n i n g  Unit: G G  Range: 13 (actual:

L o c a t i o n  Code: A W A  Place: J U N E A U
J o b  C l ass Code: P3571 Title: L I B R A R Y  A S S I S T A N T  II-------------

S e asonal Indie.: F Type:

C c c i o n a l  O v e r r i d e  S a l a r y  Rates:
M o n t h l y  Rate: 0.00_____ for _0 .0 m o n t h s  Sc r a t e  of 0 . 0 0  
H o u r l y  Rate: 0.00_____  for _ 0 .0 m o n t h s  F r o z e n  at

_  for _ 0 .0 m o n t h s  
this r a t e ?  ( Y / N ) : N

Press E N T E R  to update record; e n t e r1 = P r e m i u m  p a y  info 
7 =MISC N E W  POS DA T A

2 = F u n d i n g  info 8= D e t a i l  Report

or  u s e  PF key to go to a n o t h e r  screen: 
4 = C o d e  T r a n s l a t i o n s  5 C a l c u l a t i o n s  

1 2 = E x i t  w / o  u p d a t e  S e l e c t i o n :  0_



F I S C A L  N O T E
STATE OF ALASKA

1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: ___________

BILL NO. HB 216

Department Affected: Education

ritle: Education Technology. Program. BRU: Education Program -Support

Sponsor: Representative Kott

Component: Basis Education and Instructional
improvement___________________________________

Requester:  Representative Kott COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

(Thousands of Dollars)

171

i OPERATING FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01

PERSONAL SERVICES 54.5 54.5 54.5 54.5 54.5 54.5
TRAVEL
:ONTRACTUAL 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5
SUPPLIES 1.0 .5 .5 .5 .5 .5

! EQUIPMENT 5.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
j LAND & STRUCTURES
j GRANTS. CLAIMS
( MISCELLANEOUS
I TOTAL OPERATING 77.0 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5

CAPITAL

I REVENUE FUND SOURCE:

.^FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
i 002 Federal Receipts 1 1
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 77.0 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5
i005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHT1A
Other
TOTAL 77.0 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5 73.5

POSITIONS:
( FULL-TIME 
! PART-TIME 
I TEMPORARY

1

Estimate of current year (FY95) impact: $ 0 0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)
House Bill 216 establishes the Alaska education technology fund within the Department of Education. The purpose of 
the fund is to provide project or grant money to a school district or a publicly funded library. In order to administer these 
grants, an additional department position is necessary. The Department of Revenue is designated as the official 
custodian of the fund. Thq contr ĉliJal amount of $16,500 is to offset the Department of Revenue's chargeback to the 
Department of Education/

Prepared liy^-L'ois^Uegemetk-EdqgaTfQn SbeciaTisl.il___________  Phone: 465-8724____________________
Division: Education Program Support___________ s  Ddfe:____Marotl.l5JS95______________
Approved by Commissioner: ■■ Shirlev Holloway_____________
Agency: Education Date: March 15.1995______________

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIESTO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE 
For further distribution information call the Governor’s legislative Qllice 

Rev 1/95 Pago.
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P C S O N  I N F O R M A T I O N  HAS B E E N  U P D A T E D  A N D  F U N D I N G  HAS B E E N  UPD A T E D .  
0 3 / 1 3 / 9 5  P o s i t i o n  I n f o r m a t i o n  I n q u i r y / U p d a t e

P o s i c i o n : 0 5 - 0 5 K 0 1 2  -Project: 0_____
C o m p o n e n t :  0 5 - 0 0 - 0 2 - 0 4 - 0 0 - 0 0  Region: _
Scena r i o :  2 F Y : 96 C O L A  %= 0.000

C a l a r y  Costs: 
3e. afits C o s t s  
T o t a l  Costs:

16 : IS 
3 9 , 0 4 8  
1 5 , 4 4 0  
5 4 , 4 9 6

2400
72
72

.tuals not a v a i l a b l e (Status: U N K N O W N  ) I R e t i r e m e n t  Code:

00/ 00/000
Step: A tor 12.0 m o n t h s  & Step: 
M e r i t  Date; use m e r i t  d e f a u l t s ?  
C l a s s / S c h e d  Prefix: 2 
B a r g a i n i n g  Unit:
L o c a t i o n  Code:
J o b  C l a s s  Code:
S e a s o n a l  I n d i e .:

GO
AWA

P2270
C

B for _ 0 .0 m o n t h s  (total: 1 2 .0 0  
N ( 0 . 0  @ & 0 . 0 (3

Schedule: 2A (actual: 
Range: 17 (actual:

Place: JUNEAU
Title: G R A N T S  A D M I N I S T R A T O R  I I ________

T v D e :

O p t i o n a l  O v e r r i d e  S a l a r y  Races:
M o n t h l y  Rate: 0 . 0 0 _____  for _ 0 .0 mo n t h s  & race of 0 . 0 0 —
H o u r l y  Rate: 0 . 0 0_____  for _ 0 .0 m o n t h s  F r o z e n  ac

_  for _0 . 0 monc'ns 
this rate? ( Y / N ) : M

Press E N T E R  to u p d a t e  record; e n t e r  # or use PF key to go to a n o c n e r  screen:

1 = P r e m i u m  p a y  info 
7 =MISC N E W  POS D A T A

2 = F u n d m g  into 
8 = D e c a i l  R e p o r t

4=Code T r a n s l a t i o n s  
12=Exit w/o u p d a t e

6 = C a i c u l a c i c n s  
S e l e c t i o n :  0_



FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date: ________________________________________________Title: An Act establishing the Alaska educationtechnology program
STATE OF ALASKA
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL NO. HB 216

. Dept. Affected;____________ RevenueBRU: Revenue OperationsSponsor:Requester: Representative Kott Component: Treasury Management
Expenditures/Revenues

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 
(Thousands ( f Dollars)

121
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01PERSONAL SERVICESTRAVELCONTRACTUALSUPPLIESEQUIPMENTLAND & STRUCTURESGRANTS, CLAIMSMISCELLANEOUSTOTAL OPERATING • * • • • • • •

CAPITAL EXPENDITURESCHANGE IN REVENUES (
1002 Federal Receipts1003 GF Match1004 GF1005 GF/Program Receipts1006 GF/MHTIAOther - DeDt of Education 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5TOTAL 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5 16.5Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: S POSITIONSFULL-TIMEPART-TIMETEMPORARYANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
** Establishment of a S10 million Alaska Education Technology Fund from me general fund will result in 
charges to the Dept of Education of $16,500 for custodial, safekeeping and audit fees and personnel 
time.

Donations to the fund and earnings growth will increase Treasury's current level of expenditures, and 
these additional expenditures would be charged to DOE. with a net impact to Treasury of zero. As the 
fund grows through earnings and donations, the additional cost to Treasury and charge to DOE will be 
approximately $1,000 per $1 million increase in the fund size.

Betty Marti TreasuryPrepared by:Division: __________Approved by Commissioner: \\_ Agency:
/I A  fj

Phone:Date:Date
4b5-23503/7/95

P R E P A R E R  T O  P R O V ID E  A L L  D IS T R IB U T IO N  C O P I E S  T O  G O V E R N O R 'S  L E G I S L A T I V E  O F F I C E
For turthar distribution Information, call tho Governor's Legislative Offico(Rev 10/94) 95flsno.xJs/DBR Page 1 of 1
FISCAL NOTE -  DOR TREASURY MANAGEMENT



( ? )D a te  R e fe rre d : M arch 1, 1995  F U R T H E R  R E F E R R A L S : F inance

D ate  o f  C om m ittee  A ction : j / a  / / ? & >

The  H E A L T H , E D U C A T IO N  A N D  S O C IA L  S E R V IC E S  C om m ittee  con side red : H B  2 1 6

H O U S E  B IL L  N O . 2 1 6  E D U C A T IO N  T E C H N O L O G Y  P R O G R A M

"A n  A c t estab lish ing  the A la sk a  education te chn o log y  p rog ram ; and p ro v id in g  f o r  an e ffe c t iv e  date ."

V  > U S E  C O M M I T T E E  R E P O r  n

re c om m en d s  it be re p la c ed  /  . A  [X l  the sam e title
w ith  th e  fo llo w in g  c om m itte e  s u b s t i tu te  0 .  S  1t l -> /L? L  h  £ o  ) [ ] a  new  title

[ J add itiona l re fe rra l t o ____________________________ C om m ittee
f | attached am endm ent(s )

A D O P T S :  L e tte r o f  In tent

A T T A C H E S  N E W  F IS C A L  N O T E (s ) : (Dcpl) A P P R O V E S  P R E V IO U S :

I ] fisc a l n o te (s ) ____________________________  [ ] fisca l n o t e ( s ) _____________________________________

[ ze ro  fisca l no te (s ) Q O  tf_______  [ ] ze ro  fisc a l no te (s )



WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
9-LS0765\M

F o rd
3/12/96

WORK DRAFT

C S  F O R  H O U S E  B I L L  N O .  2 1 6 (  )

I N  T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  

N I N E T E E N T H  L E G I S L A T U R E  -  S E C O N D  S E S S I O N

B YOffered:Referred:Sponsorfs): REPRESENTATIVES KOTT, Brown
A  B I L L

F O R  A N  A C T  E N T I T L E D

1  " A n  A c t  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  A l a s k a  e d u c a t i o n  t e c h n o lo g y  p r o g r a m ;  a n d  p r o v i d i n g  f o r

2  a n  e f f e c t i v e  d a t e . "

B E  I T  E N A C T E D  B Y  T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A :

