MINUTES

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
52nd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION

SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION & CULTURAL RESOURCES

Call to Order: By Chairman Peck, on January 11, 1991 at 8:00
a.m.

ROLL CALL

Members Present:

Rep. Ray Peck, Chair (D)

Sen. Greg Jergeson, Vice Chair (D)
Sen. Don Bianchi (D)

Rep. Larry Grinde (R)

Sen. H.W. Hammond (R)

Rep. Mike Kadas (D)

staff Present: Pam Joehler (LFA) and Skip Culver (LFA) and
Melissa Boyles (Secretary)

Please Note: These are summary minutes. Testimony and
discussion are paraphrased and condensed.

Announcements/Discussion: Chairman Peck reviewed with the
subcommittee the conversation he had with Commissioner
Hutchinson, and explained what he has asked of them in terms
of the University system. REP PECK has asked them when they
come in to make their presentation on the University system
to explain to the Subcommittee how budgets are broken down
on the individual campus.

Chairman Peck stated that the University System has
frequently asked the subcommittee about guaranteeing a
budget if they discontinue a program and it affects their
FTE. Chairman Peck has asked them to present a specific
proposal of how they would do that and how the subcommittee
could track it. The commissioner has agreed to all of
these.

Chairman Peck stated there are a lot of claims that the
University Faculty Members are doing a lot of research.
Chairman Peck has asked them to pull together a listing of
research that is done and published.

Chairman Peck stated that he and SEN. JERGESON agree that it
would make sense to go to the commissioners office for
information requests. The Commissioner does not want us
working directly with individual units. The Commissioner
would like to be recognized as the office that is in charge

JEO11191.HM1



HOUSE EDUCATION & CULTURAL RESOURCES SUBCOMMITTEE
January 11, 1991
Page 2 of 11

of things.

OPI DISTRIBUTION TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS PROGRAM

Tape No: 1
69a
Nancy Keenan, OPI, distributed and reviewed a handout on School
Foundation Program. EXHIBIT 1

Ms. Keenan stated that she has included in her budget request to
the Governor inflationary increases for the New Foundation
Program under House Bill 28. The New Foundation Program is the
ANB, Special Education, Guaranteed tax base, Guaranteed Tax Base
Retirement and gifted and talented. Ms. Keenan stated that she
would like to see the New Foundation Program be included in the
General appropriations at current level, which the Governor and
the LFA agree on.

Ms. Keenan stated that OPI has requested an inflationary cost of
4.5% for the first year and 4.8% the second year for inflation.
Ms. Keenan stated that an inflationary increase does not provide
new programs or expansion of services; it keeps things at the
current level they are at right now.

158

REP. KADAS asked what the cost is for guaranteed tax base?

Greg Groepper stated that at 0 and 0 guaranteed tax base is
predicted to be $30.766 million and GTB retirement is predicted
to be $13.618 million for 1992. For 1993 guaranteed tax base is
predicted to be $30.892 million and GTB retirement is predicted
to be $14.912 million.

REP. KADAS asked what the usage of guaranteed tax base would be
by both districts? Mr. Groepper stated that the districts will
utilize the whole 35% of their budget. Mr. Groepper stated that
he did not have the dollar figure at this time. REP. KADAS
stated that he feels the dollar amount is important and would
like to know what it is. Mr. Groepper stated that he would get
that figure to the committee.

197

Chairman Peck asked what number of the districts did not go to
the 135% this year? Mr. Groepper stated that there were 106
districts that didn't go to 135% of those 35-40 were close to

the 135%.

Eric Feaver, Montana Education Association, stated that he feels
inflation will be closer to 6 or 7% in the next biennium rather
than the 4.6% stated by Ms. Keenan. Mr. Feaver stated that the
MEA is in favor of more than the Superintendent's recommendation.

