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AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN
ALASKA DIVISION

Susan R. Clark
Legislative Chair
1109 C Street
Jtneau, Ak. 99801
586-6952

The Alaska Division of the American Association of University
Women (A.A.U.W.) supports HB 449 (SB 365) which amends the funding
ratio for special education programs, applies that ratio inclusively
(ie. covering all Alaska school districts), and repeals the
awkward and inequitable "Level-of-Service Concept™, replacing it
with a straight count of students served.

One of A_A.U.W."s basic goals is "equitable funding of public
education at all levels”, and our 1981-82 legislative program
includes support for creative and innovative programs in the
areas of special needs including opportunities for handicapped and
gifted. In addition A_A_U.W. was an active participant in the
White House Conference on Families, and | want to bring to your
attention that of the top eight recommendations adopted at all three
national conferences, four involved recommendations related to
handicapped persons.

A_A.U.W. members statewide are working within local parent
groups in the area of special education. In Juneau | am a
member of the Juneau school district Gifted/Talented Advisory
Council which has recently expanded to include some 30 parents
who are concerned about the funding, student eligibility, program
and special needs of extended learning education. There are
16 such parent groups 1in the state which includes over half
of the districts that have more than 10 children in the progranm
(44 school districts have some sort of program for the gifted/
talented student). I point this out to underscore a high level
of parent commitment and involvement which 1is generally evident
in all special education programs in the state, an involvement
which keeps school districts pushing for excellence in these
areas.

Because you have and will be hearing much testimony specifically
related to the handicapped, and because my immediate experience
has been in the area of gifted/talented, 1 would like to
confine my remarkdfee the latter. I would point out the need
to find and provide for these children early for as "U.S. News and
World Report™ (Dec. 15, 198)) points out, "A lot of our prison
cells are filled with the gifted who were never given appropriate
educational challenges.”™ Highly gifted children are often
nonconformists who resist routine and are labelled as behavior
problems, and it is difficult to later undo the damage done by
early inappropriate school experiences. Suicides among our
gifted population is higher than the norm. In spite of the
fact that Alaska statute requires special services to all exceptional



children, <pproximately half the gifted students in Alaska are

not yet served by special educationd(from PTA booklet funded by

a D.0O.E. grant). The problems are compounded by the fact that

a child with a high-normal "I1Q" usually finds academic achievement
easier than a highly gifted child, and thus children who would
benefit from the program are not even targeted for special education.

Juneau, specifically, has special problems resulting from
the current 5* funding limit that the state has placed on all
districts for their gifted/talented programs. While 5% 1is the
statewide average of gifted children in Alaska, the population
is not evenly spread gand children who would be accepted into
the program in am other community are denied, through funding

constraints,frcm entering the program in Juneau. In order to
qgualify for special education ("extended learning”™) in Juneau,
a child would have to be among the top 2% of the nation intellec—
tually. In addition this does not even touch the state mandated
programs for the pre-school aged child. Av. the same time
it was recommended that half of the Juneau school district3
budget cuts come from the special education programs (handicapped
and gifted).

We think this bill 1is a good one and will help to
meet the needs of Alaska®s special population of special students.
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER e T A A S em b eRe
VEVCRANDUM NUVBER 81-19
TO All Concerned with DO£/.egulations
FROM Marshall L. LindE%Onroissioner
Department of Education
SUBJECT: Special Education regulations.
DATE February 17, D»xJ

Attached is the material being, proposed as regulation. The Department will
look forward with interest to your comments relevant to these proposals.
Copies of the proposed regulations ere available from the Office of the
Commissioner, Department of Education, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska 99811.

Written responses must be received rrior to May 8, 1931, and should be
sent to the Commissioner of Education, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska 99811.
At any time following that date, the State Board of Education may adopt
these regulations substantially as set forth without further notice.

DISTRIBUTION

All Superintendents

Private and Denominational Schools
Department of Law

Legislative Affairs

NEA/Alaska-Juneau, Fairbanks, Anchorage
Professional Teaching Practices Commission
Alaska Association of School Boards

Alaska Association of School Administrators
Alaska Association of Elementary Principals
Alaska Association of Secondary Principals
Legislators

District School Board Presidents

State Board o* Education Members

All Pjblic Schools

tacHent: Notice of Proposed Changel
Regulations



NOTICE G- PROPOSED CGHANGES IN THE
REGULNTIONS CF THE
DEPARTMENT GF EDUCATION

Notice is hereby given that the Department of Education, under authority
vested by AS 14.07.060, proposes to amend regulations in Title 4 of the
,fb\la}sika Administrative Code to interpret and implement AS 14.30.191 as

o llows:

1. 4 AXC is amended by adding a chapter which sets out minimum
requirements for school district p-ogrsms for exceptior.il
students, including eligibility criteria of students, certi-
fication requirements of teachers and administrators, require-
ments of surrogate parents and Department of Education
monitoring requirements.

These changes will not require an increased appropriation.

Notice is also given that any person interested may present written
statements or arguments relevant to the action proposec tc the Com-
missioner's Office, Sixth ficjr, State Office Building, Pouch F,
Juneau, Alaska, 99811, befnre 4:30 p.m. on May 8, 1981

The State Boarc of Education, upon its own motion cr at the instance of
any interested person, may thereafter adopt the proposals substantially

as gﬁscribed above without further notice or may decice to tate nc action
on them.

Copies of the proposed regulations nav be obtained by writing to the
Commissioner of Education, Poucn F, Juneau, Alaska 99611.



SPECIAL  EDUCATION
REGULATIONS

Attached are copies of regulations being proposed for Special Education.
We ask that you review this document and forward in writing your comments

éo 'ig%loffice of the Commissioner, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska'<?8ll by May

The regulations proposed are to regulate those portions of Public Law 94-

142 and Alaska School Law where either the law does not speak to a specific
issue or for which clarification of the law is needed. The procedures hand-
book will be revised to detail the law and define the management of special
education in Alaska. Prior to these regulations the 1978 Handbook both
regulated and defined procedure. On advice of counsel by the Attorney General'
staff, It was felt these should be separated into two publications.

These regulations, if adopted, will replace the 1978 Special Education Hand-
book which waf adopted into regulation by reference through 4 AAC 33./20
Education Regulation through Register 67, Alaska Administrative Code. The
1978 Handbook restates 94-142 and state law, in addition to addressing those
issues which need to be in regulation. The Handbook has proved to be cumber-

some, since any time state e" federal law changes, a change in regulation
IS necessary.



REGULATIONS,
Proposed

Personnel: 4 AAC 52.030(c)
will require special education
administrator to have an
administrator certificate
endorsed in special education.

4 ANC 52.030 (b) will requre

a miniumum of one hour each week of
direct supervision of aides working
witi students by special education
personnel.

Giftsd/Talented 4 AAC 52.040 will
establish minimum requirements for
students to be eligible for services
for the gifted/talented programs.
Eliminates the 5% ceiling on a district.

Establishes certification by multi-
disciplinary team.

Mentally Retarded 4 AAC 52.040(c)
Establishes eligibility at two or

more standard deviations below norm

but does allow psychologist to certify
eligibility at one and two-thirds
standard deviations. This will give
psychologists some allowance for such
things as test error and test conditions.

Established deficit of 25* in adaptive

behavior by an instrument designed to assess

adaptive behavior.

Establishes certification b) multi-
disciplinary team.

Learning Disabled 4 AAC 52.040(d)
Establishes eVigiblity by a severe
discrepancy between chronological grade
level, intelligence and achievement.
Uses the formula: 6. of (1.Q" x GGP)

m
F<tablishes certification by multi-
1" > lincry '.earfcr students r;t
c vfred by formula. Team can
override formula.

lui cfiling 4 AAC 52.0-50(r*)
VTTl establish screening for the
existance of exceptional conditions by the

third grade.

1978 Handbook

Special Education administrator
could have either Ty"e B
Administrative Certificate endorsed
in Special Education or a Type A
endorsed in Special education and a
Type B Administrative Certificate.

Called for direct supervision of
aides by appuved special education
personnel.

Allowed districts to establish
requirements for eligibility into
gifted/talented programs.

Set a 5* ceiling for funding by
the State.

Established eligibility at one

and two-thirds standard deviations
below mean.

Established adaptive behavior as
three-fourths or less of chronological
age.

Does not define severe discrepancy
but indicates severe discrepancy
must exist be-tween achievement and
ir.tcl lcrtual >Pii ty.



Register , 1980 EDUCATION 4 arc "2.D10
4 AAC 521050

4 AC is amended by adding a chapter to read as follows:

CHAPTER 52. SPECIAL EDUCATION

Section
10.  Purpose
20.  Scope

30. Personnel

40. Enrollment eligibility requirements
50. Personnel Development

60. Compliance Monitoring

70. Child entitled to surrogate parent
80. Qualifications of surrogate parent
90. Duties of surrogate parent

100. Appointment of surrogate parent

110 Payment

120 Change in handicapped child placement
130. Replacement or removal of surrogate parent

190. Definitions

4 AXC 52.010. PURPOSE The pur-ose of this chapter is to set out
the minimum requirements of school district programs for the education
of exceptional students. (:ff. / / , Register )

Authority: AS 14.30.191(d)
AS 14.07.060

4 ANC 52.020. SOOPE, (a) State ad is provided to school districts
to assist them in the establishrent, maintenance ard improve-ent

programs for exceptional students.

| .ichcol district pityrj + ur SC*'1i.lj '_.r t'Ctiti 1. \ ts
ruse conform to the requirements imposed by this ¢ .;ter. L;*

Register )



4 AAC 52.030. PERSONNEL, (a) Persons employed as teachers of
exceptional students must possess or be eligible to possess a valid
regular certificate issued under 4 AAC 12.020, with an endorsement in
special education.

(b) Notwithstanding the requirements of (a) of this section,
teachers of students who are gifted or talented must possess or be
eligible to possess a valid regular certificate; or

(c) Persons employed to provide professional support services
including, but not limited to, speech or language pathology, psychology,
counseling, audiology, and psychometry, must possess or be eligible to

possess a valid

(1) regular certificate issued under 4 AAC 12.020 endorsed in
the area in which the person is employed; or
(2) special services certificate issued under 4 AAC 12.040 in
a field appropriate to employment.
(d) Persons employed solely to administer school district special
education programs must possess or be eligible to possess a valid
administrative certificate issued under 4 AAC 12.030 with an endorsement

in special education or a re"ated field.

(e) Each school district must provide each person employed as a
special education aide with a minimum of one hour each week of direct
supervision by a qualified special education teacher or professional
support person trained in the area of employment of the aide.

4 ANC 52.040. ENROLLVENT ELIGIBILITY REQUREMENTS (a) To be
eligible for services for the gifted o™ talented, a student in grades
1 - 12 must, at a minimum

(1) score two standard deviations above the norm on one indi-

viL-1ii i-ta* .ardiaea test of intelligence arc sccre aoovt the 9:th pe -



Register , 1930 EDUCATION 4 AAC 52.040

centile on two standardized tests of a./iievement, one of which may be a
test or a subtest of achievement in one or more subject areas; or
(2) score two standard deviations above the norm on one
standardized test of intelligence and score belowthe norm on two standardized
tests of achievement; or
(3) be certified by a recognized expert in the appropriate
area of expertise as demonstrating outstanding talent in
(A) leadership; or
(B) visual arts; or
(C) performing arts; and
(4) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as having met
the requirements of (1), (2) or (3 of this section and requiring special
services that cannot be provided by the student®s regular school program.
(b) To be eligible for services for the gifted or talented, a
student between the ages of three and five must:
(1) score two standard deviations above the norm on a standardized
ttst of intelligence; ai.d
(2) be certified by the mu"~disciplinary team as being superior
in one cr more areas of academic or talented achievement.
(c) To be eligible for services for the mentally retarded, a
student must
(1) score two or more standard deviations below the norm on an
individual standardized test of intelligence and be certified by a
psychologist as being mentally retarded; and
(2) demonstrate evidence of a deficit o" n5 perce**: e r:ore if
adaptive behavior as measured by an instrument designed to ..ess ada;"*i.t

btnavior; and



[-.cl Hsuc-rci:11 P W ;

(4) mar.if st the deficit in adaptive behavior during the
developmental period; and

(5) be certified by the multidisciplinary evaluation team as
being eligible for and in need of special education "ervices for the

mentally retarded.

(1) To be eligible for services for the learning disabled, a
student must
(1) demonstrate a severe discrepancy between chronological
grade level, intelligence, and achievement; and
(2) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as be:..,g eligible
for and in need of special education services for the learning disabled.
(e) To be eligible for services for the emotionally disturbed, a
student must
(1) evidence problem behavior; and
(2) be diagnosed as emotionally disturbed by a certified
psychologist; and
(3) evidence educational performance below that wnich would
otherwise be expected of the student; and
(4) be cer. ied by the multidisciplinary team as being in

need of special education services for the emotionally disturbed.

