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THE COMMISSION ON EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY

MEETING OF THE 

COMMISSION ON EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY

LEGISLATIVE SUBCOMMITTEE

Tuesday November 24, 1998

Department Of Education

700 E. Fifth Street

Board Conference Room

Carson City, Nevada

Minutes

SUB-COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:



Fred Dugger, Chairperson



Michael Kinnaird, Member

SUB-COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT:



Moises Denis, Member

DEPARTMENT STAFF PRESENT:

Douglas Thunder, Deputy Superintendent, Administrative and Fiscal Services
Frank South, Team Leader


Christine Huss, Technology Consultant



Jane Crawford, Management Assistant

Gina Molina, Management Assistant

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL BUREAU STAFF PRESENT:



Pepper Sturm, LCB Research



Kelan Kelley, LCB Research

Lu Chen, Educational Research Statistician

AUDIENCE IN ATTENDANCE:



Jhone Ebert, Clark County School District



Leslie Fritz, Nevada State Education Association



Sheila Rojas, Washoe County School District



Denis Quon, Nevada Department of Education



Dan Piel, Storey County School District



Ray Bacon, Nevada Manufacturing Association



Marcia Bandera1, Elko County School District



Jim Manner1, Lincoln County School District



Randi Robison1, Lincoln County School District

1.
CALL TO ORDER



The meeting of the Legislative Subcommittee was called to order at 9:30 a.m. by Chairperson Fred Dugger in the Board Conference Room, at the Nevada Department of Education, Carson City, Nevada.

2.
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Michael Kinnaird moved to approve the agenda and Fred Dugger seconded it.  The motion passed unanimously.

3.
DISCUSSION AND DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COMMISSION CONCERNING THE STATE TECHNOLOGY PLAN BUDGET REQUEST ITEMS FOR THE 1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION



Fred Dugger explained that on the Friday prior to the meeting there was a teleconference between various school district representatives in which the school district budget priorities were discussed.  The teleconference group came up with a number of recommendations, which prioritized the five strategies of the district plan as:


1. Strategy 5, infrastructure maintenance.


2. Strategy 2, professional development.

3. Strategy 3, technical support
The participants of the teleconference also identified which items in the technology plan could be eliminated or modified to reduce the funding request.  The result was:

· Eliminate strategies 1 and 4

· Eliminate 5c and 5b.

· Eliminate 2f but strongly support other efforts to provide technology training at the proposed teacher development sites.

· Eliminate 2a.

· 2b, eliminate the basic skills item.  For all the schools, districts, and special needs, technical support(mentors), request that these costs be built into the Distributive School Fund request.  Also recognize in that request, that it should include funding for Clark County and provide a certain "floor" amount for the rural school districts.

· 2b and 2e could be applied for through the Technology Literacy Grant Fund process.

· 2d request should not be limited to substitute pay for teachers, but should allow for teacher training during the summer.

· 3a should be built into the Distributive School fund.   

The purpose of the above actions would be to reduce the funding request to approximately $11,000,000 to $12,000,000.



Doug Thunder clarified that the items that were eliminated were only for the budget request for the next biennium, not to be confused with permanent elimination from the plan.



Christine Huss explained that she called Joan Kerschner pursuant to Ms. Bandera's suggestion, in order to make sure that the libraries were also represented.  The conclusion of the conversation was Strategy 1b that provides $500,000 over the biennium to support the library databases.  In addition, Ms. Huss made other changes as follows:

· 2d was changed to say extra duty/substitute pay.  


· The number of positions for technology support, in Strategies 2b and 3a, calculated was 60.  The suggestion from Jhone Ebert and Sheila Rojas was for district flexibility to use that position(s) how they best see fit.  

· Strategy 5a was clarified to say 61.2, maintenance replacement of hardware and software.  

· Strategy 5d, provide each district with 2-T1 lines, Washoe and Clark with 1-T3 line each, support staff and one time equipment needs would be $2,344,000 annually.  