4  *  S e c t io n  1. F IN D IN G S  .AND P U R P O S E , (a ) The leg is la tu re  finds that
5  (1 )  7 5  percent o f  the lab o r 'orce in ihe state is unprepared to deal w ith rapid ly
6 chang ing  techno log y ;
7  (2 )  the education system  and pub lic ly  funded lib ra rie s can he lp  in creating a
8 tra ined  and p roductive  la b o r fo rc e ;
9  ( 3 )  education techno logy has the potentia l to im p rove  the academ ic

10 p e rfo rm ance  o f  students, to prepare students fo r  w o rk  in a techno log ica l soc ie ty , and to assist
1 1  w ith  education re fo rm ;
1 2  (4 )  schoo ls and pub lic ly funded libraries lack adequate hardware, so ftw are , and
1 3  tra in ing  fo r students, pa trons, and educators in education techno logy ;
1 4  ( 5 )  in o rd e r to im p lem en t e ffe c tiv e  education te chno log y  p rog ram s , teacher

*1 -
N c w  T e x t  U n d e r l i n e d  [D E L E T E D  T E X T  B R A C K E T E D ]

CSHB 216< )
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tra in ing  and ac tive  participation is essentia l;
( 6)  there is a need fo r a cen tra l agency to coord inate education techno logy 

e f fo r ts  in  the state and to increase aw areness o f  sources o f  funds and equipm ent fo r  
d e v e lo p in g  educa tion  techno logy .

(b )  It is the purpose o f  this Act to estab lish the A laska education technology program , 
to  p ro v id e  teachers , lib ra ry  s ta ff, and o the r instruc tiona l personnel w ith tra in ing in how  to 
app ly  educa tion  techno logy in meeting instruc tiona l ob jectives, and to p rov ide  the necessary 
equ ipm en t and m ateria ls to e ffe c tiv e ly  u tiliz e  education technology w ithin the adopted 
cu rricu la  th roughou t the ru ra l and urban schoo ls  and in pub lic ly  funded lib ra ries o f  this state.

*  S e c . 2 . A S  1 4 .3 0  is amended by adding new  sections to read:
A R T IC L E  12. A L A S K A  E D U C A T IO N  T E C H N O L O G Y .

Sec . 14 .3 0 .8 0 0 . A L A S K A  E D U C A T IO N  T E C H N O L O G Y  F U N D  
E S T A B L IS H E D , (a ) T he A laska  education technology fund is estab lished in the 
depa rtm en t. The purpose o f  the fund is to ( 1 )  enhance the qua lity  and equity o f  
educa tion  at pub lic e lem entary and secondary schoo ls by p rov id ing  p ro jec t o r g rant 
m oney needed to purchase, install, and m aintain education techno logy in c lass room s;
( 2 )  p ro v id e  training in the use o f  education techno logy to he lp  students and teachers 
ach ieve student perform ance standards; ( 3 )  p rov ide access to netw orks fo r  pub lic  
s c h oo ls  and pub lic ly  funded lib ra rie s  th rough the Un ive rs ity  o f  A la sk a  com puter 
n e tw o rk , the Departm ent o f  Adm in istra tion  computer netw ork , o r  o the r means 
consisten t w ith the prog ram  deve loped  under A S 4 4 .2 1 .3 1 5 (c ); and ( 4 )  p rov ide 
educa tion  techno logy , inc lud ing com pu te r and resource sharing system s, to  pub lic ly  
funded lib ra ries . The fund consists o f  leg is la tive appropriations to the fund and pub lic 
o r  p riv a te  donations made fo r  the pu rpose o f  the fund.

(b )  A  pro ject o r grant app lication  shall be submitted on a fo rm  prescribed by 
the department. A  project o r grant app lication m ay be submitted to the department by 
a sch oo l d istric t on b eha lf o f  a pub lic  schoo l, o r  by a pub lic ly  funded lib ra ry .

(c )  The department shall aw ard and adm inister grants and contracts under this
section .

Sec . 14 .30 .810 . R E Q U IR E D  D U T IE S  O F  D E P A R T M E N T . The departm ent
sh a ll

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

CSHB 216( ) -2-
N e w  T a x t  U n d e r l i n e d  [ D E L E T E D  T E X T  B R A C K E T F D ]
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( 1 )  d eve lo p  and prom ote the use o f  education te chn o log y  to
(A )  im prove student learn ing capab ilities ;
( B )  foste r co llabora tion  between e lem en ta ry  and secondary

sch oo ls  as w e ll as postsecondary institutions; and
( Q  provide access to training and support resou rces fo r  students

and s ta ff ;
(2 )  recom m end outstanding education techno logy p rog ram s o r  products 

fo r  use by sch oo l d istric ts in the state;
( 3 )  d e v e lo p  p lans to u tilize  distance learn ing te chn o log y  and p rov id e  

leadersh ip  in im p lem en ting  the use o f  distance lea rn ing  te chn o log y ;
( 4 )  encou rage parental invo lvem en t in the use and deve lopm en t o f  

education  te ch n o log y ;
( 5 )  m ake recom m endations to the board  on  p lans, p o lic ie s , p rog ram s, 

and activ ities re la tin g  to education techno logy;
( 6)  id en tify  methods to reduce the costs to s c h o o l distric ts o f  

im p lem en ting  educa tion  techno logy , includ ing the costs o f  access to na tiona l and 
in te rna tiona l c om pu te r se rv ices; and

( 7 )  advise schoo l districts on sources o f  g ifts o r  grants o f  education 
techno log y  and app lic a tion  procedures f o r  rece iv ing the g ifts o r  grants.

Sec. 1 4 .3 0 .8 2 0 . PO W E R S  A N D  D U T IE S  O F  T H E  C O M M IS S IO N E R  O F  
R E V E N U E . T he com m iss ione r o f  revenue is the treasurer o f  the fund  and has the duty 
iO do a ll acts, w hether o r  not expressly authorized , that the com m iss ione r o f  revenue 
considers necessary o r  p rope r in adm inistering the assets o f  the fund .

Sec. 1 4 .3 0 .8 5 0 . D E F IN IT IO N S . In  A S 1 4 .3 0 .8 0 0  - 1 4 .3 0 .8 5 0 ,
( 1 )  "d istric t" has the meaning g iven in A S  1 4 .1 7 .2 5 0 ;
(2 ) "education technology" means instructional equipment and materials 

that are used to enhance the quality and effectiveness o f  teaching and learn ing , to 
im prove the deve lopm en t and training o f  teachers, and to enhance access to in form ation  
in lib raries, inc lud ing  hardware , so ftw are , and te lecomm unications;

( 3 )  " fund " means the A laska  education technology fund ;
(4 )  "p u b lic ly  funded lib ra ry " means a lib ra ry  e lig ib le  fo r  a grant under

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

AS 14.56.310.
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*  Sec . 3 . T h is  A ct takes e ffect Ju ly  1 , 1996 .
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A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r eH o u s e  o f  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s

COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS 
RESOURCES
INTERNATIONAL TRADE / TOURISM 
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS:
LABOR & COMMERCE, CHAIRMAN 
MILITARY & VETERANS AFFAIRS, CHAIRMAN

SESSION:
STATE CAPITOL 
OJNEAU, AK 99601-1182 
PHONE (907) 465-3777 
FAX (907) 465-2819

10928 EAGLE RIVER ROAD, SUITE 141 
EAGLE RIVER, AK 99577 
PHONE (507) 694-8944 
FAX 694-8949

INTERIM:

S P O N S O R  S T A T E M E N T  
P R O P O S E D  H E S S  C S  F O R  H O U S E  B I L L  2 1 6 (  )

A la s k a n s  a n d  A la s k a n  s tu d e n t s  m u s t  s t a r t  b e c o m in g  m o r e  in v o lv e d  in  th e  la te s t  
d e v e lo p m e n t s  in  t e c h n o lo g y , p a r t i c u la r ly  in  th e  u s e  o f  c om p u te rs . T h e  o r ig in a l 
a n d  c o n t in u e d  in te n t  o f  th is  b i l l  is  t o  p r o v id e  a  v e h ic le  t o  a l lo w  A la s k a n s  t o  le a r n  
a n d  s la y  a b re a s t  o f  th e se  t e c h n o lo g ic a l ch an g e s .

T h e  o r ig in a l  b i l l  se t u p  a n  A la s k a n  E d u c a t io n  T e c h n o lo g y  P ro g ra m . Its  in te n t  
w a s  t o  e s ta b lis h  a  s p e c ia l F u n d  to  a l l o w  th is  to  h a p p e n , w ith  a  p o te n t ia l r e q u e s t  
o f  u p  t o  $ 1 0  m i l l i o n  d o l la r s  i n  g e n e ra l f u n d  m o n e y  to  b e  e s ta b lis h e d  in  th e  F u n d  
t h r o u g h  th e  o p e ra t in g  b u d g e t .  B e c a u se  o f  th is  la rg e  s u m , a n d  the f is c a l a u s te r i ty  
w e  a r e  n o w  fa c in g , i t  d i d  n o t  s e e m  fe a s ib le  th a t th is  k in d  o f  fu n d in g  c o u ld  b e  
o b ta in e d  in  th is  le g is la tu re .