(f) To be eligible for services for the orthopedically handi-
capped, a student musf
(1) be diagnesed by a physician as being irtnopedically hardicbpped,;
and
(2) be certified by tne multidiscipline ; tea as beiiu. ir
need of special education services that cennot t- pro. dcd the :t-ct it's
regular school program.
{g) To be eligible fo* servlet o . o>iil iQ- a:'.
a Student must
(1) be diagnosed by &> ophthalmologist s U nc tlir.d or
partially sighted; and



Regist

() To be eligible for services for the deef or hard of hearing -
student rrst
(1) be certified by an audiologist or diagnosed by a physician
as being deaf or hard of hea'ing; and
(2) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as qualifying
for and in need of special education services for the hearing impaired.
(1) To be eligible for services because of the existence of a
health impairment, a student must
(1) be diagnosed by a phys'cian as being health impaired; and
(2) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as qualifying
for and being in need of special education services for the health
impaired.
(j) 70 be eligible for services because of the existence of a
communicative disorder, a student must:
(1) be diagnosed by a physican or certified speech pathologist
as having an articulation, language, voice or fluency disorder, and
(2) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as qualifying
for and being in need of special education services for the health
impai *ed.
(k) To be eligible for services for the deaf/blind, a student must
(1) be diagnosed by an opthalmologist as being blind; and
(2) be certified by an audiologist or diagnosed by a physician
as being deaf; and
(3) be certified by the multidisciplinary team as being in
need of special ed»cation services for the deaf/blind.
(1) To be eligible for services for the multiple handicapped, a
student most
() oc cerlnable in two or more Handicapping conauu-r;
except deaf/bl ir.d, and
(4) Li* cci tit ie«] by the muliiUiscipHhaiv tbr as |
si“cial educatior services which cav t ! previa: i

Of the handicapping conditions.



(n) All students who meet the eligibility requirements for special
education services must recede the services required by the multidisciplinary
tp n (EFf. / / /, Register )

Authority: AS 14.30.191(d)
AS 14.07.060

4 AAC 52.050. PERSONNEL DEVELOPMENT (&) Each school district must
provide a program of on-going training for all personnel employed as
teachers, relcied services providers and teacher aices in special
education. (Eff. / / , Register )

Authority: AS 14.07.C50
AS 14.30.250

4 AAC 52.060. COMPLIANCE MONITORING, (@) The department will,
from time to time, monitor school district special education progranms.
A* least 30 days prior to monitoring a program, the department must
serve notice, in writing, to the district of the date of the monitoring
visit.

(b) Compliance monitoring may consist of

(1) verification of enrollment and attendance data reported by
the district in its special education program:

(2) evaluation of all special education records and student
files:

(3) on-site review of programs; or

(4) interviews with district staff, parents of students enrolled
in special education programs and the general public.

(c) During the monitoring process,.the district must provide the

department, upon request, with the following infon.atlon:

(1) for each student enrolled in a spt i.il t:. tier prou\
(A) name;
(b) age.

(C) exceptionality;
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(D)- type of service;

(E) related service;
(F) level of service;
(6) special service;
(H) entry date,

(I) exit date;

(J) location of service;

(2) a description of the district child find procedures,
related to

(A) screening;
(B) referral; and
(C) public awareness;

(3) a list of private schools in the district and verification
of the notice given by > district of the availability of special
education services;

(4) the district inservice training program for special
education staff, including

(A) training needs assessment; and
(B) trainingactivities planned and completed;

(5) the names ofall special education teachers, teacher
aides, evaluation personnel and persons providing services related to
special education in the district;

(6) the names of students placed out of the district; and

() t e names of public and private persons or agencies
available within the district from which independent evaluations may be

obtained. (EFff. / 7/ , Register )

Anthoiityt ™5 1 *0/ «Ch0

4 AXC 52.070. CHILD ENTITLED TU SURROGATE PARENT. A Iccal school
dr'rirt i'ust ippuint a surrogate parent ' »tiidica, 1? % o |
within the loca* school district boundaries
(1) the local school district cannot idcr.ti" . person act-*'

as a parent or legal guardian of tie handicapped child; or



Register : 1980 EDUCATION 4 ".523C
Ar/AC . 10Q
7

(2) the local school district exercising diligence car.no
locate the whereabouts of at least one persci acting as a p.-rent o-
legal guardian of the handicapped child; ¢o*

(3) the local school district locates the whereabouts ¢ at
least one person acting as a parent or legal guardian of the hsr.dicapped
child, but that person affirmatively disclaims or voluntarily relinquish s
responsibility for the handicapped child's educational program; or

(4) the handicapped child is in th< custody of a public agency.
(Eff. / [/ , Register )

Authority:. AS 14.07.060

\ AAC 52.080. QUALIFCATIONS CF SURROGATE PARENT. A surrogate
parent must be an adult who
(1) has no interest that conflicts with the interests of the
handicapped child he or she represents;
(2) isnot an employee of a public agency whichis involved in
the education orcare of the handicapped child; and
(3) has participated in a training program for surrogate
parents developed by the department and conducted by the local scho»l
district. (Eff. / [/ , Register )
Authority: AS 14.07.060
4 ANC 52.090. DUTIES OF SUIRROCGATE PARENT. The surrogate parent
may represent the handicapped cnild in all matters relating to the
identification, evaluation, educational placement of the handicapped
child and the provision of free appropriate public education :c the
handicapped child. (Eff. / [/ , Fu.rier

Authority: AE K.J7.UC.0

4 AAC 52.1C0. APPOINTMENT OF SURROGATE PARENT,  (s" A >cc.1
.0l uistrict :hu*i develop and iropl* >f ¢ plu” .'"K* r r..r-M for
the system,it.c identification of hanoitu;;i cliilor *|<d
to the appointment of a Su ic>te parent ui w 4 A/. 52.670.
[t>) When a Ircal school district har f:Wt Kied »+ -;i ippcd ihir.



Register , 1980 EDUCATION 4 AC52.'10
4 AXC 52.130

(1) appoint a person meeting the qualifications of 4 AAC
52.080 as surrogate parent on forms preoared by the department; or

(2) petition the superior court fo¥ the judicial district in
which the handicapped child resides for the appointment of a surrogate
parent.

(c) In appointing or recommending a. pointment of a surrogate
P'rent under paragraph (b) of this section, a local school district
*hall give preference to a member of the handicapped child's immediate
o' extended family, or foster par nt, or family friend, over a pprsnn
having no prior involvement with the handicapped child. (Eff. / [/
Register )

Authority: AS 14.07.060

4 ANC 52.110. PAYMENT. A person who otherwise qualifies as a
surrogate parent is not an employee of the local school district solely
because he or she is paid by the local school district toserve as a
surrogate parent. (Eff. / /, Register )

Authority: AS 14.07.060

4 AXC 57.120. CHANGE IN HANO CAPPED CHILD PLACEMENT.  The educational
placement of a handicapped child identified as one entitled to a surrogate
parent may not be changed wuntil 10 days after appointment ofasurrogate
parent. (Eff. / / , Register )

Authority: AS 14.07.060

4 AXC 52.130. REPLACEVENT (R RBMOVAL (F SIRROCGATE PARENT, (a) A
surrogate parent may request to be relieved of his or her responsiuility
upon days notice to the district if the appointment .a- -de unuei
4 AAC 52.110(b)(1) or upon applic>sion to and opro.al by the superior
court if the appointment was made under 4 AAC 52*110(b1(2, if the snr crate
pm>nt

(1) failsto perform his or her duties utt r 4 Cc.ChC,
(?) has aconflict of interest with the ... chiln; nr

(3) engages in acf nns which thioatt- the vi'! m <



a hearing which comports with the procedures set forth in 45 CRR 121a.505.
(Eff. / / |, Register )

Authority: AS 14.07.060.

4 ANC 52.190. DEFINITIONS. As used in this chapter
(1) "severe discrepancy” means
(A) grade level achievement of less than 65 percent of
the product of ( -jto’ x CGP). where
(i) *GF" is the year of grade placement of students
of the same chronological age as the student; and
(i) "L.Q." is the student's intelligence quotient
as measured by a standardized test of intelligence; or
(B) the multidisciplinary team determines *hat a severe
discrepancy exists;

(2) administrative control means financial or supervisory
responsibility delegated by the superintendent or school board,;

(3) "approved program” as used in AS 14.50.350(E) means the
program of services approved by the child study team in the student's
ind vidual educational plan;

(4) "professional support service™ means services related to
special education which are required by individual educational plar [.E.P.).

(Eff. / / , Register )

Ajthori:,; A 14.C'7.t0O0
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

POUCH F _.ALASKA OFFIC1 BUILDING

OFFICE OF THE COYMISSIONER

JUNEAU., ALASKA 99911

VEMCRANDUM NUVBER 81 - 20

TO All Concerned with DQE/flegulations
FROM Marshall L. Lyij<£jtbfnmlssloner
Department of Education
SUBJECT: Program Planning and Evaluation Regulations
DATE: February 17, 1981

Attached is the material being proposed a. relation. The Department will
look forward with interest to your commerts relevant to these proposals.
Copies of the proposed regulations are available from the Office of the
Commissioner, Department of Education, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska 99811.

Written responses must be received prior to March 12, 1981, and should be
sent to the Commissioner of Education, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska 99811.

At any time followiig that date, the State Board of Education may adopt
these regulations substantially as set forth without further notice.

DISTRIBUTION

All  Superintendents

Private end Denominational Schools
Department of Law

Legislative Affairs

NEA/Alaska-Juneau. Fairbanks, Anchorage
Professional Teaching Practices Conmission
Alaska Association of School Boards

Alaska Association of School Administrators
Alaska Association of Elementary Principals
Alaska Association of Secondary irincipals
Legislators

District School Board Presi< *nts

State Board of Education Me- ers

All "jLu ¢ Schools

Attachment: Notice of (reposed Changes
Regulations



NOTICE CF PROPCEED CHANGES IN THE
REGULATIONS CF THE
DEPARTVENT CF EDUCATION

Notice is hereby given that the Department of Education, under authority
vested by AS 14.07.060, proposes to amend regulations in Title 4 of the
Alaska Administrative Code to implement AS 14.20.070(c) and AS 14.07.020
(1) and (2) as follows:

1. 4 AXC 0S.070 is amended to clarify the obligations of school
districts in the planning and evaluation of local '.chool pro-
grams and provide for reporting of the planning and evaluation
process on forms prescribed by the department.

2. 4 AXC 05.020 is amended to clarifying the definition of local
school committee.

These changes will not require an increased appropriation.

Notice Is also given that any person interested ir'y present written
statements or arguments relevant to the action proposed to the Commiss;a
Office, Sixth 'loor, State Offiu Building, Pouch F, Juneau. Alaska,
99811, before 4:30 p.m. on March 12, 1981

The State Board of Education, upon its oan motion or at the instance of

any interested person, may thereafter adopt the proposals substantially

as described above without further notice or nay decide to take no
action on them.

Copies of the proposed regulations may be obtained by writing to the
Commissioner of Education, Pouch F, Juneau, Alaska, 99811.

DATE

CCmissioner of Educa ion



4 AAC 05 is amended as follows:
4 AXC 05.020.
DEFINITIONS

(4) "local school committee™ or "committee” means an elected advisory
school board established pursuant to AS 14.08.115 or, if there is
no such committee in the community, the BIA advisory school board
or an elected borough school district advisory school board estab-
lished pursuant to AS 14.12.035 or, if there is .0 BIA advisory
school board or elected borough school district advisory school
board, the village or city council.

4 ANC 05.070. PROGRAM PLANNING AND EVALUATION, (a) Unless a waiver has
been granted under (g) of this section, the chief school administrator

of a school district shall develop and have approved by the governing

body of that district, annually and no later than that body's first
meeting in October, an education plan (1) 'cr each school, partial procram,
or additional grades established after the effective date o this section
under sectir.i 40 of this chapter, and (ii) for each school, partial program,
or additional grades established on or after the commencement of the 1976-
77 school year in communities not having a preexisting school or partial
program of the same grades. When the requirements of this section have
been met for three consecutive years as to each school, partial program,
or additional grades, no further plan for the srhool, program or grades

IS, required.

(b) Before the i ose of the school year, and before preparation of the
education plan for the following school year, the chief school administrator
shall prepare and submit to the governing body of the school d'strict an
evaluation of each school, partial program, or additional grades for whic*
an education plan must be developed under (a) of this section.

(c) Districts shall provide for the direct involvement of parents,
students, and other members of the cormunity, including the local school
committee, in the development of plans and evaluations and improvement of
the educational program. Districts shall provide sufficient information,
including notice ir. appropriate media and at community meetings, provide
copies of appropriate materials, and allow acequate time for community
members to review a draft plan and discuss all aspects of the prooran witn
responsible district personnel.