236
Jesse Long, Executive Director School Administrators of Montana,

JEO11191.HM1



HOUSE EDUCATION & CULTURAL RESOURCES SUBCOMMITTEE
January 11, 1991
Page 3 of 11

stated on behalf of Bruce Mere and the School Board Association
that the S.B.A. passed a resolution within their delegate
assembly and their general membership asking that the Foundation
Program be increased by 8 and 8%.

Mr. Long stated that the S.A.M. did not pass a resolution in a
particular amount. The consensus of the Executive Board is to
support the inflationary increases.

REP. KADAS asked how well the Guaranteed Tax Base is working?
Ms. Keenan stated that G.T.B. has helped those districts that
needed extra influx of money. Ms. Keenan feels that G.T.B. has
started the process of equalization.

295

SEN. JERGESON stated that he asked Mr. Seacat, Legislative
Auditor, to run him a spread sheet showing which school districts
were net recipients of the Foundation Program and which were net
exporters to the state equalization. Mr. Seacat is trying to put
this information together but has found that there are
differences between the OPI data and the Department of Revenue as
to the tax base.

SEN. JERGESON asked Ms. Keenan if she had been working on that?
Ms. Keenan stated that they have been working on it and that OPI
has requested that the Office of Budget and Program Planning and
the Department of Revenue under that executive branch and the OPI
office all agree on a common core base of data. Ms Keenan stated
that she has also requested the legislative auditor to audit
OPI's numbers. The Legislative Auditor has agreed to this and is
at OPI this week.

Chairman Peck stated that he spoke to the Department of Revenue
and asked them to give the subcommittee some distribution of
where income tax comes in the question of urban versus rural.

Ms. Keenan stated that OPI presently spends $100,000.00 on gifted
and talented children in the state of Montana. Comparatively we
spend close to $33,000,000 on special education. Ms. Keenan
stated that Gifted and Talented is a priority in OPI budget and
it is very important to take a step forward in meeting the needs
of these children at risk.

370
Gail Gray, OPI, distributed a handout on Gifted Education in

Montana. EXHIBIT 2

Ms. Gray stated that gifted and talented children in Montana
schools have special needs that must be addressed in order for
them to reach their potential.

Ms. Gray stated that special programs for the gifted help them to
learn more efficiently, to develop strong program solving skills
and give them the opportunity to learn at a rate that is more
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consistent with their abilities.

Ms. Gray stated that the Montana Legislature has a ten year
commitment to funding gifted education. Nearly 190 districts
have received funds over the last 10 years. Local school
districts have been able to receive those funds in amounts of up
to $5,000.00, if they had matching funds for that.

418
Michael Hall reviewed the handout given to the committee by Ms.

Gray. Mr. Hall stated that OPI would like to provide funding for
gifted education in Montana.

Chairman Peck asked Ms. Gray to inform committee on a bill
drafted that will repeal an administrative rule relative to the
gifted and talented. Ms. Gray stated that the superintendent has
a position on the subject and may prefer to respond.

520

Ms. Keenan stated that the Board of Public Education put into
their accreditation standards a mandate of gifted and talented
education by the year 1992. This was challenged by the
legislative code committee and said that the B.O.P.E. doesn't
have the authority to mandate a program that would cost the state

additional money.

Ms. Keenan stated that the code committee has drafted legislation
this session that has repealed the gifted and talented rule of
mandating in 1992. Ms. Keenan stated that the position of OPI is
that they believe that sometime in the state of Montana there
needs to be programs for the gifted and talented.

Rep. Kadas asked why they had the gifted education request coming
out of the Foundation Program instead of the General Fund.

Mr. Groepper stated that if they took it out of the General Fund
it would make the hole deeper and if they took it out of a fund
with a balance there was money in there that was unspent.

670

REP KADAS asked Ms. Keenan if she would rather have the Gifted
and talented program before schedule increases? Ms. Keenan
stated that the Foundation, Gifted and Talented and the Special
Education Program are three critical areas and can not choose one
above the other.