H o w e v e r ,  th is  p r o p o s e d  r e v is e d  v e r s io n  o f  th e  b i l l  e lim in a te s  th is $ 1 0  m i l l i o n  
a p p r o p r ia t i o n ,  w h i le  s t i l l  a t te m p t in g  t o  g e t th e  S ta te  m o r e  in v o lv e d  in  
e d u c a t io n a l t e c h n o lo g y  th a n  i t  c u r r e n t ly  is . T h e  b i l l  w o u ld  e s ta b lis h  th e  F u n d , 
b u t  w i t h o u t  S ta te  m o n e y . T h e  F u n d  w o u ld  s t i l l b e  e s ta b lis h e d  b e cau se  i t  is  
im p o r t a n t  to  h a v e  a  m e c h a n ism  in  p la c e  th a t c o u ld  re c e iv e  a n d , i f  n e e d e d , p a s s  
t h r o u g h  fu n d s  f r o m  th e  p r iv a t e  s e c to r  a n d  th e  fe d e ra l g o v e rn m e n t . A  s im i la r ly  
o p e r a t in g  fu n d ,  th e  A la s k a  C h i ld r e n 's  F u n d , h a s  a lr e a d y  b e e n  e s ta b lis h e d .

T h e  f e d e r a l  g o v e rn m e n t  r e c e n t ly  m a d e  s e v e ra l b i l l i o n  d o l la r s  a v a i la b le  in  
c o m p e t i t iv e  g r a n t  m o n e y  to  s ta te s  a n d  s c h o o l d r  ’ n e ts  f o r  e d u c a t io n a l 
t e c h n o lo g y . A d d i t i o n a l ly ,  th e  p r iv a t e  s e c to r , in c lu d in g  c o m p u te r  c o m p a n ie s , a re  
a ls o  p r o v id in g  m o r e  a n d  m o r e  fu n d s  a n d  e q u ip m e n t  th ro u g h  th e  g ra n t in g  
p r o c e s s . I t  is  im p o r t a n t  f o r  A la s k a  to  b e  a b le  to  access th ese  fu n d s .

T h is  p r o p o s e d  C S  w o u ld  r e q u i r e  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  to  d e v e lo p  a n d  p r o m o t e  th e  u se  
o f  e d u c a t io n a l t e c h n o lo g y  th r o u g h  s u c h  th in g s  as c o l la b o r a t io n  w ith  v a r io u s  
g r o u p s ,  t r a in in g , p a r e n t a l in v o lv e m e n t ,  a n d  m a k in g  re c o m m e n d a t io n s  t o  th e  
S ta te  B o a rd .  M o s t  im p o r t a n t ly ,  i t  w o u ld  p r o v id e  a  c o o rd in a te d , c e n t r a liz e d  p la c e  
in  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E d u c a t io n  to  d e a l w ith  s ta te w id e  e d u c a t io n a l te c h n o lo g y  
n e e d s , a n d  it  w o u ld  p r o v id e  s c h o o l d is t r ic ts  w i th  in fo rm a t io n  o n  c o m p e t it iv e  
g ia n t s  a n d  h o w  to  o b ta in  th e m . B o th  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E d u c a t io n  a n d  th e  
D e p a r tm e n t  o f  R e v e n u e  n o w  h a v e  z e r o  F is c a l n o te s .

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  P e t e  K o t t



S e c t i o n a l  A n a l y s i s  
P r o p o s e d  H E S S  C S  f o r  H B  2 1 6  (  )

V e rs io n  9 - L S 0 7 6 5 /  G -

S e c t io n  # 1 :  L is t s  th e  f in d in g s  a n d  p u rp o s e s  o f  th e  b i l l ,  w h ic h  d e a ls  w i th  
e d u c a t io n a l t e c h n o lo g y .

S e c t io n  # 2 :  A d d s  s e v e ra l n e w  se c t io n s  t o  th e  A la s k a  s ta tu te s , in c lu d in g :

S e c t io n  A S  1 4 .3 0 .8 0 0 , w h ic h  e s ta b lis h e s  th e  A la s k a  E d u c a t io n  
T e c h n o lo g y  F u n d  a n d  lis t s  i t s  f o u r - f o ld  p u rp o s e ;

S e c t io n  A S  1 4 .3 0 .3 1 0 , w h ic h  l is t s  th e  d u t ie s  o f  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  
o f  E d u c a t io n  in  r e la t i o n  to  e d u c a t io n a l t e c h n o lo g y ;

S e c t io n  A S  1 4 .3 0 .8 2 0 , w h ic h  g iv e s  a u t h o r i t y  to  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  
o f  R e v e n u e  to  h a n d le  a l l  a s s e ts  r e la t in g  t o  th e  f u n d ;  a n d

S e c t io n  A S  1 4 .3 0 .8 5 0 , w h ic h  p r o v id e s  d e f in i t i o n s  f o r  t e rm s  u s e d  
in  th e  b i l l .

S e c t io n  # 3 : P r o v id e s  f o r  an  e f fe c t iv e  d a te  o f  J u ly  1 ,1 9 9 6 .

SECTIONAL. ANALYSIS  - PROPOSED HESS CS FOR HB 2 1 6
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C S  F O R  H O U S E  B I L L  N O . 2 1 6 (  )

IN  T H E  L E G IS L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  

N IN E T E E N T H  L E G IS L A T U R E  - S E C O N D  S E S S IO NBYOffered:Referred:
Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVES KOTT, Brown

A  B IL L  

F O R  A N  A C T  E N T IT L E D

1 "A n  A c t e s tab lish in g  the A la s k a  education  te chn o log y  p r o g r a m ; an d  p ro v id in g  f o r

2  a n  e ffe c tiv e  f a t e . ”

B E  I T  E N A C T E D  B Y  T H E  L E G IS L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A :

*  ^ - io n  1. F IN D IN G S  A N D  P U R P O S E , (a ) T he leg is la tu re  fin d s that
(1 )  7 5  percent o f  the labor force in the state is unprepared to deal w ith rap id ly

6 chang ing  te chn o log y ;
7 (2 ) the education system  and pub lic ly  funded  lib ra rie s  can he lp in creating a
S tra ined and p roduc tive  la b o r fo rce ;
9 ( 3 )  education technology has the po ten tia l to im p rove  the academ ic

10  pe rfo rm ance  o f  students, to prepare students fo r  w o rk  in a techno log ica l society , and to assist
1 1  w ith  educa tion  re fo rm :
1 2  (4 ) schoo ls and public ly funded lib raries lack  adequate hardware, so ftw are , and
1 3  tra in ing  fo r  students, patrons, and educators in education te chno log y ;
1 4  ( 5 )  in o rd e r to im plem ent e ffe c tive  educa tion  te chn o log y  p rog ram s, teacher
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tra in ing  and ac tive  partic ipation is essen tia l;
(6)  there is a need fo r  a ‘ cen tra l agency to  coord inate education  techno logy

e f fo r ts  in  the state and to increase awareness o f  sources o f  funds and equ ipm ent f o r
«

d e v e lo p in g  educa tion  techno logy .
(b )  It  is the purpose o f  this A ct to estab lish the A laska  education techno logy prog ram , 

to  p ro v id e  teachers , lib ra ry  s ta ff, and o the r in struc tiona l pe rsonne l w ith tra in ing in how  to 
ap p ly  education techno logy  in m eeting instruc tiona l ob jec tives, and to p ro v id e  the necessary 
equ ipm en t and m ate ria ls  to e ffe c t iv e ly  u tiliz e  education techno logy w ith in  the adopted 
cu rr ic u la  th roughou t the rural and urban schoo ls and in pub lic ly  funded lib ra rie s o f  this state. 

*  S ec . 2 . A S  1 4 .0 3 .1 2 0 (e ) is amended to read :
(e ) A  district sh a ll, by O ctober 31 o f  each year, p rov ide to the state board , and 

m ake  a v a ila b le  to the pub lic , a report on the pe rfo rm ance o f  each pub lic  schoo l and 
p u b lic  s c h o o l students in the district. T he  repo rt must be en titled  "S ch oo l D is tric t 
R e p o rt C a rd  T o  The Pub lic " and must be prepared on a fo rm  prescribed by the 
departm en t. T he report m ust include

( 1 ) the percent o f  d istric t students in the top and bottom  quarter o f  
standard ized  nationa l achievement exam inations; resu lts under th is paragraph sha ll be 
d isc lo sed  in a m anner that does not revea l the ind iv idua l identities o f  students;

(2 ) the percent o f  students w ho are not p rom oted  to the next grade;
( 3)  student, parent, and com m unity  m ember com m ents on the sch oo l’ s

p e rfo rm an ce ;
( 4 )  the annual percent change in en ro llm en t and the percent o f  

e n ro llm en t change due to student trans fe rs in to and out o f  the d istric t;
( 5)  attendance, retention , and graduation rates;
( 6)  the w ays in which m ean ing fu l parent in vo lv em en t in schoo l 

p e rfo rm an ce  was achieved;
( 7) a sum m ary and eva lua tion  o f  the en v ironm en ta l education 

cu rricu lum  described in A S  1 4 .3 0 .3 8 0 ;
(8) uses o f  ed u ca tion  te c h n o lo g y  b v  c la s s ro om  te ach e rs :
(9 )  other indicators o f  schoo l pe rform ance required by the state board ;

and
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(1 0 )  [ ( 9 ) ]  o the r indicators o f  schoo l p e rfo rm ance  se lected by the

district.
*  S e c  3 . A S 1 4 .3 0  is amended by adding new sections to read :

A R T IC L E  12. A L A S K A  E D U C A T IO N  T E C H N O L O G Y .
Sec . 1 4 .3 0 .8 0 0 . A L A S K A  E D U C A T IO N  T E C H N O L O G Y  F U N D  

E S T A B L IS H E D , (a ) T he A laska  education techno logy fund  is estab lished in the 
d ep a rtm en t T he  purpose o f  the fund is to  ( 1 )  enhance the qu a lity  and equity o f  
education at pub lic  e lem entary and secondary schoo ls by p rov id in g  p ro jec t o r  grant 
m oney needed to purchase, insta ll, and maintain education te chno logy  in c lass room s;
(2) p rov ide training in the use o f  education technology to he lp  students achieve student 
pe rfo rm ance standards; (3 )  p rovide access to netw orks fo r  pub lic  schoo ls  and pub lic ly  
funded lib ra ries through the U n ive rs ity  o f  A la ska  com pute r ne tw o rk , the Departm ent 
o f  A dm in istra tion  com puter netw ork, o r  o ther means consisten t w ith the p rog ram  
deve loped  under AS 4 4 .2 1 .3 1 5 (c ) ; and (4 )  p rov ide education techno log y , inc lud ing 
computer and resource sharing systems, to pub lic ly  funded lib ra ries . The fund consists 
o f  leg is la tive  appropriations to the fund and pub lic o r p riva te  donations made fo r  the 
pu rpose o f  the fund. The department m ay not use m oney  in the fund to pay the 
adm in istra tive expenses o f  the fund.