(d) Education plans and evaluations must far submitted, in the ft n
rec ,red by the department, to the c— i :f rt-ro' -* *Tn. To. “r.
Juitw*ju, Alaska 99811, Plans must be sut~tiled by Nnvomter 1 and evaluation
by Jure 1. Tii corrntssinner will promptly review education plans anc
evaluations, and will notify a district wae*bcr it has atistied the require
r*"'ts of th<s section.

(e) A copy of each plan and evaluation e-vt! ptd unier this Stcf'cn
must be maintained on file for public 1n :>:*« r n .C> li<tr*ct

office and In tre school to which ire pU* or i.. ition a,Viv.5, ' v
district Shall mate copies of the pl-n ana evcl iati'. - tvai'-ole to taCh
member of the local school committee and, u-on request, to nt—bers o' the
connOnUy.



(f) Adistrict must use its best efforts to assure that a scr.ool
Is operated according to the education plan. Changes in the plan may
be made at any time, and must be reported at a public meeting of the
local school committee. The requirements of (e) of this section apply
to changes 1n the plan.

) Forms for Program Planning and Evaluation, 1981 Edition,
published by the department and dealing with compliance with this
section, is adopted by reference.

(h) The chief school administrator nay apply to the Commissioner
for a waiver of some or all requirements of va) and (b) of this section.
The application must be received by the Commissioner on or before June
15, 1981, must state the year or years fcr which the waiver is requested,
and must include a copy of any plan and (valuation previously developed
and a resolution of the local school committee stating that it is in agree-
ment with the request.

A plan or evaluation submitted as part of the application for waiver
must represent all or part of tnree consecutive years of planninc and
evaluation begun during school years 1978-79, 1979-80, or 1980-81. The
local school committee resolution must he adopted at a public meeting
after reasonable notice to local residents and ar. opportunity to be neard.
The local school coimittee shall keep a record of persons speaking at the
meeting and the substance of their testimony.

The commissioner shall credit each plan or evaluation submitted as
part of an application which me-ts the requirements of this subsection
toward compliance with the requirements of (a) or (b) of this section.



PLEASE. NOTE: THE PRECEDING PAGES HERE TREATED
AS A UNIT IN THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT. e "



BEN GRUSSENDORF
P.O Bo* 9*6

*(Q07) TRy

Chairman

Community ano Region*, attaias committee

Member res jurces Committee

O btrict 9

Krein Cove

Pelican

SITKA
YAKUTAT

In regards to HB 449, 1 am oescifying foi
We have received input from the Sitka
like to go on record as supporting

Ben Grussendorf.
School Board that they would

(Alaska (“fatc legislature

JHrmaE of "Eprcsm litfhies

HB 449 with the addition to line 12

5 pupils
on line 14

11 pupils

Representative Grussendorf would

in ADM;

in ADM;

additions as an amendment.

or fraction of 15 pupils ADM

or fraction of 11 pupils

WHILE IN JUNEAU
POUCH Vv

3 B

Representative

like you to consider these
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RATIONALE FOR CHANGES IN SPECIAL EDUCATION FOUNDATION FORMULA
(March 24, 1981)

The purpose of this correspondence is to delineate a rationale for
increased funding for special education and the deletion of "level of
service" concept from the Special Education Foundation Formula.

1.  This recommendation was developed and unanimously supported by
a task force a;pointed by the State School Roard. The recomnendation
is supported by the State School Boards Association, Alaska '
Education Association, Alaska Parent/Teacher Association,
Alaska Superintendent's Association, Alaska Administrators of
Special Education, and Alaska St?te Board of Education (see
attachment A).

2. The "level of service" concept is a deterent to providing a
successful educational experience to a certified special
education student for the following reasons:

a. The foundation formula acts as a regressive influence on
special education students by encouraging educators to
provide more special education services rathe™ than more
time with their peers in the regular classroom (main-
streaming). Ore of our goals in special education is to
mainstream a student as much as possible (normalization),
but the foundation formula encourages just the oopos*te

by providing a larger reimbursement for a greater tine in
special education.

b. "Level of service" requl®*s members of the Child Study
Team (no less than 3) to denote the exact amount of time
in special education. If these "levels™ were eliminated,
alot of unnecessary paperwork could be eliminated. In
Anchorage alone approximatelylTTOOO hours/per year of
paperwork could be devoted to~another endeavor.

3. The present special ecjcation foundation formula does not
provide adequate revenue to cover the minimum costs that are
necessary to provide ’n adequate special education prooram,
especially 1n the larger districts. As an example, Anchoraoe
School District will spend approximately $18.8 million in
1981/82 to assist special education stucents. These same
students will generate only $11.2 million of revenue. This
indicates that the Anchorage taxpayers will have to provide
over $7.5 million of local support to assist their children
(see attachment B). If the Special Education Foundatioi
Formula were changes for rY 82, Anchorage special education
costs would approximate J20.3 minion ard total revenue would
approximate $19.4 million (see 'attachment C). Tnis is equivalent
to a local contribution of $4.5 per RE special education
student. These monies are r.eedec in orcer to proviae for th*
following services (see attachment D):



a. Diagnosis and assessment.

b. Low pupil/teacher ratios for restricted handicapped.
c. Pclated services.

d. More restricted handicapped.

These costs du not take into consideration an estimated £2.5
million of recommended special education additions. These
additions are necessary to improvp the Anchorage program to an
established standard (see attachment t).

Similar costs and rationale can be delineated for the larger districts
such as Fairbanks, Kenai, Mat-Su, Kodiak, Juneau and Ketchikan. These
large districts bear the brunt of the excess special education costs due

tol_th(]g reasons delineated above. These funds would also provide taxpayer
relief.

If these additional funds are provided summer school programs for
special education students can be adequately provided andall students

in need of special education assistance will be provided an adequate,
education.

One of the greatest srecial education needs in the Alaska districts with
low pupil enrollments is educating a low incidence student (severely
handicapped students such as deaf, blind, severe/profound, etc.). A
task force appointed by the Council for the Handicapped and Gifted has
developed a recommendation to deal with this high area cf nead (see
attachment F). If these additional foundation monies are provided,
adequate funds can be rechanneled to support the low incidence population
throughout the state.
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUC, TION

Off/CfOf 77VFCOtV/SSIONEf Posnnnnre i orrte
TO. Special Educa Task Force Members
FROM Jim Elliott
Acting Deputy
Department of
DATE February 23, 1981
RE: Minutes and Final Report - Juneau Meeting

Please find attached the minutes and the final report from the Juneau
meeting. Terry Coon and Tom Brown did an excellent job of presenting the
Special Education Task Force Report to the State Board of Education.

Following their presentation, the Board voted 7-0 to accept the reconmenda-
tions made.

The fiscal note, using the FY 8L student count, resulted in a slightly
higher increase than that estimated from FY 80 enrollment used in making

the final report. Steve Hole's estimated cost (increase) under the new
formula is $19.1 million.

1 want to thank each of you for your contribution to the work of the Task
Force.

Enclosures

llllllll



SPECIAL EDUCATION TASK FORCE REPORT
B ckoround

The Special Education Task Force was established by the State Board at
its October meeting in Glennallen, with the actual members of the group
being named by the State Board at its December meeting in Anchorage.

Members of the Special Education Task Force included:

Afaire Stanton, State Board
Barbara Block, JIA
Tom Brown, Superintendents' Association
Sue Glocke, Health and Social Services
Jo Pa*** NEA/Alaska
Robert Greene, Alaska Associat on of School Boards
Marsha Buck, Governor's Council
Terry Coon, Special Education Directors
Steve Daeschner, Anchorage
Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp

Two general Task Force meetings were held, one in Anchorage on December 3-4,
1980, and the second in Juneau, February 5-6, 1981. Moreover, two sub-
committee meetings were held, one on fiscal matters and the other on grants
for extraordinary circumstances related to special education ft* low incidence
and for geographically hard-to-serve students.

Findings

The Task Force identified the following problems relative to special education
funding under the present system:

1. Least restrictive environment versus present funding system
based on percentage of direct services;

2. Requirements of Child Find re: no funding for diagnosis and
assessment;

3. Special education funds not following program (accountability
of special education funds);

4. Low incidence students not adequately funaea under present
system, which fails t- recognize need for services beyond Level IV and
for lower PTR

5. Geographically hard-to-serve not adequately funded under present
system;

6. Related service reauirements not recognizee by present system,;

7. Inappropriateness of first quarter 'loer 'or special education
funding;



8. Need for twelve month services for some students not recognized
by present funding system; and

9. Staff development/in-service not funded, although required.
Two proposals were put forward by the Task Force for dealing with the
aforementioned problems. One was a proposal by Tom Brown, representing
the superintendents, which called for:

1. Elimination of the present level/-of-service concept;

2. Counting each special education student as one FTE;

3. Use of an adjustment divisor for calculating the amount of
district state aid for special education pursuant to the formula:

Special Education X Instructional State Aid
Enrollment (ADM)__ _ Unit Value = for Special Educati
Adjustment Divisor

The second proposal consisted uf a grant program to deal with the low incidence
handicapping condition. Subcommittees were established to study each of
these two proposals.

After reviewing the reports from the two subcommittees and after deliberating

during its two day meeting in February, the Tasx Force made three recommendations
to the State Board.

Recommendations.

The Task Force, in evaluating the two aforementioned proposals, arrived at the
following recommendations:

1. That AS 14.17.041(f) be amended, deleting ADWFTE (Levels-of-Service
Concept) and replacing it with a straight count. Moreover, amend the state
aid schedule for special education to reflect a funding ratio of 15 - 1 for all
districts, except Anchorage, Fairbanks, Kenai, Mat-Su and Junrau, which
shall use a funding ratio of 11 - 1.

2. That recommendation one be all inclusive, that is, cover all
district costs for special education, including 'ow-incid*nce, geographically
ha-j-to-serve, and summe- school programs.

3. That the Ctne request a final repo-t from the Governor's
Council on Handicapped and Ciftedls Task Force on low-Incidence Handicapping
Conditions, which is presently addressing state-wioe programs for special
education.



FY 82

SP. ED. INITIAL DOLLAR PERCENTAGE
DISTRICT ADM BILL QCsT SP. ED. INCREASE INCREASE
N.W. Arctic 247 1,016.9 478.5 538.4 113
Chugach 5 46.3 -0- 46.3 100
Adak 93 378.2 216.1 152.5 75
Annette 65 200.7 120.4 80.3 66
Chatham 42 125.0 83.4 41.6 50
Iditarod 33.6 179.4 119.6 59.8 50
Lower Yukon 193 777.6 538.3 239.3 44
Yukon-Koyuk 98 418.7 299.1 119.6 40
Lake & Peninsula 46 239.3 179.4 59.8 3
S.E. Island 50 166.7 125.0 41.7 33
Tail belt 56 185.2 138.9 46.3 3
/.laska Gateway 80 277.8 231.5 46.3 20
C.'Dper River 85 266.3 221.9 44 4 20
S J Region 89 358.9 299.1 59.8 20
1.KSD 306 1,256.1 1,076.7 179.4 16
Aleutian 22 115.8 115.8 -0- 0
Bering Strait 45 179.4 299.1 -0- 0
Delta 145 463.1 509.4 -0- 0
Kuspuk 29 119.6 119.6 -0- 0
Pribilof 28 115.8 173.7 -0- 0
Yukon Flat 51 239.3 239.3 -0- 0

PAGE TOTAL 1,765.5 3



DISTRICT

Fairbanks
Kenali
Mat-Su
Juneau
Galena
King Cove
Pelican
Haines
Anchorage
Kodiak

Si tka
Cordova
Ketchikan
Petersburg
Wrangell
Yakutat .
Hoonah
Nenana
Dillingham
North Slope
Bristol Bay
Craig
Hydaburg
Ktke
Klawock
Nome

Sand Point
Skagway
St. Mary's
Unalaska
Valdez

TOTAL

On Base Fairbanks
On Base Anchorage

SP. ED.

1,556

475
385

BILL QOST

6,137.4
3,292.5
2,247.5
2,392.6
119.6
115.8
43.2
399.4
14,046.8
1,566.7
762.5
266.3
1,041.9
361.2
240.8
138.9
172.9
185.2
299.1
777.6
119.6
83.4
41.7
125.0
83.4
538.3
57.9
83.4
179.5
115.8
576.9

DCE Student Transfers (Tuition Stud.) 600.0

DCE Contract ichcols

REAAr

BILL TOTAL (Inc*M”e)

666. B

FY 82

INITIAL
SP. ED.

