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LEGISLATION INTRODUCED MARCH 1

HB 150 – Technical/Vocational Education Program
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_bill.asp?bill=HB%20150&session=28
Introduced 3/1/2013, by Rep. Neuman
Referred to the House Labor & Commerce, & Finance Committees

HB 150 extends the sunset date to June 30, 2024 for unemployment contributions for the
Alaska technical and vocational education program.  The program is currently set to expire
on June 30, 2014.  HB 150 doesn’t make any other changes to the program.

HB 151 – School Grading System
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_bill.asp?bill=HB%20151&session=28
Introduced 3/1/2013, by Reps. Reinbold, LeDoux, Olson, Keller, Higgins
Referred to the House Education & Finance Committees

HB 151 makes changes and additions to statutes relating to school performance
designations.  It changes the date by which the Dept. of Education & Early Development
assigns performance designations to schools to July 1 of every year, from the current
requirement of September 1 of every year.  It also adds charter schools and boarding
schools to the list of schools to which the department must assign a performance
designation. HB 151 appears to make student assessments the sole measure of whether a
school is performing well. The effective date for HB 151 is July 1, 2014.

HB 151 specifies that:
 Student performance assessments must be statewide standards-based assessments,
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and must include not only reading, writing, and mathematics, but also science.
 Indicators of school progress include:

o A comparison of student performance over sequential years in each grade level
at each school;

o Gains in individual student learning for the lowest performing 25 percent of
students

o Deletes current language stating “other measures identified that are indicators
of student success and achievement”

 Establishes a letter grade system for schools based on two years of data calculated
on:
o 50 percent on combined student achievement data,
o 25 percent on the individual learning gains of all students, and
o 25 percent on the individual learning gains in reading and mathematics, if any,

achieved by students who scored at or below the 25th percentile on the
statewide standards-based assessment in reading or mathematics.

 Schools with fewer than 20 full-time students are exempt.
 Schools that have a grade of “A” or that improve at least two grade levels shall be

given annual incentives, including increased autonomy.
 School district performance ratings are based on the combined data for all schools

operated by the district.
 Ratings shall be prominently displayed at the main entrance of the school and at the

school website.
 Teachers assigned to schools with a “D” or “F” designation will be identified as an

“Alaska Strategic Educator” [doesn’t specify whether that is just new teachers, or
teachers already at the school, but I would guess it refers only to new teachers].

HB 151 appears to be boilerplate legislation currently being promoted by the American
Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC http://www.mspolicy.com/PolicyPlaybook/Education/The_A-
Plus_Literacy_Act.pdf). It follows very closely, in some cases to the word, ALEC model
legislation.

LEGISLATIVE ACTION, FRIDAY, MARCH 1, 2013

House Education Committee
Link to video:
http://www.360north.org/gavel-archives/?event_id=2147483647_2013021331
Link to audio & documents:
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_minutes.asp?session=28&comm=EDC&chamb=H&date1=20130301&date2=20130301

HB 138 – Layoff Notices for Tenured Teachers
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_bill.asp?bill=HB%20138&session=28
The House Education Committee heard HB 138, took public testimony, and moved the bill
from committee. They did not make any changes to the bill and it goes next to the House
Rules Committee to be scheduled for a floor vote.

Sponsor Rep. Shelley Hughes read the sponsor statement for the committee.  HB 138 moves
the date for pink slips from March 15 to May 15. Rep. Hughes said it’s disruptive for
students when their teacher gets a pink slip. She has seen it happen to her children’s
teachers.  Other school district employees aren’t notified of non-retention by March 15, so it
would even the playing field.  This will give districts time to make important staffing
decisions and not disrupt the learning environment for children.



Page 3 of 19
© Alaska Education Update, 2013

Rep. Seaton said the problem he’s heard is that it’s non-tenured teachers who get pink slips.
He sees that HB 138 addresses tenured teachers.  But it doesn’t prevent districts from
notifying non-tenured teachers.  Are they just addressing tenured teachers?  Rep. Hughes
said HB 138 applies only to tenured teachers.  HB 138 won’t prevent districts from issuing
pink slips to non-tenured teachers.

Rep. Drummond asked if HB 138 allows districts to wait to issue pink slips to non-tenured
teachers.  Rep. Hughes said the statute doesn’t apply to non-tenured teachers.  Because
districts won’t have a deadline of March 15 for tenured teachers, she thinks it’s likely that
they won’t issue pink slips to non-tenured teachers that early either.

Rep. Reinbold said the North Slope Borough School District and the Anchorage School
District wrote letters of support for HB 138.  She asked if they have heard any opposition to
HB 138.  Rep. Hughes said no.

The committee took public testimony on HB 138.

Katherine Gardner, HR Director, Mat-Su Borough School District, testified in support of HB
138.  She said the decision on retention is not taken lightly; Mat-Su highly values their
teachers and staff.  The current deadline of March 16 is problematic, because of budget
unknowns at that time.  Unnecessary non-retention notices can be detrimental and
disruptive, and the administrative burden for issuing non-retention notices, and then
rescinding them, is significant.

Rep. Seaton asked Ms. Gardner if they send notices of non-retention to non-tenured
teachers, as well as tenured teachers.  Ms. Gardner said they have had to issue notices of
non-retention to non-tenured teachers for the past two years, but have not had to do so for
tenured teachers.

Rep. Seaton asked if that’s because Mat-Su is a growing district.  Ms. Gardner said yes.  They
have not had a reduction in enrollment, and have not seen their basic need reduced by 3
percent, which are the only conditions that allow them to issue notices of layoff to tenured
teachers.

John Alcantra, government relations director, NEA-Alaska, said HB 138 was introduced after
the NEA-Alaska delegate conference, so they don’t have an official position on the bill.  He
applauds the concept of the bill. He is not testifying in opposition to HB 138, but there are
several concerns with the bill.  School doesn’t get out in some districts until June, and that
might cause contracting difficulty.  Hopefully things won’t get so bad that districts have to
lay off tenured teachers.  The date works for the urban districts, but he is not certain it does
for some small rural districts.

Rep. Drummond said she doesn’t think HB 138 prevents rural districts whose school years
end earlier from notifying teachers before May 15.  It just says they have to be notified by
May 15 at the latest.  Mr. Alcantra said that sets his mind at ease.

Rep. Drummond said having been through this process as a school board member, she
really appreciates HB 138.

Rep. Reinbold asked how many years is it before a teacher becomes tenured, and how many
tenured teachers there are.  Mr. Alcantra said teachers are tenured on the first day of their
fourth year of teaching.  He said he believes there are somewhere between 1,500 and 2,000
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non-tenured teachers.  He thinks there are about 6,500 tenured teachers.