Chairman Peck stated that House Bill 28 now takes all of the

income tax money and puts it into General Fund after this year.
Chairman Peck asked if there was a bill to restore that.

Mr. Groepper stated that there is a separate bill drafting
request to restore that.
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735

Jan Wright, Montana Education Association-Legislative Intern,
distributed and reviewed personal testimony on the Gifted and
Talented program. EXHIBIT 3

Ms. Wright stated that the MEA would like to go on record in
support of all the OPI recommended modifications. Ms. Wright is
particularly in support of the Gifted and Talented program.

807

Larry Fasbender, Lobbyist for Montana Association of Gifted and
Talented Education, stated that he recognizes the benefits that
can derive from making sure the gifted and talented children
don't fall through the cracks. Mr. Fasbender states that the
attitudes we as individuals have has a lot to do with what
happens in the state of Montana.

Mr. Fasbender stated that the Gifted and Talented people of
Montana are going to have to be dealt with more directly.

866

Katherine Pattee, President of the Montana Association of Gifted
and Talented Education, Principal Monfortan School. Ms. Pattee
stated that the Monfortan School has a gifted and talented
program due to the support of the School Board. The MAGTE was
started ten years ago and they now have a membership of over 800.
The membership consists of Teachers, Parents, and Administrators.

Ms. Pattee stated that MAGTE goals include providing appropriate
education for gifted children in the state, facilitating funding,
and to promote differentiated curriculum for gifted and talented
children.

Ms. Pattee stated that we recognize the gifts of our athletes,
and visual and performing artists; we also need to recognize the
gifts of our academically-able children. Through programming we
would be able to do this better.

Ms. Pattee asks that the subcommittee support Ms. Keenan's
request, and offer some funding to the gifted and talented
children.

938

Chairman Peck asked Ms. Pattee if the money currently available
to the public schools was start up money? Ms. Pattee, stated
that it was start up money and that they could receive $5,000.00
as long as they have matching funds.

Chairman Peck asked Mr. Hall if he had any continuing data on
School Districts after they lose the state fund.?

Mr. Hall stated that initially the districts did well, when the
cut backs came and there was no mandate requiring gifted
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education those programs were either eliminated or cut back.

Chairman Peck asked Mr. Hall how many years a school can qualify
for state money.

Mr. Hall stated that schools have a 1 or 2 year start up base for
a new progran.

967
Chairman Peck asked if you could audit those grants in the sense

that if you give them $3,000.00 there is an expenditure for
$3,000.00 from the local district?

Mr. Hall stated that you can audit, and what they find when the
applications for the grants are audited is that the district
match is considerably larger than what the school is asking from
OPI.

SEN. HAMMOND asked what happens to the schools that hit the
budget cap?

Mr. Hall stated that those districts are required to have a match
out of their local district budget. If they do not have a match
or their local school district can not appropriate that fund then
they are not eligible to apply for OPI funds.

REP KADAS asked Mr. Hall to explain to him how a district
identifies a gifted student.

Mr. Hall explained that they use multiple criteria when
identifying gifted and talented. They look at IQ scores,
achievement scores, and potential achievement scores.

SEN. HAMMOND stated that he was pleased to hear that they have
found that maybe 15% of the students are gifted and talented.

SEN HAMMOND asked if it were true if some people were less able
in some areas and very gifted and talented in other areas?

Mr. Hall stated that gifted children used to be perceived as
gifted and talented in all areas. They now know that the
majority have specific talents in a few areas.

011

SEN HAMMOND asked if it were also true that some of the gifted
and talented people that were identified lost their work ethic?
MR. HALL stated that OPI has found that a great number of
students lost their work ethic because they were not challenged.
OPI has found that they became under-achievers in the schools.

SEN. HAMMOND asked if the gifted and talented programs should be
working on the work ethic and those that don't have gifted and
talented programs should be cognizant of the need to cultivate
the work ethic in everyone? Mr. Hall stated that this was true
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and that he believes the gifted and talented need motivation.