· A narrative was added including C.O. Bastian, Independence High School and the Libraries for maintenance and replacement of 61.2 hardware and software.



 In conclusion Ms. Huss stated that the ultimate goal of the State Technology Plan is to get all schools to level 3 but no where in the Plan is a funding stream established to get schools to level 2 and then level 3.  The $5,500,000 per year is strictly to maintain what was done in SB 482 during the 1997 Legislative session.



Michael Kinnaird motioned to present the budget proposal to the full Commission on December 9, 1998.  Fred Dugger seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.

4.
DISCUSSION AND DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COMMISSION CONCERNING BILL DRAFT REQUESTS BASED ON THE STATE TECHNOLOGY PLAN



Ms. Huss suggested that there might need to be a clarification of the responsibilities of the Commission.  In addition, there needs to be a clarification of what is fundable under 61.1 and 61.2 funds.  



Mr. Dugger stated that the clarification of the 61.1 and 61.2 fund usage would be included in the request for the one shot funds.  In turn the bill draft request would reflect that information and wording.  



Mr. Dugger also stated that he delivered a report to the Legislative Committee on Education and was able to talk to Senator Raggio.  Sen. Raggio expressed a great deal of appreciation to everyone on their hard work.  Sen. Raggio also said that he agreed that cooperation with UCCSN is the right way to provide the Internet service to K-12. He wanted to make sure that K-12 telecommunications networking responsibility of oversight remained with the Commission on Educational Technology.  



Mr. Dugger suggested that the reference to the Iowa Technology Plan should be taken out.  Also, Mr. Dugger stated that time is running out for getting the bill draft requests to the Legislative Committee on Education and requested that Ms. Huss correspond with the Commission on Educational Technology members and let them know that suggestions for bill draft requests must be made immediately.  



Mr. Kinnaird suggested that Ms. Huss also contact the school districts regarding improvements and changes in the Legislation that could be made regarding the Commission on Educational Technology.



Mr. Dugger stated that WestEd was required to provide the Commission with feedback and recommendations, which had not yet been received.  Mr. Dugger read from the WestEd contract, "between July 1, 1998 and December 1, 1998, WestEd agrees to provide the Commission review and critique of the process for the development of Educational Technology in Nevada including without limitation any recommendations for Legislation to improve the process of development.  Upon request, the Commission, WestEd agrees to provide the review and critique in written format or by oral presentation or both".  By contract, WestEd is required to provide that to the Commission.  Mr. Dugger asked Ms. Huss to contact Kathleen Barfield to make sure that the review would be provided on schedule.



Ms. Huss explained that the way she interpreted that to be was under section A, preparation of a plan for the use of Educational Technology in public schools, that may be part of the State Technology Plan.  
5.
DISCUSSION AND DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COMMISSION ON PRESENTATIONS TO THE 1999 LEGISLATIVE SESSION



Ms. Huss discussed that she has spoken to many people in regards to the next Legislative Session.  It was suggested to Ms. Huss that Mr. Kinnaird make a presentation, which highlights all 17 districts.  The presentation could include a multimedia overview of the major impact in every district.  



Mr. Dugger stated that there will be a lot of joint Committee hearings this Legislative Session.  The coordination of which will need to be worked out with Legislative staff.  In addition, school children can grab the attention of the Legislature and would allow the demonstration of the impact of the funds.



Mr. Dugger asked Ms. Huss to ask for ideas and suggestions from the school districts and report the information to the Commission at the December 9, 1998 meeting.  

6.
PUBLIC COMMENT

No public comment.

· ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 11:27 a.m.




Respectfully submitted:




Douglas C. Thunder

Deputy Superintendent, Administrative and Fiscal Services




Fred Dugger, Chairperson of the 




Legislative Sub-committee

Recorded by:

Gina M. Molina

Management Assistant

1Participated via teleconference.