Rep. Peggy Wilson said she always thought if a teacher taught three years, then they had
tenure.  Mr. Alcantra said they have to start the first day of their fourth year before being
tenured.

Rep. Peggy Wilson asked if teachers can get a pink slip at the end of their third year.  Mr.
Alcantra said yes.  That person could then take their skills and go somewhere else, or they
may choose to leave the teaching profession.  A person with three years of teaching is
probably more likely to be called back by the district than a person with one year of
teaching.

Rep. Peggy Wilson asked if the NEA wouldn’t go to bat for someone who got a pink slip at
the end of their third year.  Mr. Alcantra said they go to bat for all of their members, whether
they are first year teachers or in their 35th year of teaching.  They treat all their members the
same.

Rep. Reinbold said they spend a lot on teacher recruitment, and they import a lot of
teachers.  Is the NEA attracting more highly skilled teachers with these expensive recruiting
efforts?  Mr. Alcantra said that’s probably a question better asked of districts.  Last time he
saw a figure, about eight years ago, it was about $12,000 to recruit a teacher.  He thinks the
districts could best answer whether they are recruiting higher quality teachers for the
amount of money they are spending.

Rep. Reinbold asked if pink slips are based just on seniority, or also on skills, and if so, is
that a good practice?  Mr. Alcantra said he doesn’t think it’s based purely on seniority.  As a
parent, he’s watched as class size has gone up in the Mat-Su School District.  You can’t have
an elementary school teacher teaching math at Palmer High School.

Rep. Reinbold said that wasn’t her question; her question was if it is based on seniority when
pink slips are given.  Chair Gattis noted for Rep. Reinbold that the union doesn’t give pink
slips, the school district does.  Mr. Alcantra said perhaps Ms. Gardner from the Mat-Su
School District could answer that question.

Ms. Gardner said they issue notices of layoffs in order of seniority, largely because of their
collective bargaining agreement.  That takes in to consideration teaching certificate
endorsements.  Outside of that, they are not able to look at information such as student test
scores or personnel evaluations.  This is probably not the best practice; she doesn’t believe
it means they always get the right person for the right area.  In addition, there are very
specific restrictions in statute limiting them very significantly in their consideration of non-
tenured teachers over tenured teachers.  They would have to issue notices of layoff to all
non-tenured teachers before they could even consider the non-retention of a tenured
teacher.  Sometimes that might not be to the benefit of student learning.

Rep. Reinbold said it’s concerning to her that they are spending so much money recruiting
teachers - $12,000 each for a total of $6 million per year, and then turning around and
laying them off. Ms. Gardner said she is not sure where that figure is from.  That is not
representative of what the Mat-Su School District spends for retention.  Their recruitment
efforts are focused on special education and related service providers, such as occupational
and physical therapists.  They have a very difficult time filling those positions.  Notices of
layoff are in other areas where they have too many staff.
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Rep. Drummond asked about teachers who work three years and then get a pink slip on the
last day of their third year.  Does that person get to take those three years to another
district, or do they start over again at year one in their new district? Ms. Gardner said if a
teacher receives a pink slip on their third year and are hired in another school district, they
have to start their tenure track over.  Teachers can transfer tenure when they move to
another district, but it doesn’t transfer automatically, and the time is reduced.  As a school
district, they would not want someone to come in to their district and bring their tenure with
them; that would be an additional administrative burden.  It makes that person a less
desirable candidate.

Rep. Seaton noted that it’s still possible to get rid of a tenured teacher for cause.  Ms.
Gardner said that’s correct.

HJR 1 – Constitutional Amendment: Education Funding
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_bill.asp?bill=HJR%20%201&session=28
The House Education Committee heard HJR 1 for the second time, took public testimony,
and held the resolution.  Public testimony on HJR 1 will remain open.

Testifying in support of HJR 1:
 Christina Johannes, Anchorage – no good reason to keep restriction; legislature

should have maximum freedom to make decisions; must clarify that people want their
freedom back.

 Amy Walker, Palmer – homeschool our children, but also pay for public school
through taxes; want equal freedom for all parents to make educational choices other
than public school.

 Jenny Hammond, Nikiski – said she also testified last week in support of HJR 1; it
concerns her how much it costs to educate her special needs child; all parents should
have this opportunity.

 Richard Komer, attorney, Institute for Justice, Arlington VA – need to remove language
that Alaska Supreme Court has misinterpreted; three states have repealed similar
constitutional provisions; will provide additional educational opportunities for
Alaskans; he was asked to testify a couple of days ago.

 David Boyle, Anchorage – will foster competition within education system, and loosen
the grip of special interests in education; let Alaskans vote.

 Courtney Marchesani, Bridgeway Educational Services, Anchorage – everyone wants
the best education for their child; involvement equals vested interest; everyone
involved with Bridgeway knows their children have to work harder than most children;
Bridgeway is an available resource; voucher programs could be a valuable asset to a
family currently being served by Bridgeway; vouchers are not the problem, the real
problem is that some kids could be falling between the cracks, vouchers will not
cripple the local school district, it will only make it stronger.

Testifying against HJR 1:
 Joshua Decker, ACLU of Alaska – said he submitted written testimony in opposition to

HJR 1, but doesn’t need to testify at this time.
 Pat Moran, Homer – she believes in choice, but the process bothers her; HJR 1 has a

heavy urban slant with no consideration for rural areas; a better approach would be to
promote state support to help local schools meet the needs of local communities;
legislators have to be careful to keep a statewide outlook, and not just focus on their
district; education merits a deep discussion.

 Page Hobson, Anchorage – her children received a successful education in Anchorage
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schools; she doesn’t believe the system is broken; if something needs work, you don’t
tear it down, but help build it up – HJR 1 will tear down education; when they pull
funds from public education it damages the kids and the community; separation of
church and state is very important; public school takes all comers.

 Kelly Walters, Anchorage – there is school choice already; he is concerned ALEC
(American Legislative Exchange Council) is crafting legislation promoting a radical,
right-wing ideology; siphoning public funds to go toward private, religious, politically
active churches will take limited funding from the public education system; they have
opportunities to improve the public education system, which they should give more
funding to.

 Tammy Smith, Juneau – amending the constitution could allow for public money to go
to private education without a full public discussion of the impacts is wrong; what are
the costs, what regulations will be required, how are other states’ voucher systems
working, are there protections for special education or discrimination, and what is the
success compared to public schools; there are many ways to improve public
education.

 Wanda Laws, from Anchorage, but testifying in Juneau – her father was in the military
so she attended a lot of schools, and the public school system served her well; the
public school system is still a good one, but the problems lie in a lack of funding, and
programs are being cut; she is greatly concerned that public funding will be paying
for private schools; low income families still may not be able to send their children to
private schools; private schools may discriminate in their admissions, and may not
have certified teachers.