Jan Wright stated that as far as the work ethic is concerned,
students that she has known had more of a desire to learn when
they were challenged.

069

SEN. BIANCHI stated he attended Montfore School for a discussion
with the Science Class about the debate of shooting buffalo in
Gardener. SEN. BIANCHI stated that it was one of the most
scientific and best discussions he had on the whole issue.

101

Brad Morris, Principal, Central Elementary School, stated that if
we don't develop potential it won't just be there. Mr. Morris
believes that the efforts in the Gifted and Talented program have
been successful in helping to develop the potential further than
the students might have done.

Mr. Morris stated that one of the important aspects of gifted and
talented programs is to develop training for the staff. People
who were trained 20 years ago need to be updated on the new
trends and information in dealing with all needs of children.

Mr. Morris stated that as we develop those skills in the class-
room teachers in the districts across the state of Montana, we
are going to broaden education in all areas.

Mr. Morris stated that he believes every school district, school
board, teachers, parents and the community need to define the
program. However, as they do that they need the encouragement
and support of the state Legislature to help all needs of
children and not just certain ones.

SEN HAMMOND asked how you provide for the individual differences
in the schools that can't provide funding?

Brad Morris stated that we have an obligation to provide for all
of those needs. The problem with gifted and talented education
is that it is not clearly identified. With the support of flow
through money to the school district that is identified for the
gifted and talented it will help us maintain our effort in that
area as well as all other areas. The gifted and talented need an
equal opportunity with everyone else.

SEN. HAMMOND stated that he feels the Special Education program
has a way of marking children because they were placed in a
separate situation.

Brad Morris agrees and feels that equality for all children is
needed.

284
Janet Miller, Classroom teachers of Montana, Rositer School,

states that Rositer School represents a cross section
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economically and culturally. Many of the children come from
homes of some disadvantages and are home alone a lot. If the
student is gifted they are left home with a great deal of
responsibility. These children need extra support, because of
what is expected of them.

Ms. Miller stated that gifted and talented students are taught
how to identify a problem, they're confident in the uses of
various strategies and how to approach it. Ms. Miller stated
that there are children who are equally intelligent but have not
had the training in how to think. Those children will not know
where to begin on a test, they will not know how to analyze the
problems. Children who have been trained will know right where
to start on the problem and they will with confidence be able to
follow through and come up with good answers.

Ms. Miller stated that the child who is not reached through the
gifted and talented program does not feel like he belongs. Very
often they wonder what is wrong with them because they are bored.
Gifted and talented children are often sensitive. If they are
not helped with their sensitivity they may become our children at
risk.

Ms. Miller stated that if we help the gifted and talented
children they could. become our leaders, the people who can help
get justice for our country.

419

Jesse Long, Executive Director School Administrators of Montana,
stated that the SAM have passed a resolution supporting gifted
education. Believe that the effective leaders in the society
come from the gifted and talented programs. Mr. Long stated that
all of the children must be considered and given appropriate
kinds of training.

Tape No: 2

434
Jesse Long stated on behalf of the SaM that they support gifted
education and ask that you allocate the $1,000,000.

Kay McKenna, County Superintendent, referred to the question as
how school districts who are capped because of the House bill 28
and presently have a program get funding?

Ms. McKenna stated that many of those programs are still in tact.
The school districts have funded the programs, they may have
funded at a lesser level but they are still funded.

Ms. Mckenna stated that most of the gifted and talented children
are a Ben Franklin type. They are also finding that our most
notorious criminals are gifted and talented people who have been

misdirected.
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486

Terry Minow, Montana Federation of Teachers, stated that the MFT
would like to go on record in support of the OPI proposal of the
gifted and talented program, and the increase in the foundation

program.