(b ) A  p ro ject o r  grant application sha ll be subm itted on a fo rm  prescribed by 
the department. A  pro ject o r  grant application may be subm itted to the department by 
a schoo l d istric t on b eh a lf o f  a public schoo l, o r  by a pu b lic ly  funded lib ra ry .

(c )  The department sh a ll adm inister grants aw arded under this section.
Sec . 1 4 .3 0 .8 1 0 . R E Q U IR E D  D U T IE S  O F  D E P A R T M E N T . T he  department

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

sha ll
( 1 ) deve lop  and promote the use o f  education techno logy  to

(A ) im prove student learn ing capab ilities ;
(B )  foste r co llabo ra tion  between e lem en ta ry  and secondary 

schoo ls  as w e ll as postsecondary institu tions;
(C ) provide access to training and support resources fo r  students

and s ta ff ; and
(D )  assist in educating non -Eng lish  speak ing parents;
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(2)  co llaborate w ith education institutions, p ro fess iona l associations, and 
business groups to  determ ine p rio rit ie s  f o r  education te chno log y  fund ing  and in 
id en tify in g  educa tiona l uses fo r  education techno logy ;

(3)  recommend outstanding education techno logy p rog ram s o r  p roducts 
f o r  use by schoo l districts in the state, inc lud ing the use o f  distance learn ing p rog ram s;

(4 )  encourage pa ren ta l in vo lv em en t in the use and deve lopm en t o f  
education  techno logy ;

( 5)  m ake recom m endations to the board  o n  p lans, p o lic ie s , p rog ram s, 
and activ ities re la ting  to education techno logy ;

(6) iden tify  m ethods to reduce the costs to sc h oo l d istricts o f  
im p lem en ting  education techno logy , inc lud ing the costs o f  access to na tiona l and 
in te rna tiona l com puter se rv ices; and

(7)  advise schoo l districts on  sources o f  g ifts  o r  g rants o f  education 
techno log y  and app lication  p rocedu res fo r  rece iv ing  the g ifts  o r g ran ts.

Sec . 1 4 .30 .820 . P O W E R S  A N D  D U T IE S  O F  T H E  C O M M IS S IO N E R  O F  
R E V E N U E . The com m issioner o f  revenue is the treasurer o f  the fund  and has the duty 
to do a l l  acts, whether o r  not exp ress ly  au thorized , that the com m iss ione r o f  revenue 
considers necessary o r p rope r in adm in istering the assets o f  the fund .

Sec. 14 .3 0 .8 5 0 . D E F IN IT IO N S . In  A S  14 .3 0 .8 0 0  - 1 4 .3 0 .8 5 0 ,
(1 )  "d istrict" has the meaning given in AS 1 4 .1 7 .2 5 0 ;
(2 )  "education techno logy" means instructional equipment and m ateria ls 

that are used to enhance the qua lity  and e ffectiveness o f  teaching and learn ing , and to 
enhance access to in fo rm ation  in lib ra ries , including hardw are , so ftw are , and 
te lecom m unications;

( 3 )  "fund" means the A la ska  education techno logy fund ;
(4)  "pub lic ly  funded lib ra ry " means a lib ra ry  e lig ib le  fo r  a grant under

A S  1 4 .5 6 .3 1 0 .
*  Sec . 4 . T h is  A ct takes e ffe c t Ju ly 1, 1996 .
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Executive Summary

In March 1995, the Alaska Department of Education conducted an instructional technology survey of all 
schools and school districts. The purposes of the survey were to:

• Collect data on the numbers and types of technologies currently employed in Alaska schools for 
instruction.

• Collect information on utilization of the technologies.

• Determine the level of priority for instructional technology’s in Alaska's schools.

• Determine what needs must be met in schools in order to effectively employ technologies in
instruction.

• Collect data that could be compared to similar data collected from schools in 1993.

Information from the survey will be used by the Department in developing the Goals 2000 State
Educational Technology plan and working with districts in the area of instructional technology 
Information will also be used in responding to information requests regarding tne level of technologies in 
Alaska schools and in responding to proposed legislation involving instructional technology.

Major F indings

• Wide disparities continue to exist across the state in the kinds of technologies available in schools.

• Schools are attempting to upgrade the technologies they use. but are limited by the lack of funding 
available to them for that purpose.

• The use of technology in schools with students is seen as a high priority by the majority of 
superintendents and school principals.

• Establishing school and district networks is a new priority of districts: however, only 24% of schools
have networks in place.

• Achieving access to the Internet is also a new priority for school districts indicating a movement
towards educational use of the "Information Highway”

• Teacher training remains one of the highest needs for schools in the area of tecnnology.

Recom m enda tions
School districts should cc ’tinue to plan for the implementation of technology. Those plans should be 
comprehensive and include such elements as strategies for integration into the curriculum, teacher 
training, technology upgrades and replacement, budgets, timelines, and staffing patterns.

Teacher training in technology must be continued on all fronts: University courses, district inservice, pre­
service courses, workshops and institutes. Technology's power for teachers can only be realized when 
teachers have acquired the skills to make the best instructional uses of these tools.



The state and districts must work together to fund the technological needs of schools. Educational equity 
will not exist until all students in the state have access to the opportunities that technology and 
telecommunications affords. The state should actively pursue all means by which districts and schools 
have access to the funding necessary to effectively implement technology in the classroom

The state should examine its role in modernizing the telecommunications infrastructure needed across 
the state for schools to connect to the Information Highway. Awareness and interest in access to the 
Internet has created a gap between the desire of schools to connect and the available 
telecommunications infrastructure. The state should work on behalf of schools to work with regulatory 
agencies, telecommunications providers and others to ensure that schools have access to high speed, 
affordable telecommunications connectivity.



Overview

In March 1995, the Alaska Department of Education conducted an instructional technology survey of all 
schools and school districts. Staff designed two survey instruments to collect data on the instructional 
uses of technology. The purposes of the survey were to:

• Collect data on the numbers and types of technologies currently employed in Alaska schools for 
instruction.

• Collect information on utilization of the technologies.

• Determine the level of priority for instructional technology's in Alaska's schools.

» Determine what needs must be met in schools in order to effectively employ technologies in 
instruction.

• -Collect data that could be compared to similar data collected from schools in 1993.

Questionnaires were mailed to all districts and schools by the Department of Education in March 1995; no 
follow up questionnaires were sent. By June 1, responses were received from 48 of the 54 district offices 
and by 290 of the state's 467 schools. That represents a response rate of 88% for districts and 62% for 
schools. The 1995 survey elicited a higher response rate than the 1993 survey from which responses 
were received from 84% of districts and 53% of schools. Schools responding to the survey closely 
paralleled the demographic profile of all schools in the state. An analysis of respondents was made on 
the basis of building enrollments and grade levels in the school as well as the number o f responses from 
the five largest school districts to see if the data was representational of all schools in the state or if any 
type of school or district was overrepresented. While some differences may exist between respondents 
and non-respondents, the demographic analysis indicates that respondents can be viewed as generally 
representative of all schools in the state.

Table 1 shows the correlation of schools by size of enrollment represented in the survey and the 
statewide demographics of building enrollments.

Tab le 1
R e sp o n se s  b y  Bu ild ing  E n ro llm en ts

Building Enrollment 
(Number of Students)

Schools Responding All schools
Count Percent Count Percent

1-25 44 15% 74 16%
26-50 34 12% 56 12%
51-100 40 14% 68 14%
101-300 72 25% 117 25%
301 or more 100 34% 155 33%
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Table 2 shows the percentages of the type of schools responding to the survey as compared «o statewide 
demographics of schools by grade level.

Table 2 
R e sp on se s  by S ch oo l T ypes

School type Schools responding All schools -
Count Percent Count Percent

Elementary 117 40% 177 38%
Middle/Jr. High 13 4% 29 6%
Middle/High School 17 6% 32 7%
High School 24 8% 47 10%
PE-12 119 41% 185 39%

Table 3 shows the number of respondents from the five largest school districts (Anchorage, Fairbanks, 
Kenai, Mat-Su and Juneau) as opposed to respondents in other districts compared to the total numbers 
of schools in the largest districts:

Tab le 3 
D istrict S ize

Schools Responding All schools
Count Percent Count Percent

Five Largest Districts 111 38% 185 39%
Other Districts 179 62% 285 61%

As can be seen by the three tables, respondents mirrored very closely the overall demographics of 
schools in the state. Although ti.jre may be some differences between respondents to the survey and 
non-respondents, the demographic picture of the respondents is representational of all schools in the 
state. Thus, result of the survey can be assumed to generally apply to all schools in the state. Schools 
responding to this survey represent a total of 4099 classrooms in the state and 78,690 students.