 Steve Evenson, Northwest Religious Liberty Association (http://www.nrla.com/), Juneau
– appreciates separation of church and state; concerned that HJR 1 would blur the
lines between church and state; state could potentially tell private religious schools
what and how they could teach; there is a distinction between private and public
education, and the funds shouldn’t flow between the two.

 Liz Downing, Homer – vouchers are not a win win; they went through many years of
budget cuts until changes were made to education funding just a few years ago, and
during those cuts CTE courses were decimated; vouchers may work in states with
greater population, but they know the impact a 10 percent drop in student population
will have; Alaska currently provides many choices for students; they are on the cusp
of many changes, including being able to personalize education; enhance Alaska’s
education to be the best in the world.

 Chrya Sanderson, from Fairbanks but testifying from Juneau – she asked Governor
Parnell why he doesn’t support increasing the BSA, and his answer was he would not
pay for something that he doesn’t feel he’s getting a good return on, which felt like
cold water being poured on her; she worked as a graduation success coach for four
years until funding was cut, and the future of children is at risk; She got results as a
coach, and the program got cut when the funding went away; in the three years since
the program ended, graduation rates have fallen; Ms. Sanderson told stories about
children she’s helped and the hardships students face.

Unclear from testimony whether in support or opposition to HJR 1:
 Glenn Prax, North Pole – impossible to avoid sectarian control with a central course of

funding; the NEA controls schools, which is a sect of the population; the only way to
avoid sectarian control is to disperse control down to the parental level [It sounded as
though he may have been testifying in support of HJR 1, but it was unclear and he did
not state whether he supported or opposed HJR 1].
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Minute 45: Rep. Seaton asked Ms. Johannes if she was testifying that private schools should
be able to receive funds, or individuals who are homeschooling.  Ms. Johannes said she
supports both.  Homeschooling parents should have the same rights to those funds as any
other parent in the district or the state.

Minute 50: Rep. LeDoux asked Mr. Komer, of the states that have repealed their “Blaine”
amendments, how many have enacted a voucher program.  Mr. Komer said three states have
repealed them, and two of them – Louisiana and North Carolina, have enacted school choice
legislation.

Rep. LeDoux asked how long after the repeal did they put programs in place.  Mr. Komer
said it was several decades.  In Louisiana, it was in the 1920’s, when their public textbook
program was challenged.

Minute 77: Rep. Drummond asked Ms. Smith what kind of school she was referring to when
she said “supremist.”  Ms. Smith said her point is that there are no parameters to HJR 1, so
how do they know where their public money will be going?  They need to have parameters
and understanding of what they are putting out there before they put it to a vote.

Rep. Peggy Wilson asked Ms. Smith about the protection she was referring to.  Ms. Smith
said the legislature is responsible for protecting the public education system in the state of
Alaska.  They have an obligation to fund public schools to the level that ensures a quality
school in every community.

Rep. Reinbold said there are numerous states that have implemented vouchers, and people
think there will be radical madrasahs [Arabic word for school], but that has not been the
case. She recommended Ms. Smith look at the Florida reform model.

Minute 85: Rep. LeDoux noted that Ms. Law is an officer of the NAACP.  Does the state or
national NAACP have an opinion on the “Blaine” amendment or vouchers?  Ms. Law said they
do – they oppose HJR 1.  The reasons she stated for opposing HJR 1 are her own.

Minute 88: Rep. Drummond asked Mr. Evenson if he lives in Alaska.  Mr. Evenson said he
does.

Rep. Drummond asked if Mr. Evenson if his organization represents private religious
schools.  Mr. Evenson said they do represent private religious schools.

Rep. Drummond asked Mr. Evenson if the schools the Northwest Religious Liberty
Organization represents would also oppose HJR 1, and if he had information he could share
with the committee about that.  Mr. Evenson said yes.  He will submit information to the
committee.

Rep. LeDoux asked Mr. Evenson if membership is public information.  Mr. Evenson said it’s a
private organization, but it’s available to the public.

Rep. LeDoux said she is interested in the names of the schools.

Rep. Seaton asked if it is a concern that private schools would have to administer common
core assessments.  Mr. Evenson said the schools he is most familiar with he has been
involved with for 30 years.  Those schools are accredited and have certified teachers.  There
has been a focus on making sure that they do meet the standards required by an
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accreditation system.  But the core issue of what he is getting at is that there be a separation
of church and state.  The government, by allowing funds to go to a church-operated school,
crosses the line of separation of church and state.  At what point in the future would the
government then have the ability to dictate to that private school what the school will do?
He believes in education.  His sons have gone through private education, and he’s seen the
positives of that.  He’s also seen the positives of public education.  His concern is the
blurring of the separation of church and state.

Rep. Seaton said he was in no way meaning that the schools Mr. Evenson is affiliated aren’t
accredited.  Mr. Evenson said the schools he’s most familiar with administer the Iowa Basic
Skills test.

Rep. Peggy Wilson said she believes Mr. Evenson is saying a future legislature may put
requirements on a private school if they are getting state funding.  She said she doesn’t care
if the curriculum is just the Bible, as long is kids learn what they needed to learn.  Mr.
Evenson said the thing he’s concerned about, is if there is a private school, there is a reason
that school was established.  Private education has challenges, and one is resources.  On the
one hand, it would be great to have the resources that public schools have, but private
schools are not equipped to handle the things public schools handle, like special education.
His main concern is that in the future, if HJR 1 is passed, other legislatures could then say
they’ve been investing funding in the private sector, and the state may tell the church how
they will operate.  His concern is that they will blur the line between “what is Caesar’s, and
what is God’s.”  They are better off in the long run to have a distinct separation.

Rep. Reinbold asked if the Northwest Religious Liberty Association represents Alaska
schools, or national schools.  Mr. Evenson said their headquarters are in Battleground WA,
and they have a pastor network in the Pacific Northwest.  Whatever the issue might be, if
there is a situation for a church versus state situation, they are involved in the process.  He
is the vice president for Alaska.

Rep. Reinbold said she would like to know the schools and organizations they represent in
Alaska.  Mr. Evenson said he is the pastor of two churches, one in Sitka, and one in Juneau,
and both churches have small, one-teacher schools.  He represents six schools in Alaska.
But the reason all private schools in Alaska were established is to have the freedom to
educate as they choose.