REP. GRINDE asked if the system should look more at aptitude
testing and screening? Ms. Keenan stated that screening isn't
the only indicator or the only way OPI determines if a child is
gifted. Michael Hall, OPI, stated that the field of Gifted
Education did start out using just IQ testing. They now realize
that they have to look at multiple criteria and look at potential
talent something that wouldn't show up on a test score.

SEN HAMMOND asked if it were possible to test shrewdness? Mr.
Hall stated that you can test shrewdness and the field of gifted
education is looking at a great deal of factors as to what
motivates a child.

Gail Gray, OPI, distributed and reviewed a handout on Special
Education and Allowable Cost Projections. EXHIBIT 4. Ms. Gray
stated that Bob Runkel, State Director of Special Education,
would be available to answer any technical questions after the
presentation.

730

Ms. Gray stated that the number of handicapped students receiving
Special Education in the state of Montana were relatively
consistent until two years ago. Between 1987-1988 there was
approximately a 300 student increase and 1988-1989 there was a
650 student increase. Ms. Gray stated that they do anticipate
another increase in 1991.

Ms. Gray stated that the numbers and the severity of students
identified as emotionally disturbed are increasing. There is
also an increase in students who need one on one supervision all
of the time.

Ms. Gray stated that there is additional in state cost for
residential treatment. Primarily because of in state facilities
increasing in the number of beds. A lot of in state cost for the
Educational Services is $10,000. per year.

REP. KADAS asked if they knew what Rivendale is going to ask for?
Ms. Gray stated that Rivendale may just collect the amount of
money the school that the student comes from receives for that
child. Ms. Keenan stated that presently some of the units are
around $12,000. per year. Rivendale is now at $14,000. per year.
Ms. Keenan stated if Rivendale were to take OPI to court over
this for chemically dependent students placed there by other
agencies, the school district and or the state of Montana would
be responsible for that cost under Ferderal Law 504, Categorized
Students. Ms. Keenan is proposing that OPI pay the out of
district cost and the school districts will provide the services.
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By doing this OPI believes they can save the state of Montana
over $1,000,000.

894

REP. KADAS asked if they are going to save $1,000,000 then how
much will it cost? Ms. Keenan stated that it would cost
$1,000,000.

in new money.

SEN. JERGESON stated that he has seen advertisements for
Rivendale on TV. Is advertising in their budget?

Ms. Keenan stated that a good percentage of the people in the
private treatment centers are there by choice of parents or
families that are paying either via an insurance company or
personally paying to have that child placed in that program.

SEN JERGESON asked if it were the state of Montana's
responsibility to pay for the treatment of a child if the parents
chose to place their child in the program. Ms. Keenan stated
that the state could ultimately be responsible. Bob Runkel
stated that if the child is placed there by his parents and is a
Special Education handicap child, the public school district
where the facility 'is located, would be responsible to provide or
pay for special education programs for the child.

058
Kelly Evans distributed and reviewed a handout on Legislative

Funding Position. EXHIBIT 5

SEN. HAMMOND referred to EXHIBIT 5 and asked how they chose the
80 districts in the budget survey. Mr. Evans stated that they
looked at the largest districts starting from the districts that
were funded the most and working their way down.

Rep. Kadas asked if it were characteristic that a smaller school
district will have a smaller portion of their allowable cost
covered by their district as opposed to a larger district. Mr.
Evans stated that since the smaller school districts were not in
the survey he could not give an accurate answer.

SEN JERGESON asked if smaller districts being part of
cooperatives is why OPI didn't survey them? Mr. Evans stated
that most of the smaller districts are one or two teacher schools
and they get their services provided through cooperatives. Bob
Runkel stated that the smaller school districts are equally as
under funded as the larger districts. The smaller districts that
are members of cooperatives may receive a slightly greater
proportion of state dollars than the very large districts.

Rep. Kadas asked if the state contribution of allowable cost is
the same across the board as is the local contribution. Mr.
Runkel stated that between large and small districts after you
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factor in the fact that many of the small rural schools have to
take from their general fund to contribute to the cooperative to
make ends meet, yes.