Information from the survey will be used by the Department in developing the Goals 2000 State
Educational Technology plan and working with districts in the area of instructional technology. 
Information will also be used in responding to infomaticn requests regarding the level of technologies in 
Alaska schools and in responding to proposed legislation involving instructional technology. The
information has been collected in such a way as to be easily updated in the future.



V

• Wide disparities continue to exist across the state in the kinds of technologies available in schools.

• Schools are attempting to upgrade the technologies they use, but are limited by the lack of funding 
available to them for that purpose.

• The use of technology in schools with students is seen as a high priority by the majority of 
superintendents and school principals.

• Establishing school and district networks is a new priority of districts; however, only 24% of schools 
have networks in place.

• Achieving access to the Internet is also a new priority for school districts indicating a movement 
towards educational use of the “Information Highway”

• Teacher training remains one of the highest needs for schools in the area of technology.

Major Findings
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Superintendents Survey
Superintendents were asked a limited number of questions regarding technology in their districts. These 
questions were designed to elicit information regarding district level planning, priorities and 
communications networks.

BWe see the need and hope next year to develop a technology

Research has shown that planning for the inclusion of instructional technologies in schools is critical to its 
successful implementation and cum'culum integration. Superintendents were asked if their district had a 
district wide instructional technology plan.. Over half the districts responding (54%) indicate that they 
have a plan as shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1

“O ur firs t technology plan w ilt be part o f our Goals 2000 Plan. I t  wi11 be fo r
a  fo u r year period. Wh ), we w ill

Those districts indicating having a technology plan were asked a follow-up question designed to elicit 
information about the components included in the district plans. These components are typically found in 
successful technology plans. Figure 2 indicates the different components respondents report including in 
their plans. It may be significant that only 35% of the plans include strategies for obsolescence and 
hardware upgrades. In today’s world of rapidly changing technologies, school districts would be wise to 
include upgrade cycles in their plans.
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Figure 2

C o m p o n e n t s  o f  T e c h n o l o g y  P i e r s :  
. P e r c e n t  o f  D i s t r i c t s ««

100%  1  
90%-)

o  80% - 
£  7C%-

PtcnOonrponents

“A lbeit our d istric t's  funding Is m inim al end In further jeopardy o f 
reductions, we continue to  move forward on a ll fronts regarding 

educational technology."

Of the superintendents responding, 94% see the use of instructional technology as a medium high to high 
priority. Only two districts felt that use of instructional technology is a medium low priority for their district 
as indicated in Figure 3. More superintendents in the 1995 survey report that instructional technology is 
of high importance; in 1993 47% saw the use of technology as a nigh priority.
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Fig tire 3
D i s t r i c t s ’ Priori ty ter I n s t r u c t i on s !  T e c h n o l o g y

5sm
a
o
c 39%

4%
B l i W

2%

2
High
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L o w
L e v e l  ot  Priority

Superintendents were asked if the schools in their district are connected by a local area or wide area 
network. Sixty-five percent of the Superintendents indicate that a computer network is in place as shown 
in Figure 4. In 1993, slightly over 40% of superintendents reported that their district had a 
communications network. However, in 1993, superintendents included fax machines, quickmail and 
UACN in their descriptions of networking while the 1995 survey was more specific in its definition of a 
network.

Figure 4
Percent of Districts with Computer Networks
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Superintendents were also asked if schools in their districts connected to the Internet, and if so in what 
manner. Figure 5 shows that 60 % of the responding districts do connect to the* Internet, but a follow up 
question indicated that the majority of school districts have dial-in access only.

Figure 5
P e rc en t o f  D istricts with In te rn e t A c c e s s

*' I  th ink th is village needs a focal connection. Even our c lassified  s ta ff 
have purchased the ir own Powerbooksand we have a M acintosh) per 

student. . .a  modem fo r each classroom and NO budget fo r phone ca llsM

Superintendents were asked how important it is to have the ability to connect electronically to the Alaslca 
Department of Education. Rgure 6 indicates the response to this question. The average importance of 
networking to the Department of Education was 3.77 indicating a fairly high need by districts.
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Figure 6

D I s t r l c t s ' V i e w  o f  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  N e t w o r k i n g  
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'Our technology came d irectly  ae the resu lt o f two bsck-to-back grants o f 
$100,000 each. Were It not fo r these two grants, we would be sore ly  

.. lacking." • :  ■.. ■■•'■■■■;

Districts show that a mix of funds are currently being used to support technology in the schools. Four- 
fifths of the districts report using state funds, and half of the districts responding to the survey are using 
funds they have secured through competitive grants. Rgure 7 shows percent of districts responding 
using federal, state, local funds and competitive grants to fund educational technology.

_________________________ Figure 7_________________________

D i s t r i c t s '  S o u r c e s  o f  T e c h n o l o g y  F u n d s

100% x

a■c2a
c«aWmaa.

10%0%

- - 81%

67% i l l j

- - B
g g B

-  -

■ I

63%

50%

F e d e r a l S ta t e L o c a l C o m p e t i t i v e
G r a n t s

Sources of Funds
In general, superintendents are increasingly supportive or the use of technology in instruction, and are 
seeking multiple means of financing the cost of technology.
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School Survey. v
The principal's survey was intended to elicit information regarding the kinds of technologies in each 
individual school, and the ways in which teachers in that school were utilizing, the technologies available 
to them. In addition to detailing the kinds of technologies they utilize, principals were asked to determine 
the level of priority they placed on instructional technology and whether or not the school has a 
technology plan. Respondents were also given an opportunity to discuss the highest needs in 
instructional technology.

QomputeLTechnplQflles;
Principals were asked a number of questions regarding the configuration and uses of computer based 
technologies in the schools. The following information summarizes the responses from those questions.

Labs:

uWeare In dire need o f a  computer lab and/or a t least computers In every
class fo r easy student access,”

Computers are often configured in computer labs in schools. A computer lab consists of space for a 
number of computers which are generally networked with printers, often with file servers, modems, and 
other devices (laser disks, cameras, etc.). Labs generally serve many classes of students and are 
scheduled for use by teachers. Principals were asked to give the number of labs in each school and to 
give information on the types of computers used in the labs.

A total of 397 labs were reported in 209 schools: 72% of the schools responding to the survey have at 
least one computer laboratory. The highest number of computer labs reported in a school was 10, the 
average number of computer labs per school is 1.5. Nearly half of the schools responding (46%) report 
that their school has one computer lab. Most labs use Apple brand computers with nearly half of the total 
computers being Macintosh computers. IBM labs accounted for nearty 26% of the total labs; nearly half 
of the IBM labs are running Windows operating system. Figure 8 shows the breakdown of labs by kind. 
In comparing this information to the data collected in 1993, the percent of labs with IBM computers is 
relatively constant. Schools seem to be replacing older Apple model computers with more powerful 
Macintosh computers: 1993 data shows 32.8% of the labs were Macintosh and 24.8% of the labs were 
Appl9 with 11% mixed Apple and Macintosh.

Figure 8
Types o f  C om puters in  Labs

Other
IBM Window! 1%

IBM MS DOS 
14% Machtcah

ASX

Apple
25%
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CD-ROM technology offers a wide range of powerful software for students and teachers; 121 schools or 
58% of schools with computer labs reported having CD-ROMS drives in the computer lab. A total of 648 
CD-ROM drives were reported in those labs; the most CD-ROM drives found in a computer lab was 80. 
Thirty-five schools report having only one CD-ROM drive in their computer labs.

Principals also were asked to indicate the uses for their labs as represented io Figure 9. Computer labs 
which generally accommodate many teachers representing multiple curriculum areas are utilized for 
multiple functions. The most prevalent uses for all types of labs are word processing, keyboarding, drill 
and practice, databases, and spreadsheets, these are generally regarded as tool-based applications.

Figure 9 

U s e  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  L a b s

i c : v- 
90%

80%

1  70%
I  « *
0 50%

1  40%

|  30%

20%
10%
0%

C la s s ro om  C om pu te rs

‘Im proving technology and integrating It Into the classroom has been one 
o f our school Improvement goals"________________

The average number of computers found in the classroom is two; however, the number of computers in 
classrooms ranged from 0 to 53. Again there is a wide disparity in the numbers of computers located in 
classrooms where most students spend most of their time. Twenty schools report that the typical 
classroom has no computers. An additional 91 schools report that the typical classroom has only one 
computer.
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Figure 10 shows the distribution of computers in the classroom by type. Most computers found in the 
classroom are Apple brand with IBM/IBM compatible computers lagging behind. Comparing this 
distribution to data collected in 1993. it is notable that Macintosh computer has increased by 21% its 
share of classroom computers. Apple computers have correspondingly decreased by 17%, again 
pointing to the trend of schools replacing older model computers with more powerful computers of the 
same brdnd.

Figure 10 
T y p e s  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  C l a s s r o o m s

IBM Wlndowi 8%
IBM MSDOS 

4%

Macintosh
57%

Fifty percent of the schools responding to the survey (145 schools) have at least one classroom with a 
CD-ROM player. Ten schools reported having no CD-ROM drives in the classroom. The school 
reporting the highest number of CD-ROM drives located in classrooms has 54 spread among 26 
classrooms. Twenty-eight schools or 19% of those with CD-ROM drives in the classroom, report having 
enough CD-ROM drives to have me per classroom.