Minute 115: Rep. Peggy Wilson said if HJR 1 passes, it will cost the education system millions
more dollars [in a previous hearing, Rep. Wilson referred to how much it would cost if the
approximately 9,500 students currently enrolled in private schools were to get just the base
student allocation as a voucher, which would be $54 million].  She asked Ms. Sanderson if
the parents of the children she served will put them in private school if HJR 1 passes, or will
they be stuck in a school system with even less funding than they have now.  Ms. Sanderson
said she thinks the parents will leave their students in public education.

Rep. Drummond asked Ms. Sanderson about her comment that some kids hadn’t been seen
for 43 days [when talking about some of the students she had served as a graduation
coach].  Ms. Sanderson said there were a couple students in her program she had to look for,
and whom she never saw.  When she finally made contact with this one student and asked
him where he had been and why he hadn’t been coming to school, he told her he his mother
didn’t want to be his parent anymore, and he was basically homeless.  She got him new
clothes.  He would have qualified for food stamps.  She used many methods to try to engage
parents, and they solved many problems through those conversations.
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Rep. Drummond asked about Ms. Sanderson’s caseload increasing and how it made keeping
up with the kids more difficult.  Ms. Sanderson said the referral criteria changed, and some
of the kids shouldn’t have been referred to her, like those who had a 4.0 GPA.  But the
criteria was based on attendance.

Rep. Reinbold said the graduation coaches were cut on a local level.  The comment that if
HJR 1 passes it will cost millions of dollars – she’s researched the issue, and in other areas it
has saved many millions of dollars.  Alaska is making some of the highest per-capita
investments in the country, yet the 4th grade reading levels are at the bottom.  They want a
rate of return and want to make sure the investment is paying off.

Senate Education Committee

Discussion: Vouchers – Identifying Stakeholders & Key Policy Areas

Link to video: http://www.360north.org/gavel-archives/?event_id=2147483647_2013031017

Link to documents:
http://www.legis.state.ak.us/basis/get_documents.asp?chamber=SEDC&session=28&bill=&date1=20130301&time2=0800

The Senate Education Committee held a hearing to discuss school vouchers and heard
testimony from three people involved in the issue:

1. Robert Enlow, president & ceo, Foundation for Educational Choice
2. Alan Borsuk, senior fellow in law & public policy, Marquette University
3. Diane Ravitch, research professor of education, New York University, and senior

fellow, Brookings Institution

Mr. Enlow’s Testimony
Mr. Enlow said he would discuss where school choice has been, where it is now, where he
thinks it is going, and how school choice has grown.  He said he would end with where
Indiana is on school choice.  He said the growth in school choice is dramatic since 1996,
when there were only five school choice programs in five states.  Two of them began in 1830
in Maine and Vermont.

Mr. Enlow said the movement toward greater school choice is based on two issues:
1. It’s unfair in many people’s opinion that some people can afford school choice while

others can’t, and
2. Funding follows a child when they move from one traditional school to another.

Mr. Enlow said the number of school choice programs has more than doubled since 2006,
from 18 to 39 programs.  Once states enact a school choice program, they usually expand
them over time.  Yesterday Alabama passed a tax credit program.

Mr. Enlow said parents are more satisfied with their children’s schools when they have
choices. When parents are more satisfied, they are more likely to be involved in their child’s
education.

Mr. Enlow said nine out of ten random assignment studies show that voucher programs have
a positive effect.  One study in New York showed no visible effect.  Six of the ten studies
showed effects for all students, while three studies showed effects for some students,
typically the lower income students or the African American students.  None showed a
negative correlation between school choice and test scores.  Two studies showed very
positive results.  The D.C. program shows a 21 percent difference in graduation rates
between students who receive a voucher and those who stay in their neighborhood school.
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Mr. Enlow said 22 reports did not show any negative effect of vouchers on public schools,
and 21 of the 22 showed positive effects.  In Indiana, where they just passed a large choice
bill, they are seeing quick responses from high quality traditional schools.

Mr. Enlow said school choice is more about focusing on school quality and what a child
needs most.  Test scores have shown modest increases for some students, but they are
showing much higher rates of graduation.

Mr. Enlow said Florida has studied the issue at length, and their tax credit program saved
$38.9 million for the state.  In Indiana, the state redistributed $4.2 million back to public
schools.  So states are saving money. Not every cost is a fixed cost.  If you look at all the
fiscal effects on taxpayers, all the results so far have been positive.

Mr. Enlow said there is no way school choice is a panacea, but they have found no harm from
school choice.  It’s not wealthy children who are benefitting.  In Indiana, 81 percent of
children receiving a voucher are eligible for free and reduced price lunch.

Mr. Enlow said regarding the idea that there aren’t enough schools in rural areas: Indiana’s
program is a statewide voucher program and provides direct subsidies, and 18 percent of
recipients are from suburban areas, and 16 percent are from rural areas.  School choice has
not seemed to have a negative impact, it saves money, and children are matched to the best
setting for them.

Chair Stevens asked about Mr. Friedman and the program he established.  Mr. Enlow said
Milton Friedman was the 1976 Nobel Prize winner in economics.  One of his seminal works
was to argue that the great depression was caused by government intrusion in the money
supply.  He dedicated the last decade of his life to educational choice.  He felt strongly that
one size doesn’t fit all.  There are a number of western democracies that don’t link public
funding with the public provision of schools, and allow families to choose private and
religious schools.

Mr. Enlow said his personal background is he did postgraduate work in theology at Oxford,
and was a radical “leftie” prior to joining the Friedman Foundation. But the issue in
education is that it’s unfair that people by virtue of their luck should be given educational
advantages.  They work in all 50 states every year.

Sen. Huggins noted that Mr. Enlow talked extensively about Milwaukee and Washington,
D.C.; why did those two communities adopt school choice?  Mr. Enlow said In Milwaukee
there was a great dissatisfaction with the traditional school system, particularly from poor
and African American families.  The other reason, he mentioned Milwaukee and Washington,
D.C., is those programs have the most attainment data.  In both those areas, families were
saying they were tired of attending schools that did not work for them.  That’s not to say
that public schools are bad or don’t work for anyone, but families needed options to move
to different schools.

Sen. Gardner said she is interested in accountability and oversight, and has a number of
related questions. She asked if private schools that accept vouchers are able to choose
which applicants they accept.  Who is responsible for making sure new or existing schools
are prepared for new students, in terms of curriculum, staffing , space, and safety?  Are
students assessed on national norms?  How is transportation provided?  What about schools
that are closed because of financial or management issues?
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Mr. Enlow said oversight of programs, admissions policies, entrance of new private schools,
testing, special needs, transportation, and financial accountability: every program is created
differently.  The Friedman Foundation and other groups believe in a variety of oversight
mechanisms, one of them being good financial reporting.  Indiana and Florida require
oversight of how funding is spent.  Their mantra is that financial mismanagement is the first
sign of academic malfeasance.  Legislators should know how the money is being spent.
Regarding testing, most non-public schools administer a norm-referenced test, though each
state differs.  They believe that schools should be willing to take some sort of nationally
norm-referenced test and report that data to parents.  Testing is only one element of a
quality school.  But they don’t want to get in to a one-size fits all system, because the
accountability that traditional school systems have has not worked.  No studies, except
perhaps one in Massachusetts, show that accountability systems and standards have led to
an increase in test scores or in quality.  In Indiana, the non-public schools are held to higher
standards than the public schools, because if they are rated “D” or “F” for two years in a row,
they can’t take new voucher students.