173
Kelly Evans stated that on behalf of the School Administrators of

Montana, they passed a resolution in full support of full
funding of Special Education Costs.

Rep. Kadas said when House Bill 28 was done Special Education was
included as part of the Foundation Program. Have you analyzed
how that was used this last year? Greg Groepper stated that they
would not have those figures until the end of year expenditure
reports come in.

201

Jan Wright stated on behalf of the MEA we support the OPI
recommended appropriation.

There being no further business the hearing on OPI Distribution
to public Schools was adjourned

ADJOURNMENT

Adjournment: 10:25 a.m.

R ESENTATIVE RAY PECK ,Chair

‘ M%LISSA J.%BO&L%S,%Secretary

RP/mjb
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EXHIBIT__ 7
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SCBGOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM

and a 4.8 percent increase in f{iscal LFA Esiimates
1993. OPI says that this inflationary
increase is needed to continue the level

of state support enacted in House Bill The following tables shcws the projected
> . -

- revenue intc the school egqualization
Z8. b t of i th
account and the cost of funding the
The superintendent will alsc regquest current sﬁched.ules. and GTB subsidy auring
i1 3 S s nd the 1993 bisnnium.. Funding these
$4.6 million additional funds for penditures will require a $230.442
inflstionary increases in specizl e)‘ll n cen _I“ fundqtr"xs:er - t: .the
education funding. million gene ses " sss b
schocl equalization account.
- )
! Actual Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated
| Source of Revenue Fiscal 1990 Fiscal 1991 Fiscal 1992 Fiscal 1993 FY 90-91 FY 92-493
! State Revenue
Income Tax 92.787255 124.102000 0.000000 0.060%)60 216.889255 0.000000
Corporation Tax 18.844917 20.234000 0.000000 0.0007000 39.078917 Q.000000
Coal Tax 2.579080 5.523000 4.3990¢0 4.380G30 8.102080 8.779000
Interest & Income 34.706501 36.961000 38.063000 39.29300%0 71.667901 77.356000
Us Oil & Gas Royalties 20.240644 25.497000 25.688000 24.829000 45.737644 50.517000
Education Trust [nterest 0.713114 0.175000 £.070000 0.072000 0.888114 0.142000
SEA Interest 0.600000 0.629000 0.375000 0.000000 0.629000 0.375000
Permanent Trust Interest 0.0600000 .245000 7.804060 8.098000 6.245000 159020060
Lotterv 0.000000 4.975000 5.997000 7.020000 4.975000 13.017000
Statewide 30 Mills 0.000000 62.573000 63.505000 64.656009 62.573000 128.162009
Miscellaneous 0.142422 7.337000 8.396000 8.719000 7.479422 17.115000
County Levy Surplus 7.895392 0.000000 0.00:0000 0.000000 7.895392 0.000000
Total Staie $177.909725 $294.251000 $154.298000 $157.087000 $472.160728 $311.365000
Statewide Taxable Valuation $1,884.550412 £1,564.317000 §1,587.654300  $1,616.398000)
i County Revenue
5 45 Mills 76.909377 86.037002 87.321000 88.902G00 162.946377 176.223060
! Elementary Transportation —3.741193 ~3.754000 ~3.766009 =3.779030 —7.495193 -=7.545000
! Cash Reappropna!ed 4.173075 2.653C20 1.116000 0.329000 6.826675 1.45500
i Forest Funds 1.627284 1.252060 1.276000 1.364000 2.879284 2.580000
Taylor Grazing 0.117160 6.114000 3.113000 112000 231160 0.225690
. Miscellancous 5490026 18.706000 19.772000 20.365000 24.196026 40.141000
’ High School Tuition —0.891867 =0.80203¢ =0.810000 =0.520000 = 1.693867 = 1.635000
: Total County $83.6835862 $104,204000 $105.022000 106427039 S1R7.889862 $211.449500
District Revenue
; Permissive Lewy 16.960534 0.050 (.605000 0.0000G0 15.900954 0.000009)
§ Light Vehicle Replacement 1.459%3¢ 0000355 4.000000 G.050009 1.409338 (0.00000
Toral District $18.370489 $0.0065:3G $6.005000 $C.009000 $18.370489 $O.660000