We need technology-our teachers use the Title I  lab, but It Is not 
available a lob We need classroom computers w ith portable laptops fo r 

Individual use."

Very little difference is seen in the uses of comj uters in the classroom and uses in the lab as noted in 
Figure 11. The top use of computers in the classroom is word processing, followed by drill and practice 
and keyboarding, database, spreadsheet and multimedia use. Classroom computers are used far more 
than lab computers for student records, assessment tools, e-mail and reference searches.



Figure 11

U s e  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  C l a s s r o o m s
100% T

Libra rv/M edla C en ter:
The third general configuration of computers in most schools are those in the library/media center. 
Figure 12 shows the distribution of computers in the library by type. Library configurations are notable in 
that IBM/IBM compatible computers are more prevalent than in other areas of the school. As :n both labs 
and classroom, Macintosh computers have increased (8%) while Apple computers have decreased 
(6.5%) over the last two years. IBM computers running either DOS or Windows accounts for 46% of all 
computers in the library, as compared to 37% in 1993.

Figure 12
T y p e s  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  L i b r a r i e s

IBM Windows
Other

3%

IBM MSOOI 
33%

Moclntosh
40%

Apple11%
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Figure 13 shows the reported used for each type'of computer located in libraries. Computers located in 
libraries are used more for applications commonly connected to the library such as conducting reference 
searches. The two highest uses of computers located in libraries are, reference searches, word 
processing. Other predominate uses of computers in the library include multi-media, databases, 
electronic mail, spreadsheets and telecommunications.

Figure 13

Over half (59%) the school libraries of schools responding to the survey are not automated. Of the 
automated school libraries, 83% report having automated (computerized) card catalogs and e7% report 
automated circulation systems. CD-ROM drives are often found in libraries where reference materials 
can be stored on CD-ROMS; 42% of the schools responding to the survey report having at least one CD- 
ROM drive located in the library. The highest number of CD-ROM drives reported located in the library 
was 14.

O ffice  C om pu te rs
Schools wero asked in the 1995 survey to identify types of computers and their uses in school offices. 
This data was not collected in 1993. Macintosh computers accounts for over three-fourths of the 
computers in school offices. IBM running both DOS and Windows accounts for nearly all the other 
computers in school offices as shown in Figure 14,
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Figure 14

T ypes o f  C om p u te rs  in O ffic e s

IBM MSDOS 8%

Macintosh
76%

IBM Windows 
• 13%

Other1%

As would be expected, the uses of computers in school offices is somewhat different than the uses in 
classrooms, computer labs and libraries as shown in Figure 15. While the use of basic tool applications 
of word processing, databases and spreadsheets predominate in offices, one of the largest uses of 
computers in school offices is for student records. Electronic mail and telecommunications also are large 
functions of computer in school offices.

Figure 15
U s e  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  O f f i c e

100% j
90% - -  

80%  - -



To ta l C om pu te rs
In 1993 many of the computers noted in all three general configurations were older Apple lie and lie 
computers especially in the classroom where Apples represented 45% of the total number of classroom 
computers. These computers were being used heavily for drill and practice. Two years later, it seems 
that many schools are upgrading those computers to Macintosh computers which generally are capable 
of higher level applications such as multi-media, desktop publishing, and other sophisticated uses. Figure 
16 denotes the total percentages ol all computers in schools by type of computers.

Figure 16 ____

T y p e s  o f  C o m p u t e r s  i n  S c h o o l s

Other
IBM Windows 2% 

10%

IBM MSDOS 
10%

/  8  i  9 8
>1*1 S I I  EH ! ■  I

| Madntosh 
54%

Apple E H  I I | H  Wr
24%

Totals from the 290 schools that responded to the survey:
Total number of labs 350
Highest number of labs in one school 10
Lowest number of labs in one school 0
Total Classrooms in Survey 4099
Grand Total Number of Macintoshes 7591
Grand Total Number of Apples 3351
Grand Total Number of IBM DOS 1488
Grand Total Number of IBM Windows 1461
Grand Total Number of CD-ROM Drives 2066
Grand Total Number of Other Computers 336
Average number of computers in typical classroom 2

"Our school uses our computers to the lim it o f the ir capability and 
________capacity. We need, desperately to upgrade. .



Calculators:
The National Council of Teachers of Mathematics (NCTM) has recommended students have available to 
them and use calculators to perform certain kinds of math functions. Principals were asked to report on 
the number of different kinds of calculators in their schools. Most calculators in use by schools are basic 
four function calculators. Figure 17 shows the breakdown of the types of calculators reported in the 
school. During the two years since the last data was collected, there has been a slight rise (1.5%) in the 
percentage of scientific calculators reported, but the most significant rise has been in the percentage of 
graphing calculators which is up by over 6%.

F i g u r e  1 7

Types of Calculators Used in Schools
_ . ,  Probes/Othoi 
Gtophlng ^

lent

Scientific B J p k
18%

Rgure 18 shows the prevalence of each type of calculator in different types of schools. This information 
shows as secondary schools increase the sophistication and difficulty of mathematical calculations, the 
total calculators include a mix from four-function to graphing. In elementary schools the most prevalent 
calculator is the simpler four-function calculator.

F i g u r e  1 8

C a l c u l a t o r !  U i e d  i n  S c h o o l !

I*  2

■ F o u r - f u n c t i o n
■  Sc i e n t i f i c

□ G r i p h l n g
□ P r o b o i /O  tb  ■ r

E lm  in u r y  U Irfdlo/Jr. High U Iddla/H l« h M.|h School
T yp o  o f S c h o o l '

PE-l J
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Figure 19 shows where the total number of calculators are located. The largest percent of scientific 
calculators are found in PE-12 schools, the rest are evenly distributed among all types of schools. 
However, middle/jr high schools represent only a little over 6%  of survey respondents but have 17% of 
the scientific calculators and 31%  of graphing calculators.

F i g u r e  1 9

Graphing calculators which are generally used in more advanced classes are found predominantly in 
secondary schools with a total of 41%  located in high schools. Again, since high schools account for less 
than 10%  of survey respondents, this shows that the highest concentration of these tools is where one 
would expect them. No graphing calculators were reported in 234 schools or 81%  of the schools 
responding to the survey. New technologies such as calculator based laboratory devises are almost 
totally found in high schools (60%).

Many schools (50%) report that they encourage students to purchase and use their own calculators at 
school. An estimated 18% of students in schools responding to this survey use their personal calculators 
in school.

Telecom m unications and Connectivity

Schools in Alaska as elsewhere are increasingly becoming wired for networking and telecommunications. 
In this section of the survey, principals were asked to report on the networking capabilities and 
telecommunications use in their schools.

Networked Buildings;
In ordar to realize the efficiencies of technology that businesses already employ, schools need to be 
wired for networks that ideal!, are capable of carrying voice, video as well as data. Networking allows for 
easy exchange of information within the building via internal e-mail as well as sharing resources such as
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software and CD-RO M ’s. In addition, networks will allow entire buildings to access telecommunications 
services without the expense of individual classroom data lines and modems.

“ We passed a bond and will begin s renovation project this spring. 
Included In the plans area LAN, cable wiring and telephones In every 

classroom as well as a computer lab and automating the school library/'
The 1995 survey data shows that 24% of the respondents have some type of building network. Of those 
with a network. 93%  of those networks are carrying data while only 28% include voice (telephone) and 
19%  of those networks include video. This information indicates that most Alaska schools still need to be 
wired for networks

Internet and O n-line Access
Schools were asked if they connect to the Internet, a vast connection of computer networks which allows 
users to access information. Nearly half (47%) of schools responding to the survey indicate that they 
connect to the Internet. Of those however, only 11% or 15 schools connect directly through high speed 
lines; 82%  report that they dial-in to the Internet. Eleven percent also report having a library connection 
to the Internet. Internet access has made great strides over the past two years; in 1993 only 10% of the 
schools responding to the survey indicated that they use the Internet.

" We area rural village In Alaska. I have seen Netscape In action, I feel It 
la a disservice to the students In villages not to have the same 

capabilities.n
Schools were also asked to identify the kinds of on-line services they use to connect to the Internet. 
More schools responding to this question use the University of Alaska Computer Network (LIACN) than 
any other identified network (54%). Other means of connecting to Internet services include the State 
Library Electronic Doorway (SLED) which was names by 45%  of the respondents, and commercial 
services which was identified by 29% of those responding to this question.

" We were fortunate to have limited access to the UACN for part of the 
year. Our budget cannot meet the high cost o f phone line hook-up to file 

servers In the state"
Telephones and Modem s:
In order for most schools in Alaska to access on-line computer services and networks it is necessary for 
schools to have telephones and modems. Modems were reported available in 444 of the 4099 
classrooms covered by this survey (11%). Forty-five schools (16%) reported having no modems which is 
a marked improvement from the 1993 survey which showed that 38% of the schools had no modems. 
The maximum number reported available for instructional use by schools was 4.

Answers to the question what percentage of your classrooms have phones generated a wide disparity of 
responses. Thirty-eight percent (38%) of the schools responded that none of their classrooms had 
phones which compares to nearly 50% in 1993. Twenty-two percent (22%) of the schools responded that 
all of their classrooms had phones, an increase of only 2% in the last two years. Thirty-six percent (36%) 
of all the classrooms covered by the survey have telephones Schools also reported on the number of fax 
machines in their buildings; 87% of the buildings report having fax machines. This represents a 
significant increase of the availability of Fax machines in schools over the past two years; in 1993 only 
38%  of the schools had FAX machines.