Mr. Enlow said in regard to admissions, every program is different.  Milwaukee used to have
a lottery process.  It’s almost the same process as for public magnet schools.  In Indiana and
Ohio, private schools can apply their own admissions criteria, but they have to treat every
student equally.  If they have too many applicants, they have to use a lottery.

Mr. Enlow said regarding transportation, Florida offers a $500 voucher for transportation
costs.  In Indiana, one private school has a bus system.  They know transportation is an
issue, and some schools take care of it.

Mr. Enlow said regarding special needs students, the data is that non-public schools are
taking a lot of learning disabled and educationally disabled students.  There are higher
designations of special needs students in low-income families, so if schools take more low-
income students, they will be taking students with special needs.  In many cases, non-public
schools take special needs students, but don’t get the additional funding for those students.
He said special needs voucher programs are the fastest growing type of voucher program in
the country.  A number of states offer specific voucher programs for special needs students.

Sen. Dunleavy asked why not just give the traditional schools more funding.  Mr. Enlow said
the first reason is they have dramatically increased spending on education per pupil, and
while there have been some increases in test scores, they have not seen a corresponding
increase.  They can continue to spend more money, but can they get better value for the
money they spend?  When you have a monopoly provider, you don’t have to worry about
certain costs.  Why does it cost significantly less for a charter school?  Also, how much
money is enough?  He thinks there should be a weighted student funding formula based on
a student’s needs.  If you look at all sources of revenue, that’s $14,000 per student.  Can
they spend their money more effectively?

Mr. Borsuk’s Testimony
Mr. Borsuk said he is neutral on vouchers, while Mr. Enlow supports them and Ms. Ravitch
opposes them.  He said his perspective is more journalistic.  He said Milwaukee’s voucher
program is the oldest urban voucher program in the country, depending on how you count it
is also the largest, and he believes the most comprehensive in reshaping the education
landscape in Milwaukee.

Mr. Borsuk said while his position is neither pro nor con, he does have thoughts, largely
focused on quality, for anyone considering voucher programs.  The Milwaukee program was
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started by the state legislature with strong support from the business, philanthropic, and
African American communities.  There are now 25,000 students in the program.  From the
time it was instituted until about 2005 it was a highly unregulated program, very much in
line with Milton Friedman’s position that parental choice will drive quality – parents will
choose quality and it will drive up quality.

Mr. Borsuk said if they’ve proven anything in Milwaukee, it’s that it is not that simple.  There
are some high-quality voucher schools, and there is a highly competitive market for enrolling
voucher students. There is tons of choice.  What arose in the highly unregulated scene were
some excellent schools, a lot of middle-of-the-pack schools, and some extraordinarily
terrible schools.  The people running the terrible schools were far from qualified, and what
was going on was far from a sound academic program.  They had scandals, such as the
school operator who used school funds to buy himself two Mercedes, and a school run by a
convicted rapist.

Mr. Borsuk said the biggest scandal was the very low quality of so many of the schools.
Seven years ago, he spent much of the spring visiting almost 100 of the voucher schools,
and it was the first time anyone had systematically visited all of the schools.  The program
was so unregulated that there was no one inspecting the schools and there were no public
disclosure or reporting requirements of the schools.

Mr. Borsuk said he concluded there were/are about seven different types of voucher
programs. He said there are the highly motivated, accelerated programs, the traditional
Catholic school system, the traditional Lutheran school system, a number that were basically
just expanded day care centers that served four and five-year-old kindergartners, and a
number of operators who just opened a school and had no qualifications.  This obviously
wasn’t working very well.

Mr. Borsuk said since 2005, there have been steps taken to increase regulatory and financial
control in the voucher program.  There are somewhat more academic requirements.  Schools
are supposed to be accredited by a reputable accrediting agency, although some of them are
obviously not very rigorous in their approach to schools.  Beginning in 2009, students are
required to take State of Wisconsin standardized tests and report results.  Before that,
nothing was known about performance.  For several years, there was a board that vetted
schools before they opened.  The impact of that was to shut down the opening of new
voucher schools for a few years, which was a public service, because so few of the schools
were qualified to do a decent job.

Mr. Borsuk said with the election in 2011 of Scott Walker as governor, a Republican who is a
voucher advocate, admissions standards were lifted to 300 percent of the federal poverty
level, so more than 90 percent of families in Milwaukee now qualify for vouchers.  So the
program is growing again.  Most of the really terrible schools he saw in 2005 and 2006 are
gone.  On the other hand, several are still in operation, and the regulatory climate still does
not have the power to deal with poor performance of a school.

Mr. Borsuk said if he was advising anyone on how to start a voucher program, he would say
there are are three things that are really crucial:

1. Have a strong gate-keeping function at the start to make sure that schools that open
have the ability to function as a school in a professional, sound fashion,

2. Have a reevaluation process at regular intervals to make sure schools continue to
perform, and
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3. Have a broad range of public disclosure so people can understand what’s going on in
the schools.

Mr. Borsuk said currently in Wisconsin, voucher schools are exempt from the state’s school
report card system, and they are not required to disclose the information that public schools
are required to disclose, and which would be part of any conscientious parent’s
consideration of which school to send their child to. Just yesterday, Wisconsin’s governor
agreed that voucher schools should be part of the state’s school report card system.  But he
doesn’t think that’s actually going to happen in the foreseeable future, so voucher schools
remain largely private schools that function outside the public view.

Mr. Borsuk said the last thing he would say is he does not agree with Mr. Enlow’s view of the
impact of voucher programs on education and the quality of specific voucher schools.  For
many years, there was no research going on.  When it was finally undertaken, largely during
the period of 2006-2011, there was very thorough research.  In several ways of measuring,
including comparable groups of Milwaukee public school and voucher school students, there
was almost no difference in the outcomes of voucher students and public school students.
In some categories, voucher students did worse, and in almost none did they do better.

Mr. Borsuk said the main conclusion was that there was almost no difference.  After visiting
dozens and dozens of both public and voucher schools, other than the religious content he
really doesn’t find much difference between the two. All of them operate under the
sweeping and unfortunate generalization that results are not very good in the city of
Milwaukee, so the program has not been a panacea.  But that said, choice is very popular,
and he has never seen any survey or anecdotal evidence to say it’s not.