2,204.3
1.417.0
1,043.5
1.119.1
59.8
57.9
-0-
221.9
7,833.8
940.0
481.6
177.5
694.6
240.8
160.5
92.6
129.6
133.9
239.3
717.8
119.6
125.0
41.7
125.0
83.4
538.3
57.9
83.4
179.5
173.6
665.7

DOLLAR PERCENTAGE
INCREASE INCREASE
3,933.1 178
1,875.5 132
1,204.0 115
1,273.5 114
59.8 100
57.9 100
43.2 100
177.5 80
6,213.0 79
626.7 66
280.9 58
88.8 50
347.3 50
120.4 50
80.3 50
46.3 50
43.3 3
46.3 33
59.8 25
59.8 8
_O_ 0 -
-0- (0
-0- 0
-0- 0
-0- 0
“0“ 0
-0- 0.
-0“ 0
-0- 0
-0- 0
-0- 0
16.637.4 82
1,200.7
733.2
(600.0)
(666.8)
1,765.5
19,070.0



SPECIAL EDUCATION TASK FORCE

Alaska Department of Education
February 5-6 Meeting
Juneau, Alaska

Minutes

Task Force Meeting was called to order at 1:15 p.m. by
Chairman Terry Coon.

Agenda was amended and adopted per appendix item one.

Reports cf the subcommittees established by the Task Force
at its December meeting were presented. First, the report
of the Subcommittee on Grants for Extraordinary Circum-
stances was presented by Marsha Buck. Second, Tom Brown
and"Steve Daeschner presented the report of the Subcommittee
on Funding. Roth of these subcommittee repeats are located
1n the appendix. In addition, reports were presented to the
group by Myra Howe, Program Standards T?<k Force, and by
Marsha Buck, Governor's Council for Handicaps and Gifted.
This latter report from the Governor's Council was - re-
sponse to the subcommittee proposals for funding and i.-
%xtrao_rldinary grant programs, which were reviewed by the
ouncil.

Steve Daeschner moved and Barbara Block seconded a motion

to recess meeting. Motion passed and meeting was recessed
at 4:10 p.m.

Meeting was reconvened at 9:12 a.m. by Chairman Terry
Coon.

After listening to the presenters of the aforementioned
reports, the Task Force discussed, at length, the pros
and the cons of the changes in special education funding
proposed by the group., Questions were raised and ad-
dressed relative to (1) criteria for qrant program
covering extraordinary circumstances (2) 251 local
contribution feature of extraordinary grant program

(3) legitimacy of district budget submittals re the
chairman's letter requesting amount of dollars needed
to comply with P.L. 94-142 (4) appropriateness of
various divisors used in formula (5) fiscal impact of
staffing proposals from Program Standards T/»sk Force
(6) accountability of special education fu (7) low
incidence nandicapping conditions and oeogr ohically
hara-tc serve issue re statewHe programs a.d (8)
political realities/strategies regarding implementation
of proposed increase in special education funding.

IALL TO CRDRR

RLCFSS

MEETING FECONVCNED

CFLIBEPFtTICNS



Following these deliberations, the T’sk Force turned its
attention to actions (motions) designed to fulfill its
mission from the State Board of Education.

Steve Daeschner moved and Ton. Brown seconded thr.t the
Task Force recommend to the State Board of Education
that AS 14.17.041(f) be ame-"ed, deleting ADWFTE
(Levels-of-Service Concept) and replacing it with a
straight count. Moreover, amend the state aid
schedule for special education to reflect a funding
ratio of 15 - 1 for all districts, except Anchorage,
Fairbanks, Kenai, Mat-Su and Juneau, which shall

use a funding ratio of 11 - 1. Motion carried.

Moved by Barbara Block and seconded by Steve Daeschner
that recommendation one be all inclusive, that is,
cover all district costs for special education, in-
cluding low-incidence, geographically hard-to-serve,
and sumner school programs. Motion carried.

Moved by Marsha Buck and seconded (for purpose of
discussion) by Barbara Block that the Task Force
recommend to the State Board of Eoucation that
contract funding for statewide programs for low
incidence handicapping conditions be consolidated
under a single administrative system and be adequately
finded. Motion failed.

Steve Daeschner moved and Barbara Block seconded a
recommendation that the State Board request a final
report from the Governor's Council on Handicapped and
Gifted's Task Force on Low-incidence Handicapping
Conditions, which is presently addressing state-wide
programs for special education. Motion carried.

Moved bv Marsha Buck and seconded (for purpose of dis-
cussion) by Barbara Block that the Task Force request
the State Board of Education to recormend an accounta-
bility system be established by the Department of
Education ensuring that special education dollars are
spent on special education programs where the identified
needs of special education students are not being met.
Motion failed.

Moved by Tom Brown and seconded by Steve Daeschner
that Chairman Terry Coon and Tom Brown present a
final report for the Special Education Task Force
to the State Board of Education on Tuesday,
February 10, 1981. Motion carried.

Moved by Steve Daeschner and seconded by Carolyn Doggett
that the meeting adjourn. Motion passed. Meeting
adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

RECOMVENDATIONS

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ADJOURIVENT



SPECIAL EDUCATION TASK FORCE MEETING
February 5-6
Juneau, Alaska

AGENDA

[. Call to Order
1. Approval of Minutes for Anchorage Meeting
[11.  Adoption of Agenda
V. Reports
A Subcommittee on Block Grants
B.  Subcornnittee on Funding
C. Program Stancards Task Force Peport
D. Governor's Council Report
V. Statewide Programs (Funding)
VI. Deliberations and Recotmendations
VII.  Final Report re: Legislation

VIIl.  Adjournment



SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNSINC TASK FORCE

Sub-Cccaittee Report
Re: Extraordinary Circumstances Grazes

Grant Paraaeters:

1. A grant can be made available to anLEA only after the LEA establishes or
shovs proof that foundation funding received is inadequate to neet the extra*
ordinary circumstance or is exhausted, and that the LEA has a child or
children in n*ed of extraordinary service.

2.  An LEA oust contribute at least 25X of the cost of providing for the extra-—
ordinary drcuastance out of its foundation or local funds.

3. A Child Study Teaa at the LEA level ausr establish a definiteunset need

for a specific child or specific children and assuae all responsibility

for the provision of service prior to applying for an extraordil»ry circua-
stance grant. ¥ H *

4. Extraordinary Clrcuastances Grants need to be available throughout the year.

Extraordinary Clrcuascances for Which Grants May Be Applied:
1. Severely/profoundly sulti-handleapped students.

2. Low-incidence handicapped or extraordinarily gifted/tslented students
needing highly specialised prograas. (Example: An esotionally handicapped,
blind student vho is mainstreased but in need of such thlaps as counseling,

orientation and acbllity training and a ius«r prograa in ladcperdent living
skills.)

3. Students vho are so exceptional as to need 1-co-l educational resources or
services throughout the day in order to benefit froa appropriate placement.

4. Sumner school prograss.

5. Students sovir.g into a district mid-year for vhes no appropriate prcgras
exists.

6. Cut-of-district placesents.

T. Devalcpsent of local residential prograas for lev incidence handicapping
conditions.

8. Ceographl:ally hard to serve students vho are in need of costly itinerant



DATE: January 21, 1981
TO: Special Education Task f

FPOh: J«nes M. Elliott, Ph.D.
Coobisstoner's Representative V

PE: Funding Subcommittee Report

On vednesday, January 13, Toa Brown's proposal, which was presented :0
the *ask Force it the Anchorage fleeting, was analyzed by tM referenced
iubcosmttee. You will recall that Toa's proposal called Ycr:

1. Eliflinitlt«r. of the present level-of-ser»l,e ecncep.

2. Counting each special education student as one FTt;

3. Use of an adjustment divisor for calculating the aaount
of district state aid for special education pursuant to

the formula:
Special Education X Instructional State Aid
Enrollfltnt t'mt value . for Special

Adjustment Divisor Education

Using the above formula, the subcomlttee arrived at projected FVS2
funding ettiaatet #or special education by district. Therefore, plane
find enclosed, for your review, the results of the tubcoonttae's wort
1In the foro of a cvpanson chan mowing funding uncer the prtsant
lyiten anc ‘'undtng unoer Tom's proposal using a sanes of different
eigb%st'&nwent Civtscn, plus two comotnatlens for districts wlth> and <

Also, plaate find additional chans preoared by Stave Daeschner. using
ar adjustment divisor of 11, and Bill *VInli's analysis of different

divisors using an-aog instructional unit values and a ¢« 1500 AW
enrollnent factor.

At cur Yftruary j.( meeting m Juneau, the group It a wnolt will be

reouetttc. of course, to taia action en a recoaweroec proposal for
Inert*slng special education folding.

JW/sf
Enclosures



District
Aitrinrapc*
Oristol Uy
Coidovi
Crilf
Pill Ingltn
la 11StiAi
Gain*

Uetnrs

IU-»ul'

SPECIAL HUCATIfW TASK POdGI

1 of Student* 11.U. Projected 1 I.U. Projected 1 I.U.
79-10 v/Prejfiit Fomila ti/Muw lonniln w/New I'titM U
¢S Itslitp Divisor of llstng Divisor of
n.1 11+ 1
4121 110 37S 317
(,946.200 14.471,250 12,211,010
26 2 1 2
119.610 179,445 119,610
64 4 6 6
177,516 266,271 266,274
n 2 1 3
+ 1,154 125,011 125,011
56 4 S S
719,7(10 299,075 299,075
1506 55 117 116
2,377,155 5,921,277 EEVARIVAE TN
21 2 2 2
119,610 119,610 119,610
111 5 12 I
711,195 512,541 411,169
49 1 5 4
129,661 714,105 172,184

Projected « I.U.
w/lkv lomull.i
Using Divisor of
15+« J

275
10,612,250
2
119,610
5
221,895
1
175,011
4
219,260
101
4,165,171
2
119,610
9
199,411

4

177,6*4

Projected * I.11,
w/Netr Inimulll
w/i 1600 Sliflrnf

I'mlor 11/15 + 1

175
14,471,250
2
119630
6
721,195
1
175,011
4
719,760
117
5,**71,777
7
119,610
9
H ffO Il
4

177 M |



District

Iy iliiu iif!

Juncnu*

Kole

Ketul*

klchlUn

King Give

tIM M ik

Kodiak

M i1-Sil

of Students
79-i0

76!

47

171)

74

19

116

STI3C1Al nnUCATFCM TASK

11.U.
w/Prcsent formula

77
1,04]j910
1
111,0)1
12
1,53),661
17
616,0)0
7

1117770

81,114
22
984,808 ,
29

l,161,87>6

Ptoji-cietl 1 I.U.
w/New loiwuitn
Using Divisor of

1.+ %
|
411677
70
2 701,100
&
208,M |
68
2,814,016
)1
1.310,610
3
173,611
7
a» iid
14
2,417,716
16
7.747.104

1DHO!

Projected 1 I.U.
w/New loiwwIn
Using Divisor of
13 ¢$%

416/7
19

7,776,810

16r>,708
17
7,171,189
10
1,1)7,700
2

111,770

91,114
<6

7,0)9,144
47

1,886,798

Projocted * i.u.
w/Mcw lorm iln

Using Divisor of
IS &1

41,6»7
sl
1,908, (PHI
4
166,708
)0
2,085,8)0
26

1,00), 110

40
1,790,16(1
41

1,64S ,4*M

Ilulttied 1101,
u/Keu Inimnia
li/( 1)00 Sllidcnl
lacloi 11711 . 1

n 677
70

2 ,71],.UNI

166,708
68
7,8)4,016

11

[))11,6 111

111,770

81,1)1
14
7,417 ,:)6
16

7,747,101



1 <!

AN
[-:-®:
p n WHfflf
> MM,
8IHCIAL 137CATION TASK Inuv!
Oisti let 1 of Slitlcnls o LI Projected 1 I.U. Projected 1 I.U. Projected * I.U. Projected » I.II.
79-80 w/Prcscni I'omila w/New fnimuln w/New I'oimiln w/New IntHuilii w/New [tnmiilii
ot Using Hivisor of Using Divisor of Using Divisor ol w/r 13(10 Student
1 »t u ++$ 3+ S LK'tOl 11/15 « 1
NeQ1111 48 3 S 4 4 4
118,974 231, S40 183,232 183,232 185,2\!
Nmc 16S 10 IS 13 1 I
S0SjISO B'j7j 225 _777,895_ 637,965 657,%3
Nmih Si(ij>« 176 10 16 H 17 17
S98,1SO 937,040I 837,410 717,780 717,7.10
IV1lcjii J -0- 1 1 1 1
0 41,771 43t221 43,271 43,771
IYtcfsliil g 177 S 17 in 9 9
700,670 inl,inn 401,340 361,206 361,706
situ* 753 un 23 70 v 73
441474 973,087 807,680 142,278 173,017
"lilgtajr 19 7 4 3 3 3
13,334 166,708 123,031 175,011 175,011
Si. liiy't 44 J 4 4 1 1
1/9,443 2WIj 710 219,260 179,44! 1/9,143
Ibialasla 79 7 3 2 7 7

1S ,770 173,6SS 113,700 113,770 115,770



District

Vnlilci

Wrangell

YnK.itm

SmJ (Nilnt

Cit)/lloruui:li Soli-
Total

AJ*t

Alnsin UltCMiy

Alint lin

«

AlllU'l to

* of Sindents
70-80

101

105

43

19

10,475

50

69

21

72

* |

w/PIOMtt 111 mill ii

o1

12
532,548
5
200,670
3
138,024
1

458
19,204,720

2
108,052

4
185,232

2
1S ,7/0

4

160,536

Projecto<Il i I.U,
w/Ncw ronmiln
Using Divisor of

1 )

18
798,882
10
401,340
4

185,232

950
39,803,015
5
770,130
7
324,156
3
173,655
7

780,938

SPIICIAI. PIXICATION TASK nOIH.1!