18



Vldeo/vlsual based Technologies:
Digitization and compression of video technologies are quickly changing the video technology landscape. 
Use of digitized video over fiber optic networks will allow 500+ channels of entertainment and information 
in the home Plans are currently undew ay for services on these networks that will allow video on 
demand, more extensive home shopping, electronic medical house calls, electronic banking, access to 
databases and electronic libraiies, and highly interactive games. These new networks have vast 
potential for use by schools, however most schools do not have the infrastructure to capitalize on the 
potential these networks hold for education.

Mhla Isa100%  Native school. We are Isolated: There Is little opportunity 
to find out about the outside world. There Is a very high dropout rate.

Figure 20 provides information on the prevalence of video based technologies in the responding schools. 
In the two years since the last survey, increases in the availability of these technology has increased by 
an average of 10%. V C R ’s/monitors have increased by 9%; satellite dishes by 7%, videocameras by 7%, 
laserdiscs have increased by 11%  and LCD panels have increased by 10%.
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VCR/TV

Most schools responding to the survey reported having the "basic" technology of videocassette recorders 
and monitors; although 34 schools (11%) report having no video cassette recorders (VCR's) nr 
television/monitors, the maximum reported was 45 VCRs/monitors in a school.

education program/’
As is the case with telephones in schools, there is wide disparity among schools with cable television. 
While 54%  of the schools report they have a cable connection to the school, only 32%  of the classrooms 
represented by the survey havo access to cable. The lack of cable in many schools may be due in part
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to the lack of availability of cable in some rural communities. Of the schools without cable connections, 
44%  report having satellite dishes which allow them to access video programming. Of all the schools 
with satellite dishes, 75%  are participating i'n a satellite distance learning program.

T e c h n o l o g y  P r lo rltle s/ P la n n ln a

‘The staff Is committed to upgrading our technology capabilities as a high
: : ' I . . / - " . . . priority.’' ■ ~ - ’ ' ; .

Principals were asked how high a priority instructional technology is for their schools on a scale of 1 to 5 
with 5 being a high priority. Figure 21 shows that nearly half the schools responding feel that instructional 
technology is a high priority. The percentage of school placing technology as a medium-high to high 
priority (77% ) is lower than superintendents giving technology a medium high to high priority (94%).
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High Low

lo v o l or Priority

When asked whether the schools had a technology plan, 53%  indicated they do have a plan, as indicated 
In Figure 22
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Percent of Schools with School-Based 
Technology Plans

Figure 22

• i ,

“Because o f the lack o f a dlflrlct technology plan and lack of funding (pur) 
students are not getting the same level of technology education sis other 

students In (the district). We desperately need to make this a state priority 
for ALL students In Alaska,"

Principals were also asked to indicate the funding sources they use to pay for the technologies in their 
buildings. Figure 23 indicates that schools are using a wide variety of sources to fund educational 
technology. Additionally, 19% of the responding schools identified using other sources of funding for 
technology. The most often cited funding used in the "other” category was PTA funds followed by 
donations by businesses and individuals.
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' Help! As you can see, our district and school Is in the technological dark 
ages without the money to finance new equipment We need to enter the 

21st Century now. Please sendmoneyr ^  '"c
Rnally, principals were asked to indicate their three highest needs in the instructional technology. 
Summaries of the top needs indicate that teacher training/staff development continues to be the highest 
need for schools closely followed by additional hardware. Figure 24 shows the top areas of need as 
reported by the schools. While the top need of staff development was also the top need expressed in the 
1993 survey, other needs rising to the top such as Internet access and networking are new and reflect 
charges in technology within the last two years.

F i g u r e  2 4
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H ig h e s t  T e c h n o l o g y  N e e d s

Table 4  shows the categories of responses to this question, the number of times that response was 
mentioned and the percent of respondents mentioning each need.
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Table 4 
Technology Needs

Greatest Technology Need Number of Responses Percent of Respondent
Staff development 116 40%

Hardware 114 39%

Software 70 24%

Internet 67 23%
Networking 56 19%

Upgraded technology 28 10%

Funding 18 6 %

Integration into curriculum/teaching strategies 18 6 %

Equity-access to all teachers and learners 16 6 %

Multi-media 16 6 %

Computer labs 15 5 %

Technical support personnel 15 5 %

Phones and modems 12 4 %

Basic computer knowledge/skills 10 3 %

Phone lines capable of high speed data 10 3 %

Technology plan/goals 10 3 %

E-mail 7 2 %

Star Schools/STEP Distance classes 7 2 %

Telecommunications/communications 7 2 %

Computer teacher 5 2 %

Student support/training/skills 5 2 %

Student and instructor use 4 1 %

Buy-in and support 4 1%
Research/reference 4 1%
Technology curriculum/courses 4 1 %
Vocational-CAD and Principles of Technology 4 1%
Word processing 4 1%
Library upgrades 3 1%
Time 3 1%
video training/production 3 1%
Cable/video connection to classrooms 3 1%
Record keeping 2 1%
Affordable communications 2 1%
Early childhood programs 2 1%
Interactive learning-compressed video 2 1%
Keyboarding 2 1%
Release time 2 1%
ILS 2 1%
CAI 2 1%

^We need quality training time forteacherslf! We have foe technology but 
the elementary teachers need training.”

Other needs that were mentioned by cnly one respondent included easy computer use, information 
retrieval, ITV information, keep pace with technology, lower pupil-teacher ratio, management of computer 
software, on-line knowledge, people to share information with, space, technology maintenance, 
technolust, network CD-ROM applications, information access skills, computer and economic education,
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drill and practice, technology education lab equipment, increased capability, office technology, parent 
training, equipment repair, data processing, statewide goals.
S u r v e y  C o n c l u s i o n s / R e c o m m e n d a t i o n s :
Both the majority of superintendents and principals responding to the survey gave educational technology 
a high priority for their districts, but fewer indicated an articulated plan. Because research has shown that 
successful integration of technology depends on a careful plan, it is recommended that school districts 
place a priority on technology’s role in the schools develop a plan for its acquisition and implementation. 
A well developed plan includes not only a strategy for acquisition of technology, but also strategies for 
integration into the curriculum, training of staff, technology upgrade and replacement plans, budgets, 
timelines, and staffing patterns necessary to support technology. Planning must account for the long­
term process of adoption of new technologies before integration into schools is successful.

" O u r  Goals 2000 (plan) focuses o n  Instructional technology a n d  training 
::• ^ m m m k t e a c h e r s  a n d  students." ■ • - .  - _________ .

Training is an issue that stands out in the survey as the number one need. If teachers are to become 
effective in educating students for the lives they will lead, they must be confident and competent users of 
technology. In addition, teachers should be adept at using the various tools available to enable ALL 
students to meet high standards. Technology has a role in assisting teachers to reach students of 
various learning styles. Technology's power for teachers is enormous, but can only be realized if 
teachers have the skills to make the best uses of these powerful tools..

The survey also indicates that there continues to be wide disparities across the state and even within 
school districts in the numbers and kinds of technologies available for teacher and student use. Some 
schools have few technologies or predominantly older technologies for instructional use, while other 
schools have sophisticated labs, CD-ROM players, digitized cameras, telephones in every classroom or 
other technologies with which to work As with the hardware, access to basic infrastructures that make 
educational resources available to teachers and students on demand is widely disparate. Telephone 
lines, cable television or satellite dishes, and building networking make accessing on-line data networks, 
video resources, distance education resources, and much more possible. Again an equity issue is raised 
when some students and teachers have access to such materials and others do not. Equal educational 
opportunities cannot be realized when some students are more prepared for life and work opportunities in 
the information age than others. The state should examine means by which all districts and schools will 
have access to the funding needed to the resources needed to effectively implement technology in the 
classroom.

"Basic Infrastructure (is) needed In the state to provide universal access 
for schools, educators and students. State funding will be needed for

technology support.”  f
Schools and districts have become much more knowledgeable in the past two years regarding the 
potential uses of new technologies and information resources. Because of this knowledge, they show a 
high frustration level when access to these resources lags behind their needs. These frustrations were 
shown in the comments regarding funding sources and the desire to move forward more quickly than 
currently is happening.

The major barrier to implementing technology in schools continues to be funding for all schools to acquire 
hardware and software, train teachers and implement and use networks. Funding also limits the use of 
the Internet and other information services. The state should continue to examine its role in providing

24



funding sources or incentives for the implementation of technology for all students in the state regardless 
of location.
Connectivity is increasingly a need in Alaska schools; yet for many rural and remote sites the notion of 
connecting to the Internet at high speeds without incurring Ipng distance costs is simply a  dream. The 
telecommunications infrastructure in rural Alaska needs to be modernized, but the population base of the 
areas most in need seemingly do not warrant the investment by telecommunications providers. The state 
should examine its role in modernizing the telecommunications infrastructure needed across the state for 
schools to connect to the Information Highway. Awareness and interest in a’ccess to the Internet has 
created a gap between the desire of schools to connect and the available telecommunications 
infrastructure. The state should work on behalf of schools to work with regulatory agencies, 
telecommunications providers and others to ensure that schools have, access to high speed, affordable 
telecommunications connectivity.