Chair Stevens asked if the separation of church and state has not been an issue in
Milwaukee.  Mr. Borsuk said the State Supreme Court, and then the U.S. Supreme Court both
ruled that such programs were constitutional.  They don’t have a Blaine amendment in the
Wisconsin State Constitution, and the legal construct was that it would be parents choosing.
There was fear going back to 1998 that extremist schools would open, including a “Timothy
McVeigh” academy or a Nazi school, or an extremist religious segment.  That hasn’t
happened, and there are a wide array of religious schools.  So that’s not a controversial
issue, even though there are still some people who feel it’s a violation of the separation of
church and state. There are still very contentious politics around the voucher program, but
it’s not so much the religious issue.  It’s what is the voucher program doing to Milwaukee
public schools and pro and con on that remains a strongly polarizing issue.

Sen. Dunleavy asked if there is no evidence of “madrasah” schools springing up (“madrasah”
is Arabic for “school”].  Mr. Borsuk said there is a large Muslim school, but they are not
teaching anything you wouldn’t regard as being an acceptable expression of American life.
They are not teaching terrorism or anything like that.  He said quality is a way bigger issue
than “weirdness.”

Sen. Dunleavy said he wanted to verify that there are no “madrasah” schools, crusader
schools, or militant Methodist schools. Mr. Borsuk said he agrees with that statement, and
he is pretty open-minded about religious expression.  He is sure fundamentalists are
teaching a creationist type of approach.  But no one is forced to go to any of those schools,
and he is sure parents are aware of that.  Would he accept what’s going on in the voucher
schools within the regular public school system?  Of course not, but they are not the regular
public school system.
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Sen. Gardner asked what the general condition was of Milwaukee public schools before the
implementation of vouchers.  Were they in dire straits?  What happened to students who
spent time in the really terrible schools that ended up getting closed?  Mr. Borsuk said the
situation in Milwaukee public schools hasn’t been good for a long time, as far as overall
student performance; it was very disturbing, and it is now.  The academic gap between black
and white kids is one of the largest in the country.  Milwaukee has very high child poverty
rates, which is an underlying factor.  So the state of academic achievement was one of the
main motivations for starting the program, people thought it would be the answer.
Nationally-prominent voucher advocates said it would be a panacea.  That did not happen.

Mr. Borsuk said there was no study of the children who spent time in the bad schools that
were closed.  In all three types of schools – Milwaukee public schools, charter schools, and
voucher schools, there are thousands of students who are low-performing, who come from
highly-dysfunctional homes, and who switch schools a lot.  They lead pretty unstable lives,
and most of the schools at the bottom of the pack are heavily in to those kinds of kids.  He
said he had a meeting yesterday with a teacher at a voucher school who is very disturbed by
the state of the school, and for good reason.  He asked why parents choose to send their
kids to that school, and they said the parents don’t, they just sort of end up there.  The
school is an outgrowth of a daycare center.  There are various reasons that people pick
schools, and very few of them have to do with test scores.  Word of mouth is the biggest
reason.  Most of the kids probably move on to other not very good schools.  They are the
group of kids that are not on track to succeed, and no one yet has unraveled how to reach
those kids.

Sen. Gardner said she asked Mr. Enlow about accountability, and whether voucher schools
are required to test students on a nationally normed test, and he said he thought most
private schools did that.  But she says she questions that, because her daughter-in-law
teaches in a private school where they not only don’t do any testing, but they make
unfounded claims when they talk to prospective parents, and her daughter-in-law said she
wouldn’t send her own children to this school.  Her sister also teaches in a private school
that has long waiting lists, and they don’t do any testing either, although her sister believes
it’s a fantastic school.  Is it standard for private schools to test using nationally normed
tests?  Mr. Borsuk said he thinks in general, most schools do use some sort of tests.  In
Wisconsin, they have to take the Wisconsin state tests and report the results, though that is
a fairly new requirement.  That’s because they are taking public money.  He said some of the
schools are run totally on funding from voucher students.  That makes the state the key
investor in the school.  He would say to any state, and he still feels that Wisconsin hasn’t
done enough about this, that states have the right to make sure their investment of public
tax dollars is being used well.  If a school is purely private, that’s their decision, but if the
school is taking public funding, the public has good reason to ask if their money is being
used well.  He said it mystifies him why people who say they are fiscal conservatives in
Wisconsin are willing to see millions and millions of dollars going to schools that are just
awful.  He wrote about two of those schools recently that have each gotten more than $40
million from the state, have terrible test scores, are really bad schools, and nothing is being
done about them.  Test scores are kind of the coin of the realm, and other indicators like
attendance and graduation rates.

Sen. Gardner asked about Mr. Enlow’s comment about the “ten gold standard studies”
showing that voucher programs have better outcomes for some students, especially lower
income students.  Does Mr. Borsuk agree that would apply to Milwaukee?  Mr. Borsuk said he
doesn’t think there is very much evidence that voucher students are doing better than
Milwaukee public school students.  One study says graduation rates are higher in voucher
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schools, and while he thinks graduation is important, the study never disclosed which
schools were included in the study, and he would want more details on whether those
students started at a better position going in to high school than the kids in the other
samples.  So he is not bowled over by the research, though some people think it’s because
he’s not very bright [lots of laughter there ].  He said there really doesn’t seem to be much
difference between the different types of schools, though there are high-quality schools of
each type.  He just wishes they would focus more on quality and less on structure and
fighting over the politics.

Ms. Ravitch’s Testimony
Ms. Ravitch said she is a historian of education.  She thanked the committee for inviting
three different perspectives, and they made a wise decision not to have a debate, but to
allow each person to explain their views.  She said she learned a lot from Mr. Borsuk’s
reporting in Milwaukee when she wrote a book about the history of vouchers.

Ms. Ravitch said she has been studying the history of American education for 40 years, and
has a doctorate in the subject.  She also worked for the first President Bush and was
appointed by President Clinton to the governing board that oversees NAEP (National
Assessment of Educational Progress), and has a bipartisan background.  She has worked
alongside some of the strongest proponents of vouchers, and understands where they are
coming from, and having worked alongside those folks, she believes it is fundamentally an
anti-government, anti-public education, and pro-privatization sentiment.

Ms. Ravitch said that is why she has become opposed to vouchers – because she believes
they will undermine public education by drawing tax dollars away from public schools.
Based on many years of study of American education, she believes public education is one of
the most fundamental institutions of a democratic society, certainly of a diverse democratic
society.  Public schools are the institution that teaches them to live and work together.