Projected 1 I.11.
w/New rnmmlii

Using Divisor of

13¢8%

IS
665,685

9
36tj206

4
185,232

) *

815
13.855.1 1
4
216,104

6
277,818
2
115,770
6

240,804

Projectoil » i.u.

w/New |[onunin

Using Divisor of

15 »$

13
576,927
7
280,938
3
138,924
2

115,770

709
29,454,647
4
216,104
5
731,540
7
115,770
5

200,670

I'Injeclcd » I.U.

w/New [HITHILI

w/t 15011 M ihlciil
Ini'tor 11/15 * 1

1(
576,927
7
HO, 9«
3
118,9/4
2
St o M2 1Q
976
18,169,814
4
716,104
5
31,in
2
115,770
5
700,t,70



.

District

Her IMy Strait

(1iitliim

(Imjacli

Dipper Hivcr

IV-11.1 Cicely

litIt.trod

Ku*|mk

llie f Peninsula

*

lower lilrduVwim*

t of Students
79-80

6S

46

113

234

32

26

46

227

SiTriAl.

1I.U.
w/Presont Formula
o J

* 4
239,260
3
125,031
-0-
-0-
6
266,274
I
509,388
2
119,630
2
119,630
3
179,445
17
1,016,855

Projected 1 I.U.
w/Ncw |onmiln

Using Divisor of
I »t

6
358,890
S
208,385
1
46,308
1
488,169
22
1,018,776
3
179j 145
3
179,445
5
299.075
21

1,756,115

IDtrATfON TASK IWtCR

Projected * I.U.
w/New lom tiln
Using Divisir of
13 *$
5

2PJ.075

4
166,708
1
46,308
9
399,411
18
833,644
3
179,445
2
119,630
4
-239,260
18

1,076,670

Projected * I.11.

w/New [kiimulii

Using Dlvisoi of
IS + $

f
5

299,075
4

166,708
1
46,3(18
8
355,032
16

740,978
3

179,445
2

119,630
4

239,260
16

957,040

I'miceled & I.11.
w/Ncw letinnin
w/; 1500 Student
Inilor 11715 » $

S
299,075
4
Mi, 7118
1
46,308
8
355.032
Id
7411,991
3
171,445
7
119,630
I
739,760
71
1,756.115



SI'HCIAI. EDUCATION TASK IOlIC1!

District I oY Students » [LU. Projcctcil * I.11. Projected 1 |.U. Projected i I.1l. Projei ted * I.U.
79-80 w/Prescut I'numilit w/New formula w/New lonuihi w/New [u lunila w/New I*umnin
*3 Using llivisor of Using Divisor of Using Divisor of w/{ 150(1 Stud, nt
i u 1 13 &1 15+« 1 fartur 11715 + $
4
Lower Yukon 130 n 18 IS 13 13
657 ,9ftS 1,076,670 897,225 777,595 777,595
Nnrtliwost Arctic 161 8 15 13 il I
478,520 897,225 777,595 657,965 657,965
I'ril.llor 18 3 4 3 3 3
173,055 211,540I 173,655 173,655 173,655
Soullienst 1si.uni 56 3 6 5 4 4
125,031 250,062 2(18,385 166,708 1(i6, 1|1
Soot lI.CSt 1H 4 11 10 8 8
239,260 057,965 598,150 4/8,520 4/8,570
Knlllicit S7 5 6 5 4 1
231,540 277,848 231,540 (185,23/1 (185,237)
Yukon llals 5ft 5 ft 5 4 4
' 799,075 358,890 299,075 (239,620) (219,2(.I1)
Yoluii'Kuyul.ok 107 5 10 9 8 N
_ n9075____ *>yow o 4/85*11
HI'AA Sub-Totol 1.791 104 175 147 130 115
"« 5,7*19,7/4 9,4.31,.837 7,934,537 7,0/5,375 /,1/1.8ill




Totnl

District

* of Students
79-80

12218

SPICIAI, niICATECN TASK RWH

1 1.U.
W/Pr(:sentI Formula
[]

567

24,855,944

Projected 1 1.U.
w/New formula

Usii<|! Divisor of
U *lI

49,234.852

1.981

Projected 1 1.U.
w/New Formula
Using Divisor of
138
%?
41,790,308
1.68:

Projected ¢+ |.U.
w/New lonmila

Using Divisoi of
15+ 3
839
36,479,'167

1.468

Pmjectol * [.U.
w/Kew Infumhi
u/t 15IHI Mmlcnl
lif tor 11/15 ¢+ 4
1,061
45,493,854

1.830



1 School District

Anchorage
Bristol Day
Cordnva

Cr «lij

01 11IlighilM
falthanls
rjlrn*
llalnet
lIr.OM.ili

Urriahurg

KIf
It'fM1
lelililtan
1K) tow

lvmmm 4

Instructional
Unit Cost
1901-1907

JO.190
59,*tS
44,179
41.6//
59.015
41,771
59.015
41.1/9
41,771
41.67/
10,590
11,17/
41.6//
10.510
57,005

41.6//

Current
fo>mila
Instructional
Units
19/9-1900

100

7

Nui/inr of
Students
Served

19/9-1980

4171
76

66

1

56
1,506
71

111

49

Ml

4/

1/9
74

19

Projected
thmdicr of
Instructional
Units
Students « Il
19/9-1900

3/s

1

to

60

15

tst(mated
Cult of
Ulrcct
Service
190M907?

14.6/0,301
100,977

769,307

6,000.000

110,717

7,719.055

7,005,647

1,661,666

H/,640

| Climated
lolal Cost
Direct Plus
Indirect

1901 -1907

1(1,147,9/74
776,7W1

116,77/

/,500,000

105,790

7./99.019

1,1.07,05*

7,0/9.5117

109.550

fs4lm.il oil
Cost 0SlIni|
fleer Lillm.1j (f 11)
Unit fust (tul. 7) f
Projected Ihiwlier nt
InStniclton.il Units (<<l

14,4/1,760
1/9,115
766,7/1
1/5,011
799,0/5
5971.2//
119,610
517,540
716.105
41.6/7
7,71l mi
TOH. W .
i,1111.0il.
1.150,650
1/1,655

01, 151



19.
711
71.
77.
7).
71.
75.
76.
21.
70.
79.

30.

,School 01

»odlai
Hal* So
Hcnana
Homo
HorlH Slope
Pelican
Petersburg
Sllla

SI .Hjw.l/
SI. Huy's
Unalaika
Valdar
Mrangril
Yakutat

Sand folot

rtct

Instruct loitd 1
Unit Cost
1901 *101)7

11.764
41,134
46,300
59,016
59,015
43.771
40,134
411,1)4
41,6/7
69.015
s/.no5
11,379
40,134
46.300

57.,nr*

Current
fOLmil.l
Instructional
(lulls
19/9 19130

22

M

= oo obBb B w

\l

1?

Humher of
Students
Served

19/9

6116
cm

no
16
16
3
177

753

I

71

5 @

13

19

.

Prnjeclrd
Number nf
Inst ruct tonal
Units

Students + 11

1979-1900

54
56

5
15
16

1
1?

73

Estimated
r.oci ol
Direct
Service

1981-1902

1.7/0,369

2,030,077

560,365
1.417,596

795,360
1,49/.476

307,010

1,415,613

374,716

fn linnled
o nl Cost
01 eel Plus
li llirecl

1911-19117

?,2?22,*61

75476711

710.466
1,003,743

369,700
1.071,71/

134,111

1.769,641

46n,TII

Ll til
tii".l 1%Inn
Him Iminila (i 111
Unit Clint (lul. 7) X
Projected linn/ter ol
Instruct(on,it Units (lul

7,117,756
7.717,601
731,540
097,775
967,040
41,771
401,600
97J3.IMI7
166,7011
719,760
1/3,656
/L1077
401,110
1116,717

116.//1



32.
13,
34,
15.
36.
3/.
30.
39.
40.
41.
42,
43.
44,
46.
46.
4.

411

t School DItlili t

Adak

Alaska Gateway
Aleutian Chain
Annette Miami
ti‘ering Straits
Ilia lliam
Cliui|*th

topper River
Hclla/r.rrely
1JI1tarml
Kufpuk

lake ami I'riilnsuls
lower kuilnlwim
lower Yukon
lInrlhwrst Artli
Pritillnf

luulliN It Miami

Instructlonal
Unit Cost
1901-190?

54,076
46.300
57,005
40.134
59,015
41,67/
46,300
14,179
46,300
59,015
59,015
69,015
69,015
69,015
59.1115
57,0116

41,67/

Current
rminila
Ins true | Innal
Units
1979-1900

Nuniher of

Students
Served

19/9-1900

50
69
71
72
65
46
7
113
211
37
76
46
771
190
il
30

66

Projected
Number of

Instructlonal

Units
Students i

__19/9 1900

71

16

(ft (nulled
Cost of
Direct
Service

1901-1907?

?09,547

1,906,466

516,000

173,000

1,679,000

f St Imail'd
lotal CnSt
Direr* Plus
Iml+iect

1901-1911?

0

361911

7,303,007

646,Dim

716,760

7,036.760

1stimatrd
Cost Us Inn
Dew fminila (¢
Unit Cost (Int.

I'm jetted flmnhrr u(
Insliui 1lni.il llnils (ml

7/111HI
374.166
173.666
71119111
361111911
70111116
4(1, 101l
41111, 169
1,011,771,
1/9.446
179,446
7"1.0/6
1,766,116
1.0/6.610
'//.776
711,640

?6e,06?

0l
7)

»



49.

60.

51.

57.

School District

Soutliwesl
ltdlibel |
Yukon rials

Yukon-Koyukuk

Instructional
Unit Cost
I''M 1902

59,015
46,3011

59,015

_ 59,015

?.900,1.10

Projected
Current Nnidirr of
10U11*L hi + Nundier of Instruct lonal
Instructional Students Units
lin".$ Served Students + |l
19/9-IM P 1979-1MO _19/9-1900
el HO I
5 57 6
5 56 0
i 10/ 10
1

1st* atld
Co-I of
Ireel

Service
1901-1907

619,119
247,500
531,001
613,079

[StIm.ilrd
total Cost
Olrect Plus
Indirect

1901-inn?

a
//1.nnn

301,175
566.151

791,706

litiaulnl
tost UsInn
(lew foimila (+ I1)
IInll Cost (Ini. ?) t
Projected Ihiitiei ol
Instiuctlvoal Units (lul

fo/ 96'r
7// .MN
IM .non
snn.isn

41 1111.1IM
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SPECIAL EOXAT10M 7ASX FORCE ¢ RS *mn> Hd

(B111 Mulnlx)

Tctal StuCtntS BRI R ANE ;ﬁ
[ -
12.212
T Do -
Total Units Sasec on 11-1 ana 15*1
1,0*5
ivfpiee £1-6?  Ajletcont - Stt*wi<je
646 434 rrja&gyazagfe;
Ratio
Total Stueonts StuS«nts-Unltt NiTOfp Units Cost
%ggig g-i 1.018 549.305.312
12.213 16-1 o 30 a50 145
19913 - 763 36.555.142
. 16-1 679 32.eCfc.s36 Cee.
Ratio Units srss«nt Funsinc
}_gj l.%lLiJ% S22.032.100 S27.273.712
161 263 22.032.100 17.393.176
31 679 22.032.100 U.923.042
22.032.100 10.654,536
m 4
, -
'r* *7r'», »e 2
“Nu -l
TN apfalyy |

Core»*

f] ». S=e—



REVENUES
(3/11/81)

State

Foundation Support (185 Units X 38,590)
600 Level IV/18 X 38,590

State Tuition

Pupil Transportation

Reimbursement for Indirect

Debt Service - Aid for SchoolConstruction
Cost Recoveries - Facilities Rentals

Total State

Local Contribution

Average Daily Membership (RE)

S 7,139,150
1,286,333
49,342
1,167,137
29,000

1,553,346
7.300

$11,232,608

7,566,724

2.035



1981-82 WITH ANTICIPATED FUNDING CHANGES

(3711/81)
Direct Costs
Direct S13.312.938
Deaf 800,000
Severe/Profound 761,931
Subtotal 14,874,869
Program Needs (See Chart) (2,500,000)
Indirect 3.907,346
Bond Costs 1.579.048
Total 20,361,263
(22,861,263)
Revenues
4,385 ADWI11 X 38,590 15,383,377
Other 4.093,458
Total Revenues 19.476,835
Local Contribution (3.384,428)
884,428
Local Revenue/PER FIE $435

(S .663)



AREAS OF CONCERN
WTH SPECIAL EDUCATION FOUNDATION PKkjGRAM
IN THE ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT

The State Department of Edjcatlon provides a foundation formula (AS *4.17.010,
021, .031) for special education funding. At the present time the statutes
provide foundation units to the District at the rate of 11 full time
equivalent special education students to one unit, taking Into account the
number of days 1r. service and disregarding the nature of the handicap. The
local taxpayer. 1n Anchorage have provided funds to supplement the special
education student, almost three times a normal student's allocation.