" Total State.County,District

£398.457600

$259.220000

$2€3.294000

§522.814006
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SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM

Estimated School Equalization Fund Balance

In Millions
Actual Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated
Fiscal 1990 Fiscal 1991 Fiscal 1992 Fiscal 19983 FY 80-91 FY 92-93
Beginning Fund Balance $15.309 $20.592 $31.966 {$100.680) $15.309 $31.966
Receipts
Estimated Receipts 279.964 398.457 259.320 263.494 678.421 $22.814
Education Trust Transfer
Total Available $295.273 $419.049 $291.286 $162.814 $693.730 $554.780
Disbursements
Current Level Scheduies 287.393 347.887 347.473 348.691 635.280 €96.164
Gauranteed Tax Base 44.382 44,493 44 565 44.382 89.058
Anticipated Disbursements $287.333 $392.269 $391.966 $393.256 $679.662 $785.222
Adjustments (1.776) 5.186 3.410
Residual Equity Transfer 14.488 14.488
Ending Fund Balance $20.592 $31.966 {$100.680) ($230.442) $31.966 {$230.442)
Estimated General Fund Balance
In Millions
Actual Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated
Fiscal 1990 Fiscal 1991 Fiscal 1992 Fiscal 1933 FY 80-91 FY 92~-83
)Boginning Fund Balance $67.234 $89.038 $69.886 $95.232 $67.234 $69.886
|
:Roceipls
3 Estimated Receipts 447.962 432.308 562.287 579.599 880.271 1141.886
Total Available $515.196 $521.347 $632.173 $674.831 $547.505 $1,211.772
i()uburaomonts
l Genoral Appropriations 432.323 409.662 417.944 423591 841.985 841.535
Foundation Program Suppont 100.680 129.762 230.442
Prapery Tax Reimbursement 18.349 18.500 18.500 18.348 37.000
Pay Plan
Cupplementals 15.641 15.641
Gontinuing Appropriations 3.693 3.693
' :b;sBOIM“ 10.855 10.817 10.854 10.955 21.771
¢ |
4500 4.500 4,500 4.500
THANS Interest
¥ . rsi
trversions (11.000) {11.000) {11.000) (11.000) {22.000)
Antcipated Disbursements $432.323 $451.800 $536.541 $576.307 $884.123  $1,113.248
A astmenty
ur 5.969 5.8969
:'uu.ndnhon Prog.'am Reversion
etidonl f quity Transfer
0.196 0.338 0.535
Cobund pany,
Tunce $89.038 83 886 £95232 $35 524 $65.885 $98 524
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SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM

Foundation Program Revenue Analysis
Contribution By Major Component FY 90-91

US Oil & Gas Royalties (6.7%) Miscellaneous (5.7%)

Coal Trust (1.1%)

Property (36.9%)

Foundation Program Revenue Analysis
Contribution By Major Compenent FY 92—-93

Coal Trust (3.1%) US Oil & Gas Royalties (9.7%)

Summary 68
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Nancy Keenan
STATE CAPITOL Superintendent
HELENA, MONTANA 59620
(406) 444-3095

GIFTED EDUCATION IN MONTANA:
A FACT SHEET

Montana State Law McA 20-7-901

"Gifted and talented children" means children of
outstanding abilities who are capable of high
performance and require differentiated educational
programs beyond those normally offered in public schools
in order to fully achieve their potential contribution
to self and society. The children so identified include
those with demonstrated achievement or potential ability
in a variety of worthwhile human endeavors.