Ms. Ravitch said three basic facts are important within this discussion.  They have heard the
narrative that American education is in crisis, crisis, crisis, but:

1. Based on the NAEP test scores, test scores today are the highest they’ve ever been in
American history for white, black, Hispanic, and Asian students.

2. Graduation rates for white, black, Hispanic, and Asian students are the highest
they’ve ever been in American history.

3. The dropout rates are the lowest they’ve ever been in history, for the same groups.

Ms. Ravitch said that’s important to understand, because the whole voucher narrative is that
American education is in this terrible tailspin, and that’s absolutely untrue. Everything she’s
just said is based on U.S. Dept. of Education data.

Sen. Gardner said that fascinates her, and she asked Ms. Ravitch to repeat the points she
just made.  Ms. Ravitch did so.

Ms. Ravitch said those three facts are usually not on the table.  She has a new book coming
out in the fall, and she will have all the data in her book.

Ms. Ravitch said the people who advocate vouchers call them “opportunity scholarships;”
they are not scholarships, they are vouchers, and they are a way to take public money out of
the public system and use it to pay for students to go to religious and private schools.  In
Louisiana, public money is now being used to send students to schools that teach
creationism, teach children that dinosaurs and people coexisted, and teach children that the
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Loch Ness monster is real.  This is not science, and it’s hard to see how anyone could say
this is a better education when it would not be acknowledged as science by any university or
college in the United States or the world.

Ms. Ravitch said many of the voucher schools in Louisiana and other places are run by
people who have no qualifications to run a school, and in Louisiana schools with 14-18
students are suddenly expanding to 300 students.  They don’t have the teachers or the
qualifications to run a school, but they are getting public money and the students are not
getting a better education.

Ms. Ravitch said the urban districts that have had vouchers for a while are Milwaukee, being
the longest at 22 years, and also Cleveland and Washington, D.C.  The group at the
University of Arkansas that does independent evaluations of programs are trained by Paul
Peterson, who is a big voucher supporter at Harvard.  The person who did the independent
evaluation of the voucher system in Milwaukee, Patrick Wolf, recently wrote articles in School
Choice Week about why everyone needs more school choice and more vouchers, so she
doesn’t know why he would be considered an independent voice.  But he is a reputable
scholar, and his studies showed that in both Milwaukee and Washington, D.C., that
academically there is no difference between voucher students and public school students; as
bad as the test scores are in the public schools, the voucher schools are no better.

Ms. Ravitch said as Mr. Borsuk pointed out, there are good and bad schools in both
categories.  But instead of doing anything to make public schools better, the money is
divided up in to three competing sectors.  Milwaukee is an interesting and important story
about vouchers, because having had vouchers and charter schools for about 22 years,
Milwaukee is now running three separate education sectors: public schools, charter schools,
and voucher schools.  The public sector has been bleeding students to the other two choice
sectors, and all three sectors are doing equally poorly.

Ms. Ravitch said the only reliable independent evidence, the NAEP scores, show that
Milwaukee is one of the lowest-performing districts in the country.  So when people say that
competition and choice will cause all three education sectors to improve, Milwaukee proves
that is not the case.  Ms. Ravitch said the lowest-performing school districts in the country
are Milwaukee, Detroit, Fresno, and Washington, D.C.  Milwaukee and Washington, D.C. both
have vouchers, and they are still among the lowest performing districts in the country, and
they have seen no gains with 22 years of vouchers in Milwaukee.

Ms. Ravitch said black kids in Milwaukee were supposed to be the beneficiaries of vouchers,
but they are among the lowest performing kids of all the kids in the country.  After 22 years
of vouchers and charters, black kids in Milwaukee are performing the same as black kids in
Mississippi, and in all three sectors they are performing the same.

Regarding graduation rates and the independent evaluation done by Patrick Wolf, which Mr.
Borsuk said he wanted to know more information about the students – Ms. Ravitch said the
statistics are not useful, because the attrition rates are so high in voucher schools that the
graduation rates are meaningless.  The follow-up study done by the University of Colorado
found that 75 percent of students who began at a voucher school in 9th grade, had left the
school by the 12th grade.  Of the 25 percent who were left, they had a higher graduation rate,
but what does that mean if 75 percent have already dropped out and moved to a different
sector?
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Ms. Ravitch said what the committee needs to understand about the Florida Special Needs
program, which was written up in an article that she will send the committee, is that more
than $1 billion was spent on the program.  The article said the program has sparked a
cottage industry of fraud, schools with no curriculum, students being warehoused in church
basements, and with no educational quality and no accountability.  This launched an
investigation, but she doubts, due to the politics in Florida, that anyone will do anything.
And these are the most vulnerable children in the state, they actually have a worse education
in the voucher schools than in the public schools, and fewer constitutional rights.  The
article won the highest award in journalism because of the quality of the reporting that
exposed the massive fraud surrounding how these special education students were shoved
in to these inferior schools.

Ms. Ravitch said she would forward a copy of the independent review of the Milwaukee
voucher schools to the committee, along with a copy of the article on the Florida special
education vouchers.

Ms. Ravitch said what it comes down to is the question of whether children are learning
more.  Evidence, no matter where you look, is that they are not learning more.  If they are
not learning more, what’s the impact on public schools?  What is the role of public schools in
a democracy?  It’s clear to her from her studies, that vouchers will divide children along lines
of race, religion, class, and other lines.  When they think about why they have public schools,
it’s because public schools became a way of creating American citizens.  It’s the most
fundamental responsibility of public schools.  If they put public schools at risk, they lose an
institution that helped make the country great.  She said she would not want Alaska or any
state to take the risk of destroying public education.

Ms. Ravitch said her last point, which is important to Alaska, is she was in Texas last
weekend, and in Texas there is a proposal for voucher legislation.  She was told it will fail
because Republicans from rural districts will block it, because they don’t want to see their
public schools destroyed.  They don’t see any virtue to having their kids go off to religious
schools and losing their community schools.  In Wisconsin, the expansion of the voucher
program is being blocked by Republicans from rural districts, because they are also
concerned about the destruction of their local community schools.  She said what’s behind
all of this, is that not a single voucher program has been passed by voter referendum.  Every
single time vouchers have been on the ballot the American public has voted against them.
She recommended that before Alaska even considers expanding to a voucher program, they
should go to the voters.

Sen. Gardner thanked Ms. Ravitch.  She told Ms. Ravitch that in order to have vouchers, they
have to amend their constitution, and it has to be supported by 2/3 of the majority of the
house and 2/3 of the majority of the senate, and a majority of the voters, so that gives her
optimism.  Ms. Ravitch said the last referendum on vouchers was just held in Florida last fall,
and Florida is a very conservative state.  The referendum was couched as a freedom and
religious empowerment act, and was turned down by the voters by 55 percent to 45 percent.
Voters have never been willing to fund religious education with public dollars.