The reason for these excess costs Is the Inadeouate funding base supolled

3}1 the Department of Education. The following areas sunrsarize these funding
llemmas.

1) No costs are allowed for the diagnosis and assessment of students. In
Anchorage these costs are 1n excess of a million dollars, including
costs for psychologists and other testing specialists, suostltute
teachers so that teachers can sit on Child Study Teams, and addendum
days for teachers.

2) No costs are provided for related services when students are already
Level IV (full time special education). Many of our specialists
(occupational therapists, physical therapists, sptecn/language theraolsts,
orthopedlcally handl. ipped, hard of hearing) provide required services
yet generate no fourd-tlon support. Our costs for these servicer «lth
no reimbursement approximate S30G,000.

3) The Anchorage School District a'so has mxne™ous special education programs
that require low puoll/teacher ratios. These Include preschool special
education children, vision impaired, severely profound, orthopedics*ly
handicapped, emotionally disturbed and multiple-handicapped. Anchorage
provides the above services for many students who co«e to Anchorage from
outside the district. The ixIsting number of FIE students receiving
services that require a pupil/teacher ratio of at least 6 to 1 1s ISO.
The State formula allocates an 11 to 1 ratio *nlcn translates Into a
loss to Anchorage of approximately 12 units.

1. The floor, as established by AS.14.17.170, in estimating AOM for the
first 9 weeks of school Is providing a great hardship for the Otstrict.
The multitude of new referred students makes1l: physically lapcs:ible to
get then tested, diagnosed and reveled by the end of tre* first 5 neeks.
9y the end of the first 9 «etks *e *111 generate approximately ’AC units,
WPerSas by the end o' the school /ear the total units are 13C cr a less
of -0 units.

T.e present foundation formulas generally oppose tie pniloscpny of our State
regulations regarding the concept of more interaction *ith the rtgu'a* students
*we formula provides us a larger incentive t. place st-dcnts as Level 27 than
nclrstrea.m the students. Also, the State fcurcat pn 'ormula rrcvices no men#,
‘or the education of special education students during the Susner. The laws ~
in etner states art requiring Summer sc«col attendance 'or selected groups of
students, what are some of the solutions to thesccve dlle-ras? Sevtra.
‘0ss*tl!1:1ts sight Include the following:



1)

2)

A)
5)

Eliminate level of service and provide foundation formula at 11 ADM
to 1.

Local special education funding be provided by Block Grants on a
bi-annual plan of service. We presently have to develop budgets and
related program plans supporting these budgets for passage through
our local School Board and approval by the State. With all this
documentation, another scrutiny by the State would not affect us.

Change the foundation floor for special education from October to April.
Provide instructional units to cover diagnostic services.

Have the State provide full funding on a contractual basis for all

high risk or low incident students, emotionally disturoed, preschool,
blind, deaf, etc.

Allow each school to be counted as a separate attendance area.



ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT
SPECIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT
PROGRAM STANDARDS  JUSTIFICATION

The following sources of information were used in establishing our
proposed program standards for special services:

1. Washington State Funding Criteria

2. State of lowa Rules for Special Education

3. Portland Public Schools Placement Alternatives
Procedures Documen.

A.  Sacramento Unified School District
5. Highline rjblic School District, Seattle, Washington

6. Alaska Department of Education Program Standard
Task Force Recormendaticns - rough draft

7. Anchorage School District Resource Teachers
Association Recommendations

3. American Occupational Therapy Association
Reccrrmendation*

9. Fundamentals for Speech/Language and Hearing
Programs Alaska Department of Education

10. National Association of School Nurses

11. State of Missouri Program Standards

12. Alaska State Vocational Educational Work Study Standa ds
13. National Association of Scnool Psychologists

K. Oklahoma Speech & Hearing Assn. State Standards

15. Florida Speech 4 Hearing Assn. State Star.ca-cs

16. iwa Speech 4 Hearing Assn. State Stanoarts

7. -eland Education Agency, Icwa

I[E. Oist. of Columpia Speech 4 -.eering Assn. Standards

’5.  Maryland State Program Standards fcr Speech 4 Hearing



«

20.
21.

22.

23.

24,

Director of Glfteri for Illinois, Matteson, Illinois

Office of Gifted and Talented, Rcse Tree School
District Media

Office of Gifted and Talented, Garden Grove School
District, California

Office of Gifted and Talented, College Park School
District, Maryland

Office of Gifted and Talented, Baltimore City Schools,
Maryland



Hours of
Instruction

Exception'iity

Student/Teacher
Ratio
Standard

80-81 ASD
Student/teacher
Ratio

(As of
12/19/80)

81-82 ASD
student/teacher
Ratio (projec-
tions hiahest

point) (includes

All redlines)

Program
Needs

Teacher/Aides
Standards

60-81 ASO

Teacher/Aidcs

(As of
12/19/80)

81-82 ASO

Teacher/Aides

(Ireludct All
rtdlines)

Prtgram ‘ietds

torrents

OT/PT

_ X /wk
Time bays

All exceptionalities
(MR. OH, SWH or
high incidence)

or PT
15-30 15-30
students/ students/
therapist therapist

-severe  -severe
mild s wild
6 7 6 T
190 S 166 S
31.6 S/7 27.6 S/T

(224 stijdents)
6T/190S  6T/180S
316 S/T 30 S/T

(225 students)

el ol

1 Teacher Aide/

OT/PT Site -
5 Teacher Aides

2 T.A.'s at Whaley
and Rigtl

3 T.A.* at Whaley,
R1lgel, Denali?

2 T.A's

‘Counts VI-B
Includes 2
therapists

Speech/Language

X /wk

Time Days

All Exceptionalities

Mild Severe
speech speech/
language
40-50 15-20
students/ students/
23T 4 T
1340 « 137 S
58.5 S/T 34.3 S/T
23T 4T
1.456S 140S
63 S/T 35 S/T
*3-4 +2-3
SIS mild SIS severe
Mild Severe
T.A. as 1 TA/
Needed SIS for
for Severe

Overloads Students

**3 therapy aides

5 therapy aides

2 TA s

Counts VI-B
1l its
wl T.A.

Resource Room
Elementary

1 hr - 5 hrs/day
level 1 - level 4

All Exceptionalities

12-18 students/

resource teacner
as per levels of
service provided.

N3 AT
1,013 S
19.1 S/RT

57 RT
1150 S
20.1 S/RT

+7-10
Resource Teachers

1 Teacher Aide/
Resource Teacher

(9) 4 hour T.A''s
(2) 6 hour T.A''s

(12) 4 hour T.A.'t
(3) 6 hour T.A.'s

52 T.A's

«Ccuntt vt-a
2 Rflcurce T ,ch«rs

Resource Room
Secondary

1 hr - 5 hrs/day

All Exceptionalities

15-20 students/
teacher. Maxirum

40 student contact
hrs/day or 8 student!
per class period.

£2 T/900S
17.3 S/T

Ave. 10 S's/class
+ 50 contact hrs.

617/1,0005

16.4 S/T
Ave 9.5/Class
46 Contact Hours

*7-10
Resource Teachers

1 Teacher Aide/

Resource Teacher

1 T.A./unit « 10

lire

60 T.A»s

Speclall:
Self-contaV

Up to total d

Preschool

Severe Learnil
Severe Langua;
Severe Behavic
Severe Academ’

8-10 stuoents.
teacher

Preschool 6T/:
95 S/T

MI 11T/106S -
9.6 S/T

Other 18T/211!
11.7 S/T

Preschool 6T1/1
10 S/T

MR HT/IiS
10 S/T

Other 181/1901
105 S/T

*?2
Self-containe:
Teachers

1 Teacher Ald<
Teacher

'reschooi 1 T.

WR 1 TA/7

Other (4) 6 h*
(3) 4 r-

lare

¢12-15 T.A.
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4 M Attachment E

Severely Work-Study Itinerant Nurses
Handle Jed Coordinator Gifted/Talented Class Support Psychologist (Elementary)
Up to total day 2 hrs/wk/ 1 hr/wk/  1-13 hr/week X /week 5-6 hours assessment Up to total day
student student Time Cly Per day
deaf, autistic, severe mild academically. visually impaired All exceptionalities Regular and all
SVH, £0. Elind autistic, EMR, ID Intellectually, visiting teacher exceptionalities
SMH, OH, creatively, hard of hearing
MMR, deaf, gifted/talented adaptive PE
Blind
Severe wild
5 students/ 10-15 25-30 Elem: 55 level 1 10-20 students/ 1 school psycholo- 1 school nurse/
teacher students/  students/ students/teacher teacher gist/1 ,500 students 750 students
work- work- Sec: 20-26 A.P.E. (110 S/T) in school district
study study students/class/
coord. coord. teacher
autistic - 2T/40S 2T/93S Elem- 35 level 1 V.. 1T/17S » 17 S/T 2.750S/14P 22 nurses
3T/21S « 6.3 S/T 20 S/T 46.5 students/teacher V.T. 3T/35S + 12 S/T 196.4 S/Psych. 1 alternative
deaf 6T/42S m7 S/T S/T $ec: 22 S/Class/T H.H. 1T/25S » 25 S/T school
SVH 11T/59S m with 3.5 FTE PACT APE 1T/157S + 157 S/T 910 S/Nurse
5.3 ST allocation plus
ED 6T/565 + 6.75 S/T sec. staffing
autistic - 2T/40S 3T/100S  E): 275 Level 1. 300 V.l. 1T/20S + 20 S/T Same 24 nurses
3T/21S + 6.3 S/T 20 S/T 33 /T Level 2. 40 Level 3/ V.7. 3T/35S m12 S/T 1 alternative
deaf 77/64% m7 S/T 19.5T + 57.2 S/T H.H. 1T/25S * 25 S/T school
SWK - 12T/65S Sec: 20 S/Class/T APE 2T/274S + 137 S/T 833 S/Nurse
54 S/T w/3.5 FTE PACT
ED 6T/56S ¢« 7 S/T allocation plus
sec, staffinn
& self- +1 work- +1 work- Bussing heeds *5 +3.5 school ¢2.5 nurses
contained study study Art Program psychologists
teachers coord. coord. Music Program

9-12 Program

«

autistic 2 TA/ -0- -0- V.l. *2 T.A/Teacher 1 T.A./Secondary 1 T.A./4 Nurses
l.i TA/T «ork- V.T. -0- Unit

deaf 1 TA/T study HH. 1 T.A/Teacher

W 1.5 TA/T coord. APE  -0-

ED. 1 TA/T

autistic 4 TA's -C- 0- V.I 2T.A's No Aides 5T.A's
2 TA/T 2 TA's/ V.T. -0-

deaf 1 TA /T work- M.H. T.A.

S** 1 TA/T study APE  -0-

ED. 1 TA/T toord.

lututlc w T.Al's -0- -0- Sane 3TA.'s 6 T.A.'
C TA/T . T.A's/

deaf 1 T.A/T work -

1.25 T.A/I Study

ED. 1 TA/T coonl.

4 T.A.’s 2 T.A's -0- 0- 0- 3 T.A** -0-

‘Counts

autistic grant.

eilf, -wits- ‘Counts VI -6 ‘Counts VJ-B ‘Counts VI-B

12* A 1"/ m ;e e fto ** 11~»
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March 5, 1981

Steve Daeschner

Director of Pupil Personnel Services
Anchorage School District

Whaley Center

2220 Nichols St.

Anchorage, Alaska 9950A

Dear Mr. Daeschner:

Enclose™ is our Final Report. Please review it and call Marsha Buck, Chair—
person of the Council®s Education Committee, at 225-2118 byMonday March 16th if
there are any substantive errors.

Steve Daeschner 1is to meet with Commissioner Lind on Thursday or Friday (March
5-6) in Anchorage to present the report. Steve indicated on the phone yesterday
that there 1is interest in combining our consortium proposal with the special
education funding legislation.