25



HOP,-21-96 THU 16:58 ANCHORAGE LIO
FAX NO. 9072681261 P-01

L a w re n c e  A . W ig e t , E d .D .
D i r e c t o r ,  G o v e r n m e n t  R e la t io n s /L e g is la t iv e  L ia i s o n  
A n c h o ra g e  S c h o o l D is t r ic t  
4 6 0 0  D e b a r r  R o a d  
A n c h o ra g e , A la s k a  9 9 5 1 9 -6 6 1 4

9 0 7  2 6 9 -2 2 5 5  (F A X ) 9 0 7  2 6 9 -2 1 0 7

A N C H O R A G E  S C H O O L D IS T R IC T  
POSITION STA TEM EN T

CS House B ill No. 216 
“An Act estab lish ing  the A laska education technology p ro g ram .”

The Anchorage School District supports tho establishment of the Alaska 
education technology program and urges support of by the legislature of House 
Bill 216.
It has been a year to the day since I first addressed this committee in support of 
HB 216. Since that time, much has changed:

• Our ability to share information with each other around the 
State and around world has advanced through awareness and 
use of the Internet. The development of new software tools now 
makes accessing this information network by students and 
teachers more user friendly. The Department of Education, the 
Anchorage School District, The Municipality, the State Library 
and other organizations, individuals, and businesses from 
around the State have recognized the importance of this 
communication avenue and have all created access points to 
their organizations on the Internet.
This global information highway and the skills to communicate 
over it, as well as access to the rich store of information on it, 
must be made available to students. Unfortunately,,what has 
not changed in the past year, is our ability as a District and as a 
State to provide equitable access to Information Highway for all 
students.

• Since I spoke to you last year too, the Anchorage School 
District has developed a comprehensive Instructional 
Technology Plan with the help of an Instructional Technology 
Committee consisting of over 40 community and school 
personal.
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Our vision begins with a student in the classroom, a student 
who is more eager to learn because of the instructional 
technology tools he or she is using. This student is connected 
to the District network which is connected to the global 
information highway. Computers are used to access 
information, solve-problems and develop ready-to-work skill, 
and in seeking local support for instructional technology.
However, the technology available to our students in the 
Anchorage School District to fulfill this vision is inadequate and 
outdated. The majority of our students are not being trained 
and do not have access to the technology they will encounter 
when they enter the world of work or higher education. The 
District budget, cannot provide adequate funds to meet 
existing or future District instructional technology needs, or 
eliminate the present inequity among our schools in providing 
access to technology, information resources, and 
communication. To this end, we are putting forth to the voters 
of Anchorage this Spring a $35,420,000 Instructional 
Technology Bond. The outcome of our efforts in this arena will 
not be known until after the April 16th election..

The proposed legislation W'll establish a technology fund. It will lay the 
foundation for future monies to be set aside for technology needs statewide. It 
recognizes the importance of technology to the future of Alaska,

It is a starting point in meeting the instructional and communication technology 
needs of Alaskans. We urge you to support House Bill 216.
Thank you.!
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T o :  M e m b e r s  o f  t h e  H E S S  C o m m i t t e e

F r o m :  J o h n  A .  R u s y n i a k ,  P r o f e s s i o n a l  E d u c a t o r

R e :  H B  2 1 6

D a t e :  2 1  M a r c h ,  1 9 9 5

I  u r g e  y o u  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  H B  2 1 6  r e g a r d i n g  t e c h n o l o g y  i n  
e d u c a t i o n .

F o r  t h e  la s t  1 9  y e a r s  I ' v e  b e e n  t e a c l i i n g  s t u d e n t s .  I t ' s  a m a z i n g  t o  s e e  
t h e  im p a c t  t e c i i n o l o g y  h a s  h a d  o n  t h i s  p r o c e s s .  It w a s n ' t  l o n g  a g o  
t h a t  w e  w e r e  t e a c h in g  h i g h  s c h o o l  s t u d e n t s  h o w  t o  k e y b o a r d ,  n o w  
w e  a r  e  d o i n g  it a t  t h e  p r im a r y  g r a d e s .

T e c lm o l o g v  h a s n ' t  a lw a y s  m a d e  t i l i n g s  e a s ie r ,  b u t  l o o k  a t  w i i a t  w e  
a r e  n o w  a b le  t o  d o .  K i d s  a c c e s s in g  i n f o r m a t i o n  o n  I n t e r n e t ,  m o d e m s  
c o n n e c t i n g  p e o p le  a r o u n d  t h e  g l o b e ,  m u l t i m e d i a  p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  a n d  
t h e  l i s t  g o e s  o n  a n d  o n .

O n c e  a g a i n ,  I  u r g e  y o u  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  H B  2 1 6  !



To: M e m b e r s  of the H E S S  C o m m i t t e e

F r o m :  B r o n k  G .  J o r g e n s e n ,  S t u d e n t

R e :  H B  2 1 6

D a t e :  2 1  M a r c h ,  1 9 9 5

I  u r g e  y o u  t o  s u p p o r t  i h e  H B  2 1 6  r e g a r d i n g  t e c h n o l o g y  i n  
e d u c a t i o n .

F o r  t h e  la s t  6  y e a r s  I ' v e  b e e n  u s i n g  t e c h n o l o g y  a s  a  s t u d e n t  a t  T o k  
S c h o o l .  It h a s  h e l jx ? d  m e  p r e p a r e  s c h o o l  w o r k  i n  w a y s  t h a t  o t h e r s
w i t h o u t  a  c o m p u t e r  c a n  n o t .  F o r  t h e  la s t  c o u p le  o f  y e a r s  1 h a v e  b e e n
h e lp i n g  t e a c h e r s  i n  t h e  s c h o o l  o n  t e c h .  P r o b l e m s  t h e y  h a v e .  T h e r e  i s  a  
n e e d  f o r  m o r e  t e c i i n o l o g y  i n  s c h o o l  f o r  b o t h  s t  u d e n t s  a n d  t e a c h e r s  s o  
w e  a l l  c a n  a c c e s s  i n f o r m a t i o n  o n  I n t e r n e t ,  u s e  m o d e m s  t o  c o n n e c t  t o  
p e o p l e  a r o u n d  t h e  g lo b e ,  p r o d u c e  m u l t i m e d i a  p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  a n d  t h e  
l i s t  g o e s  o n  a n d  o n .

T h a n k  y o u  a n d  o n c e  a g a i n ,  I  u r g e  y o u  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  
H B  2 1 6 !
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4 6 0 0  D E BA RR  RD ANCHORAGE AK 9 9 5 i y  ( 9 0 7 ) 2 6 9 - 2 2 5 5

2 _________  K A T H I  G I L L E S P I E  ANCH S C H O O L  BRD T  0 2  HB 2 1 6
( 9 0 7 ) 3 4 5 - 5 3 3 5

LTN 1405'L3626 ADJOURNED
2 7 4 1  S E A F A R E R  L O O P  

P A T R I C K
ANCHORAGE AK 9 9 5 1 6

R E I N H A R T 0  0 1  HB 6 5  
( 9 0 7 ) 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0

MSG:  1 4 1 0  NO F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N
E N T E R  P g #  0 9  P F 2  N e x t C #  y n n n n  P F 3  E x i t  P F 5  U p d a t e P F 7  B w d  P F 8  F w d  P F 1 2  Q u i t

0 3 / 2 7 / 9 5  L E G I S L A T I V E  T E L E C O N F E R E N C E  NETWORK
0 7 : 5 4 : 2 6  N C O N F E R E N C E  D I S P L A Y  PAGE 0 5  -  P A R T I C I P A N T S
TCN 5 0 4 3 9  T / C  D A T E :  0 3 / 2 1 / 9 5  T I M E :  1 4 : 0 0  t o  1 5 : 3 0
S I T E :  L I O  FB X  V T S  F A I R B A N K S

V I A
E S T E R

MR.  S K I P
PO BOX 2 5 1 2 8  
M S . S U E  H U L L
1 6 3 0  W A S H IN G T O N  D R I V E  F A I R B A N K S
M S . CAR OL 
PO  BOX 9

MEARES
E S T E R Q

F N S B  SD
AK 9 9 7 2 5  

AK P T A
AK 9 9 7 0 9

AK 9 9 7 2 5

BY S I T E  
S T A T U S :

L T N 1 4 0 5  
L 3  6 2  

6  A D JO U R N E D

T  0 2  HB 2 1 6  
( 9 0 7 ) 4 7 9 - 4 9 3 4  
T  0 2  HB 2 1 6  

( 9 0 7 ) 4 7 9 - 5 7 2 9  
T  0 2  HB 2 1 6  

( 9 0 7 ) 4 7 9 - 3 2 4 7

MSG: 1 4 1 0  NO F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N
ENTE R P g #  0 9  P F 2  N e x t C #  y n n n n  P F 3  E x i t  P F 5  U p d a t e P F 7  B w d  P FK  F w d  P F 1 2  Q u i t

0 3 / 2 7 / 9 5  L E G I S L A T I V E  T E L E C O N F E R E N C E  NETWORK
0 7 : 5 4 : 4 7  N C O N F E R E N C E  D I S P L A Y  PA GE 0 5  -  P A R T I C I P A N T S  BY S I T E
TCN 5 0 4 3 9  T / C  D A T E :  0 3 / 2 1 / 9 5  T I M E :  1 4 : 0 0  t o  1 5 : 3 0  S T A T U S :
S I T E :  L I O  S I T  V T S  CRA C R A I G

1  M S .  V I C K I E  K E L L Y  C R A I G  S C H O O L  T  0 2  HB 2 1 6
P O BOX 8 0 0  C R A I G  AK 9 9 9 2 1  ( 9 0 7 ) 8 2 6 - 3 2 7 4

L T N 1 4 0 5  
L 3  6 2  

A D J O U R N E D