Chair Stevens said the issue of dropouts seems like a slippery slope to him.  In Alaska, the
governor has said he wants them to go from a 70 percent graduation rate to a 90 percent
graduation rate.  The easy way to do that of course would be to just lower your standards.
He said he is concerned that, when they look at the schools they’ve been discussing, that
may be the case.  Ms. Ravitch said the U.S. Dept. of Education recently reported that they use
a very narrow definition of who a high school graduate is: they say if you start in 9th grade
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and finish exactly in four years, that is a graduate.  But if you look at census figures for 18-
24 year olds, 90 percent of the students in America have completed high school.  The
difference is because the U.S. Dept. of Education and the states no longer count anyone who
graduates in August as a high school graduate.  They don’t count anyone who takes five
years to graduate.  They don’t count anyone who gets a GED.  Those are all high school
graduates when the U.S. Census counts them.  She said she thinks they need to maintain
their standards.  If you set an arbitrary goal saying that students who don’t graduate in four
years aren’t high school graduates, you will see schools dropping their standards and giving
students credit recovery courses where students complete a course in three days, and that’s
a sham diploma.  You are much better off strengthening public schools, insisting that kids
get numeracy and literacy skills, and getting a full curriculum.  She said one of the things
about NCLB that has been so terrible is that kids are not getting the arts, history, geography,
civics, foreign language, and all the other things they need, as well as P.E.  They have seen
schools all over the country dropping those things and just focusing on what’s being tested.
She said she’s gone full circle, and was once deeply embedded in the right-wing think tanks,
which she thinks want to privatize education, for a variety of reasons.  She urged them to
insist that public schools get better and better and serve the needs of children.  She is sure
there are many children who don’t speak English, who have special needs, and who are
expensive to educate. Diverting money in to religious schools of questionable quality will
not solve the problems of the country.

Chair Stevens he appreciates Ms. Ravitch’s foundational comments about the value of a free,
public education.  That’s been the experience of most of them, through life, and he could
give examples of people who’ve said that to him, including the author James Michener, who
said the only reason he was a success is that he had a free, public education.  If there’s
anything further that Ms. Ravitch wants to add to that in writing to the committee, he would
appreciate that.  Ms. Ravitch said she would send the two documents she mentioned earlier.
She said there is only one country that committed itself fully to vouchers, and that was Chile
under the Pinochet regime.  The Pinochet regime was in love with Milton Friedman’s ideas
and adopted them fully.  They are now having all kinds of student demonstrations because
of the widening levels of social inequality.  She does not think that’s an example the U.S.
should be following.

Sen. Gardner said going back to Ms. Ravitch’s facts about the graduation rates, test scores,
and dropout rates being the best they’ve ever been, they still know that the U.S. is sliding
behind other countries with whom they compete globally.  If the U.S. is not actually fading, is
it purely that the other places are catching up and surpassing the U.S.?  Ms. Ravitch said it’s
a complicated issue, and she just finished writing about it in her book.  She said what they
need to understand is the U.S. has never done well on international tests, so it’s a joke to
say they were number one, but aren’t any longer.  In the first international test, given in
1964 to twelve nations, the U.S. came in dead last. The U.S. surpassed economically,
politically, and technologically every single one of the countries who did better than the U.S.
in that test, even though the other countries have better test scores. Test scores are
something that involve culture, Chinese schools put a huge premium on tests, and our
schools put a huge premium on creativity, and it is the creativity that has made the U.S. what
it is today.  She doesn’t think test scores are unimportant, but at a certain point the test
scores don’t matter.  The U.S. is not going to be taken over by Korea or Finland.  The U.S.
has an incredibly dynamic society, and the worst thing they could do is put themselves in to
a test scores straight jacket and strive to be just like Korea or Singapore.  That’s not the U.S.
culture; we treasure creativity and innovation, and you don’t get creativity and innovation by
teaching kids to check off a box.  They want kids to think outside the box and they want
teachers who are professional, experienced, and dedicated, who teach with, as President



Page 19 of 19
© Alaska Education Update, 2013

Obama said, creativity and passion.  All the emphasis on test scores in the past decade has
been pushing the country in the wrong direction.  So she thinks there shouldn’t’ be too
much credence put in test scores.  The country is number 24 in the world in providing
preschool education, and number one in the world in childhood poverty, and the single most
reliable predictor of test scores is poverty/affluence.  The affluent kids are at the top, and
the poor kids are at the bottom, and the most important thing they could do would be to
reduce childhood poverty.

Sen. Gardner asked if Ms. Ravitch said the U.S. is number one in poverty in the world.  Ms.
Ravitch said the U.S. is number one in childhood poverty in the world for advanced nations.
They frequently compare themselves to Finland, and by the way there is no testing in
Finland, but the childhood poverty rate in Finland is 5 percent or less, and the U.S. childhood
poverty rate is close to 25 percent.  Where you find poverty, you find low test scores, and
where you find affluence, you find high test scores, and vouchers do not change that.  There
is no difference between the voucher sector, the charter sector, and the public sector in
terms of test scores.

Sen. Gardner thanked Ms. Ravitch for her testimony and said she has just sold a book.  Ms.
Ravitch said she hoped Sen. Gardner would read her current book, “The Death & Life of the
Great American School System,” which has a lot in it that she has told the committee. She
said the American school system is fundamental to the life of the nation, and she wouldn’t
be where she is today had it not been for her free public education, nor would her seven
brothers and sisters or her parents; they are all graduates of public education.

House Majority Press Conference
Link to video: http://www.360north.org/gavel-archives/?event_id=2147483647_2013031024

In attendance at Friday’s press conference were Reps. Doug Isaacson, Lance Pruitt, and Mia
Costello. Topics of discussion included House Finance budget subcommittee closeouts,
energy issues including the Energy Council meetings in Washington, D.C. next week, cuts to
ASMI (Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute) and tourism marketing budgets, education
funding, Alaska not participating in Medicaid expansion, the effect of federal budget
sequestration on the military,

In regard to a question about whether there will be any additional education funding this
year, Rep. Pruitt said the majority is still working on what they want to do.  He said that’s the
best answer he’s got – they are still working on something.  He knows governor has put one-
time money in the budget. He said they will work on it amongst themselves.

Rep. Costello said formula driven programs in the Dept. of Health & Social Services and the
Dept. of Education & Early Development are challenging.  They want to make sure they can
absorb reductions.  The price of oil has to be $104 a barrel this year to balance the budget,
so they are in challenging times.