There 1is major statewide support for the funding increase. If that legislation
is not forthcoming from the Governor®s Office in the next week or so, there will
be contact with legislators regarding introduction. Steve and the Anchorage
Special Education Advisory Committee are pursuing that course of action.

The Governor®"* Council for the Handicapped and Gifted will meet in Juneau on
Friday March 20th and will be working on follov-up activities through the
Council & Education and Legislative Committees. We are waiting to hear Com—
missioner Lind"s response end plans for State Board of Education action prior to
or during their March 31st meeting in Anchorage). (Kris, Roy, Steve, and Marsha
are ready to present the report to the State Board.)

A special thanks to each of you for your productive workon the Low-incidence
CozBiccee.

Sin“rely,

Dorothy J. Truran
Health Planner 11

Enclosure

cc: Education Committee numbers
L** .siacive Ccnnictee members
Ciincil members

DJT/IsI
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EFFECTS OF SENATE BILL 365 AND HOUSE BILL 449:

FY 1982 Dollar Total
Special Initial for Increase by Special Ed.
Education Special B 365 and Funds to be
District: ADM Education HB 449: Received:
Fairbanks 1,556 2,204.3 3,933.1 6.137.4
Kenai 863 1,417.0 1,875.5 3.2925
Mat-Su 612 1,0435 1.204.0 2.247.5
Juneau 680 1,119.1 1,273.. 2.392.6
Galena 17 59.8 59.8 119.6
King Cove 22 57.9 57.9 115.8
Pelican 2 -0- 43.2 43.2
Haines 122 2219 1775 3994
Anchorage 4,000 7,833.8 6.213.0 14,046.8
Kodiak 513 940.0 626.7 1.566.7
Sitka 281 481.6 Zggg 762.5
Cordova 76 1775 . 266.3
Ketchikan 393 694.6 347.3 1,041.9
Petersburg 134 240.8 120.4 361.2
Wrangell 90 160.5 80.3 240.8
Yakutat A 92.6 46.3 138.9
Hoonah 49 125.6 43.3 172.9
Nenana 46 138.9 46.3 185.2
Di 1lingham 65 239.3 59.8 299.1
North Slope 182 717.8 59.8 777.6
Bristol Bay 19.5 119.6 0. 119.6
Craig 28.5 125.0 : 8 125.0
Hydaburg Q 41.7 . 41.7
Kake 42 125.0 0. 125.0
Klawock 17 83.4 0. 83.4
Nome 123 538.3 : 8 538.3
Sand Point 14 57.9 U 57.9
Skagway 28.5 83.4 n 83.4
St. Mary's 42 1795 g 1795
Unalaska 27 173.6 U 173.6
Valdez 187 665.7 -0* 665.7
J k

TOTAL S 20.163.6 $ 16,6374 $ 36,801.0
On Base Fairbanks 475 1,200.7

(On Base Anchorage 385 733.2

DCE Student Transfers 600 (600.0)

DE Contract Schools 666.8 A666.6) >

REAAS 1,765.5

TOTALS S 19,070.0

+ beca-u of Ndequete special education f_ cfunder 2B 3C5 >.d HB 499, the
Mncborage School District will be able to pick-up all program costs for the
low incidence, mutiple handicapped, .me there will be no need to transfer
Alaskan stuJents outside fcr special schooling.



EFFECTS OF SENATE BILL 365 AND HOUSE BILL 449:

FY 1982 Dollar Total
Special Initial for Increase by Special Ed.
Education Special B 365 and Funds to be
District: ADM Education: HB 4409: Received
N. W Arctic 247 4785 538.4 1,016.9
Chugach 5 -0- 46.3 46.3
Adak 93 216.1 162.5 378.2
Annette 65 120.4 80.3 200.7
Chatham 42 83.4 41.6 125.0
Iditarod 33.6 119.6 59.8 179.4
Lower Yukon 193 538.3 239.3 777.6
Yukon-Koyuk 98 299.1 119.6 418.7
Lake & Peninsula 46 179.4 59.8 239.3
S.E. Island 50 125.0 41.7 166.7
Railbelt 56 138.9 46.3 185.2
Alaska Gateway 80 2315 46.3 277.8
Copper River 85 221.9 444 266.3
SW. Region 89 299.1 59.8 358.9
LKSD 306 1,076.7 1794 1,256.1
Aleutian 22 115.8 -0- 115.8
Bering Strait 45 299.1 -0- 299.1
Delta 145 509.4 -0- 5094
Kuspuk 29 119.6 -0- 119.6
Pribilof 28 173.7 -0- 173.7
Yukon Flat 51 239.3 -0- 239.3

PACE TOTAL 1.765.5



approved district correspondence  at

Effect of amendments. The firai .975
rogram” in paragraph (4) of subsectm

amendment, effective July 1,1975, inserted
‘aa approved by the "department” in (a), . .
paragraph (3&ofsubsectlon a). . legislative committee report, — K
The second 1976 amendment, effective regort on ch. 190, SLA 1976 (HCS CSSI
July 1, 1976, inserted “enrolled in an  367), see 1975 House Journal, p. 1277.

Sec. 14.17.040. Huaic need.

Repealed by 81 ch 238 SLA 1970, effective July 1,1970.

Editor's note. — The repealed section
derived from S 1.02, ch. 164, SLA 1962.

Sec. 14.17.041. Table of allowable Instructional u*..ts.

® Elementary and secondary schools in districts with ADM undo
1,000.

ADM No. Instructional Units
under 10 1
10- 20 2
21- 32 3
33 - 46 4
47 - 62 5
63-80 6
81 — 999 6 plus 1 for each 18 pupils

or fraction of 18.

Elementary and secondary schools in districts with ADM <

er:
ADM No. Instructional Units
under 10 1
10- 20 2
21 - 32 3
33-46 4
47 - 62 5
63 - 80 6
81 - 99 7
100 — 3005 7 plus 1 for »*ach 19 pupils

or fraction of 19
160 plus 1 for each 23 pupils
or fraction of 23.

3006 and over

Vocational education schedule:

ADM No. Instructional Units
Full-Time Equivalent
5-10 1
11-25 2
26 — 40 3
41 and over 3 plui 1 for each 20 pupils

or fraction of 20 pupils in
Full-Time equivalent ADM

m m

rnmrn 111.11.UB1

(@ Special education schedule:

ADM No. Instructional Units
Full-Time Equivalent
I 5- 8 1
9-15 2
16-24 3
25-35 4
36 and over 4 plus 1 for each 11 pupils

or fraction of 11 pupils in
Full-Time Equivalent ADM

<ch238SLA 1970; am 81ch L 7 SLA 1972; am &4 ch 81 SLA 1975)

(Tert of amendments. — The 1972

ert 0 , The 1975 amendment, effective July 1,
MMf.immi rewrote subsection (c).

1975. rewrote subsection (d).

Sec. 14.17.050. Teacners *alary allotment.
Repealed by 81 ch 238 SLA 1970, effective July 1, 1970.

Editor's note. — The repealed section gtUZ, igégah 98, SLA 1966; and 4 1, eh. 153,

Swi.rd fron, i 1.04. ch. 164. SLA 1962 H
1.1¢ch 70.5U 1963; 81 ch. 78. SLA 1964

See. 14.17.051. Instructional unit allotment (@) The instructional
erutal lotment for each Bchool districtor regional educational attendance
area isas follows:

(@ if the district or area is in that part of the stale lying within the
boundaries of election district 1, 4 or 8, the district or area shall receive
the base instructional allotment;

@ ifthe district or area is in that part of the state lying within the
boundaries of election district 2, 3 or 7, the district or are shall receive
IM75 per cent of the base instructional unit allotment;

() ifthe district or area is in that part of the state lying within the
boundaries of election district 5, 9, 1o or 11, the district or urea shall
receive 107.50 per cent of the base instructional unit allotment;

(4) ifthe districtor area is in that part of the slate lying within the
U/undaries of election district 16, south of the Arctic Circle, the district
tr area shall receive 111.25 per cent of the base instructional unit
alMmenl;

Hi if the district or area is in that part of the state lying within the

boundaries of election district 6, the district or area shall receive 115 per
of the base instructional unit allotment;
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HOUSE BILL NO. 449

"An Act relating to special education; and pr viding for an
effective date."”

This bill provides iicreased resources to special education programs
throughout the State. In addition the bill provides augmented support
services including summer programs for eligible students.

The summer program at Harborview Developmental Center would become
solidified under a statutory authority. It is well known that for
many developmentslly disabled clients the summer months without proper
programs yields developmental regression.

Additionally it is well known that early training facilitates later
employability and less dependency in adults years.

The Governor®s Council for the Handicapped 6 Gifted has voiced strong
support for this bill.

Department Position:

The Department supports the concopt of this

Recommended by:

bcveloi«nental Disabilities
Date; 4_] IM

Approved by;
Helen D. Hotme, Joamggsionor
Department of Health Social
Services



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE rTATF OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

I REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No. House BilII 449
Title "An Act relating to special education; and providing for an effective date."
Requested by Commissioner®s Office Date April 14. 1981

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Department of Health & Soc.4** Services

Program Category Affected Special Education - doe

BkU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected
(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding foreach

component in the analysis section )
EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

n al FY 82 FY 83 FY 04 FY 35 .FY 86

100 PERSON,YL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
600 LAND * STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC

TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER (Snecifv Fund Source)

KISITONS

FULL TIME
rART TIME
TEMPORARY

Iit ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Picparation Instructions, S ;lion lilt

No coat impact in foramen to t*“r Department of llvdlth k Social Services
ah a raault of this Ipqgilatlon.

IV. DATE Aprll 14, 1981 PREPARED BY  Vur,,or stllInor. Director
AGENCY -JtcuiLa-L JUcalth k PoMolniawnt al 11in.ua 111
Original Legislative Finance PHONE  4Ls-1170Q
cc: Budget and Management R 4 i\ 4
Pnrne Sponsor (First Leglslator Namedi MB Approval : Oat# tffiffo!

33-001 (Kcv 12/80)

A. JL-
h j*:



THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

-- -FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No., ien9te-B111.365

Title An Act relating to State aid for Special Education

Requested by SIMfip

FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Departnent of Education

Date

3/26/8",

Program Category Affected Elementary and Secondary Education

BRU, Program, or Subprogram!*) Affected Foundation Programs Components/Financial Support Dlst
(Note Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate hnc-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 81 FY 82 FY 83 FY 04

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVF!
300 CONTRACTUAL
400 COMMODITIES
500 EQUIPMENT
(00 LAND A STRUCTURES )
TOO GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 19,070.0 20,9)7.0 2j,074.7

TOTAL

FUNDING (Thou ands of Dollars)

general fund 19.070.01 20,977.0 23,074.7

FfcDLKU FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

POSITIONS

EULL tim1
FART TIME

TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (Sec Fiwal Note Preparation imttuwtionv Section il
FY 62 Cos* Distribution: (See Attached)

Foundation Progran Components: Special education Adjustnents
<18.402.9

Financial Support - Districts: State Contract Fié&gra.-i

i c
§667.)
Total: $19,070.0

Post FY 62 cost reflects 10°. annual Inflation i1*?«.

FY 35 .FY" 86

25,382.2 tl ,920.4

25,382.2 27,920.4
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RMPER/Department o Health & Social Services

POSITION

A

POSITION PAPER

HOUSE DILL NO. 450

"An Act nuking a social appropriation to the Department of Health and
Social Services for the prisoner treatment program; and providing for on
effective date."

lHou.sc Bill No. 450 is the <<npanion bill to House Dill No. 451.
House Bill No. 450 provides funds to Initiate the treatment program set
out 1in House Bill No. 451. The Department recognizes the need for this
type of program and supports enactment.

RKXamtkd by:
Charles I Gmpbell, blmctor

Division of Adult Cbrrectlons

Lb to:

Appmv*tl by
Helen D. Ueirne, Qranlsuloner

Iitn:



THE LEGISLATURE OF Tilt STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

HSCAL XJIL

| REQUEST

&tnrJiuSITi'Bx v n n A i*ppratinirTnr~ng-"priBomtPT W2fltmwT~TnT
Requested by  CIQtkSIII Date . 1/J/81

Il FISCAL DETAIL , _
Algency Affected  Health and Social Sfrvme,s

P ogram Category Affected Offender Qmflmmtit—pPropationm and Supervision_________

BR .Progﬂram, or Subrﬁ)rogram*sg Affected Adult Cnnflncmnnt, _
(Note If more than one budqet, omponent Is affected, separate line-ittm amounts and funding for each
component In the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)
FY 81  FYe62 FY83 FYO04 FY3  FY3C

%88 ?%F}\%/OLIHAL SERVICES
300 CONTRACTUAL m 408.0 0- 0- 0- 0-
400  COMMODITIES
500  EOLIPMENT = |
600 LAND A SIRUCIIfRLS
100  GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC
TOTAL -0- 0 0 0 0*
FUNDING  (Thouunds of Dollart)
GFNFRAI FUND 0- 410 -0- 0- ) AU
MIX_RAT FUNDS

OTHERISocrifv fund Sotuw)

FULL TIML -0- 0 [ 0- 1-0- 5 .- -0-
PART [IML

Temporary —  ......

il ANM YSIS (See hv.il Note (‘reparation ImtriKtiom. Section I11)

W tL* 4Srt In a nfw ial nipn~rlathn V11 «i<ti wnild lisml R.D,a 451. tr «iur d.
It la aaiaiil the $403.0H0 ptvIfiid »n tin* lit1l in fIntt p ar ImJim: «e»ly. It
In ali» uannd that thin in Ur pn”~ra* level anltclimtrct liy the* liigInlaiun®.

IV. DATE JSIELi  10W PRI PARID I®

At NO hlvinlter

K Bodeel rftk) UiMitmrjit
Pr.me Sptenvr (first legislator Named> Approval

31-001 CUv. 12/40)






COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
FURTHER: FINANCE
4/1/81
(5)
Date : ljy.. 1 ? LU
Mr. Speaker:
HEALTH, EDUCATION &
The Committee on SQrlAl cr.?2Vl J? S has had HB 451

"An Act establishing n prisoner treatment program; and providing
for an effective date."

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports 1t back with the following recommendations:

I ) do pass ( ] do not pass

I ] do pass with attached amendments(s) _
[*0 same title

(M replace with CS for ' 1> * . [ ] new title

and recommends

( 1 AND attaches a “Letter of Intent” I ) New Fiscal Note

( ) reports It back without recommendation

| 1 referred to the _ Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
B8AARSS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Z *rzL

N (0 «w>». 12/78)



Alaska jHeSxslxt\xre

House of Representatives

iAla Committee on
Rep. Don Clocksin, Chairman o _ _ _ Pouch V
465-3197 Heiltfi, education & Social Services State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99811

TO. House HESS Conmlttee

FROM  Hoi 11 Ploog, Staff Counsel
RE Proposed Amendments to HB 451
DATE  April 21, 1981

1. page 2, line 15 - omit reference to Anchorage, Fairbanks & Juneau
as only appropriate sites for programs to be
established

2. page 2, line 26 - enter into professlonalservices contracts with
existing convnunity based counseling & treatment

providers

3. Informational: AS 12.55.025 Sentencing procedures:. when imposing a
sentence of imprisonment exceeding 180 days, the court shall prepare, as a
part of the record, a sentencing report which includes the following:

(4) recommendations as to the place of confinement or the manner of
treatment

Therefore, | suggest a new subsection In Section 33.30.420:

(3) provide Information on the prisoner treatment program to members
of the criminal justice system Including but not limited to Superior
Court Judges, District Attorneys, Public Defenders, Probation/Parole
Officers so that recommendations on sentencing can include the program
as a manner of treatment.

4. change subsection on page 2, line 28 to subsection (4)



FVA\PER/L)epartment o Helth & Social Services

POSITION

HOUSE BILL NO. 451

"An Act establishing a prisoner treatment program; and providing for
an effective date.””

House Bill No. 451 would establish a program of treatment for persons
convicted of violent crimes or sexual offenses who are serving terms of
imprisonment.

The Act would establish the treatment programs in the three largest
prison facilities in Anchorage, Juneau and Fairbanks to include: education,
individual and group counseling, pre-release planning, and post release
counseling.

Current Practice

At the present time, the Division of Adult Corrections does not have
programs specifically addressing the issue of violence; however, the
Division does have progrums aimed toward problems of which violence may
be a manifestation. Moreover, v provide a limited program for the sexual
offender at the Lemon Creek facility. The program is on a professional
services contract with Dr. Tony Minder and an enlargement of that program
was to be determined after the FY "82 budget was decided by the Legislature.
A program addressing the treatment of the violent offender is under con—
sideration and would be addressed in the FY ®83 budget request.

The Division of Adult Corrections agrees with the concept of the
bill; however, we would offer the following rccormcndations:

a. Since there are so few people who are skilled in the treatment
of violent and sexual offenders, and those who are, generally are either
in private practice or currently onployed in a similar program, it would
be more appropriate to provide this treatment under one or more pro—
fessional services contracts. Additionally, it would take rainy mmths to
train qualified staff adequately and tlk»re might not be the need for full
time staff at every facility.

b. The Act, Article 4, Sec. 33.30.400, line 27, specifies develop—
ment of the treatment pmgrun** at Fairbanks, Juneau and Anchorage. We
would suggest a provision which wiwild permit development of such program*
ut other locutions, or. It cannot be determined now; whut the weds ut other
locations might be. At Bethel and Fmn, for exanple, the Division expects
to develop a range of helping program* which tract the needs of offenders
in those regions.



POS‘T‘ON PAPER/[bpaﬂn‘Ent d Health & Social Services

S IVIPERG HFIETET

The Department supports the concept of House Bill No. 451.

Recomnended by:
Charles F. Campbell, Director
Division of Adult Corrections

W zolz/
Date:

Approved by:
5, Oonmissiofter

Date: \Y;



TI' E LEGISLATURE OF THE. STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

HIL=u. MILL

REQUEST House Lill No 451

Bill/Resolution No. 11 1 NO> 451

Title  An Act establishinr a prisoner treatment [I0QrdM

Requested by Date.

Il. FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Health & Sex ial Services

Progrant Category Affected OfL eder Confinement Refonmtlon and Supervision

BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Af.ectcd Adult Confinement
(Note: Ifmore than one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Di liars)

FY 11 FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 35 FY 86

100 PFRSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL -0 -0- 5383 .>1.0 0.2 (2>1.5
400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES_

700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. FTC, |

FUNDING  (Thousands of Dollars)

GLN.EKAL £UKD -0- mb .a 551.5 637.2 Gfd 5
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specifv Fund Source)
QS| riQN .S
FULL TIME «(F m0- -0- -0- -0-
PART TIM( T
TEMPORARY L __ i
. ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions. Seclnn III)
It In oNNim*d that the dpccial niYmaqgirintion of In 101 * 450 «<KtnblItihcM this

program level anticipated with tia- ««tnI>liNhmtit o! the prlw w r tntstneeit pnarnun.

A0l inflation factor won nppllcri inimnlR to the tn«* iinr fundlnp in txnfHiltiikK n»w*d
for NubdegiaiU fincal ycant.

“PFi 1081
W DALE Pl uc RBIREYEL BlviwUn oT AduTT Antw f
Original Iegislalive Finance PITONSB
ce: Budget and Management o
Prime Sponsor (First Legislator Nemed) HAD Approval~ 7 / , & D*t

-001 (Rev 12/80)






COMMITTEE REPORT

HOUSE
A/20/f11 FURTHER:
(5)
Date: , ceeg |
Hr. Speaker:
HEALTH, EDUCATION U
The Committee on SOCIAL ™RVTH.r has had SS.;B ~

"An Act rrintlip to the administration of local anesthetics nni
nnalrcnlcr bv IH»tol hvtrtenists . lIrr.tiats, and person* cmploveld or
supervised bv Jeutiars."

under consideration and reports it back as follows:

( ) do pass ( Yo not pass
1) do passwith attached amendments(s)
( Jsame title
(1 replace with CS for ( Jnew title
and recommends
( J AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” |l | New Fiscal Note

( ] vreports It back without recommendation

« J referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS O/TTPf RECOMMENDATIONS :
/I —L i. * | r
E Z
Chal rmAn

H 60 (Rev. J/«I)



May 5, 1981

Representative Donald E. Clocksin, Chairman
Health, Education, and Social Services Committee
House of Representatives

Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Ref: SSHB 459

Dear Mr. Clocksin:

I am greatly concerned about the outcome o
do oppose it.

I have had both undergraduate and post-graduate courses on
the administration of local anesthesia and nitrous oxide
analgesia sedation in the UFafce of ldaho. There are at
least twelve western States who provide this education in
the dental h/”icnv schools and allow these procedures to
be performed.  ———

The benefits tre many:
1. Patient comfort 1is the main concern - it is very
difficult for both patient and operator to endure
a root planing/soft tissue currettaqe session, if
the patient feels pain.

2. More efficient time utilization in that the dental
hygienist 1iocs not have to wait on the dentist for
anesthesia.

3. A more thoriugh \ -iriodontal cleaning can bo performed

for tho pati»nt.

1 night add that before these procedures are allowed to be
performed, the dental hygienist must complete and pass a
Board-approved course Also it is left to the discretion
of the dentist employ*r whether these procedures will be
provided by the dental hygienist.

Thank you for allowing ne to voice my concerns.

Sincerely,

Linda C. Mulder. RDM
Registered Dental Hygienist

Y20\
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Box 27.

Palmer, Alaska 99645 L H*
May 5, 98l . Tl s
Mi: s V.. v - .

Represent itive Don Clocksin
& SocUl ServlIn

*7.° T 1

zZr - 11- \

House of Rt->resentativee
Pouch V

Juneau. Alas 99811
Re: HB 459

Memorable Representative Clocksin:
I the p.issage of HB 459. | have had a great deal of dental
«ork done the pa it few years and | feel thatHygcnists are very

qualified to acfcn.nister local anesthetic and nitrous oxide.

Respectfillly,

Pat Lawton



GEORGE W. SEUFFFRT. M D
AFROMIIIONATI CO*»0**flON
AN«tTNKItiOWOOI«T

MA BOX 6M V s -
ANCHOBAOI ALASKA 99907

May 4, 1981

Don Clocksin, Chairman
House HESS

Ak. State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, Ak. 99811

Dear Mr. Clocksin:

I am writing in support of SSHB4?9 which would regulate
the administration of local anesthetic and nitrous oxide.

AlIl local anesthetics are dangerous drugs that can have
major unforeseeable sid* effects.

Goodman ft Gilman 1in the 4th edition of THE PHARMACOLOGICAL
BASIS OF THERAPEITIOS, which 1is the "Bible* of pharmacology,
make the following statements:

Page 377 - “Following absorption all nilmgenos local
anesthetics may cause stimulation of the Central Nervous
System producing restlessness and tremor that may proceed to
clonic convulsions. In general the more potent the anesthetic,
the more readily convulsions may be produced. Central stimula-—
tion is followed by depression and death 1is usually due to
respiratory failurt".

Page 178 "H« vevu r, on rare occasions, small amounts of
anesthetic employed for simple infiltration anesthesia will
cause cardiovascular collapse and death".

Page 378 - Hare 1individuals may exhibit a hypersensitivity
to local anesthetics. This may manifest itself as an allergic
dermatitis, a typical asthmatic attack, or a fatal anaphylactic
react ion".

In my fifteen years of experience as an anesthesiologist.
I have seen all of tnese complicat'ons. In every instance death
and disaster was averted only by the prompt use nt rcsuscitative
measures.

Nitrous o\ide Is a relatively saf«- drug but It a..io can
have unpredictable effects when used in patients who are not
healthy or when used in the presence of othei drugs (i.e.
tranquiliters , local anesthetics etc.)
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The equipment used to deliver nitrous oxide nay also
malfunction and cause higher consentrarion of Nitrous oxide
and lower concentrations of oxygen. This, obviously
increases 1its potency and the chances of misadventure.

I feel that people who have a short and therefore
superfical training 1in paramedical and paradental fields
should not have the opportunity to get themselves 1in trouble
and their patients in jeopardy by using these substances.

Even if the occurrance of major complications 1is rare,
the patient -/ho sustains the complication m.iy be one hundred
percent dead.

cc - Al Adams
cc - Mike bcirne
cc - Geraldine Morrow



=0
— — - O ey 5
<o Sy OHAL o
— e
~
*,\
—
LA S T
Y oD
& - LO
. | .
Y ESo o O dA_e - O ._chrtlw ] LR’
O- Védmy Lo
(B~ : | . A . -
Coodl ks - SCO e B o g
- —ed e L pm— 7~
= - e, . ' . ~_ J—_ | -
OL i< C=pl4 @ Tl g O L.W». —iOAS N2



POM /K |5 C?-""7 1113= ~'T

pv? rc.p rn,, gtopvsi'-j

Jr:

- LTl
r»r>n"e*T Wrﬂ_ ALVITS 7cFLM flp n*TTr*iT rApr, 1f =<'V

pr rmnrvr o0?«<*ytpr »CT.

J-IT L. Lr'TZI-3*%V
Irde CTnYLr™ L'

r.’AAni*"'- o Ci** crc-»*»
tn
p«p~««<tv? x>0 QFF
PMS REP DONALD 5 CLOCKSIN
*).?._ >

jun . N e
I CM IN OPPOSITICV TO THr P"(LL fc P4c*s\"j “6 aTJ T Xt

o Mhistation t *VrTi’ . > —

N Mz /\Tallcp*lll Tye r.* p n))l;i))p