QUESTION: How many children may be considered to be gifted?

ANSWER: Research states that from 3 percent to 15 percent of the students in
school may be considered to be gifted in some area. For Montana,
that means. that 4,500 to 23,000 students may potentially be
identified as gifted.

QUESTION: How does Montana compare to other states in the area of gifted
education?

- ANSWER: Twenty-five (25) states and Guam have required standards for services
to gifted children. (Pennsylvania since 1963)*

No services are currently required in Montana.

QUESTION: How much money is allocated per year for gifted education in Montana?

- ANSWER: The Legislature appropriates $100,000 annually for matching grants
for school districts developing their gifted and talented programs.

Montana currently is providing partial funding to 4.8 percent of
- local education agencies.

, QUESTION: How do states around the region compare in expenditures for gifted
- and talented education?

ANSWER: State % of LEAs Funded(FY'87) FY'90 Funding*
; South Dakota 100.0% $2,297,800
L Idaho 50.0% $2,000,000
Utah 100.0% $875,000
: Wyoming 61.0% $350,000
: North Dakota 45.5% $151,208
- Montana 8.7% $100,000

*Source: 1991 State of The States Gifted Education Report

- Affirmative Action—EEO Employer



QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

QUESTION:

ANSWER:

How many school districts in Montana report that they formally
identify gifted learners as part of a gifted education program?

Results of a January 1991 OPI survey show that 81 of Montana's 538
school districts (15%) responded that they formally identify gifted
learners.

How does this compare to the Western United States?

The U.S. Department of Education's National Education Longitudinal
Study of 1988 (NELS), released August 1990, shows that 62.5 percent
of the schools in the Western United States offer gifted and
talented education programs.

From the OPI survey, what were the districts' highest priority needs
in the gifted education area?

HIGHEST PRIORITY NEEDS

Meeting G/T needs in the regular classroom
Curriculum Development

Program Development

Elementary Teaching Strategies

Secondary Teaching Strategies

Technical Assistance from OPI and other sources

Based on contact with Montana schools, what are Montana‘'s greatest

needs for gifted education?

© General fudding to all school districts for gifted education
programs

o Support for policy representing quality program standards

o Additional resources and support services from OPI

What does current research say about gifted education?

Dr. John Feldhusen of Purdue University compiled 20 years of
research on gifted education in a March 1989 article for Educational
Leadership. In that article he writes:

o "Identification. Multiple data sources should be
used to identify alternate types of giftedness and
to specify appropriate program services.”

o "Acceleration. Acceleration motivates gifted
students by providing them with instruction that
challenges them to realize their potential.
Accelerated students show superior achievement in
school and beyond. Despite fears of some
educators, acceleration does not damage the social-
emotional adjustment of gifted youth.”

0 "Grouping. Grouping gifted and talented youth for
all or part of the school day or week serves as a
motivator."”

o General. "Overall, to provide for the gifted, we
must upgrade the level and pace of instruction to
fit their abilities, achievement lIevels and
interest...We must also provide them with highly
competent teachers and with opportunities to work
with other gifted and talented youth.”
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DATE: January 11, 1991.

TO: Appropriations Committee.

FROM: Jan Wright, MEA Legislative Intern.
RE: Gifted and Talented Program

My name is Jan Wright, and I am working for the Montana
Education Association (MEA) as a legislative intern. The MEA would
like to go on record in support of the OPI's recommended
appropriation for the Gifted and Talented Program.

I would like to tell you about my experience in the program
and about some of the recent "returns” of the program. I was
identified for the Project Promise, the elementary school Gifted and
Talented Program, when I was in the 4th grade. When I was first
identified, I remember being terrified that the teacher was going to
talk to me about flirting at recess. But once I realized I wasn't in
trouble, I really looked forward to Project Promise days. We did a
lot of creative "brainstorming”, solved logic puzzles, and had unit
projects. My favorite unit was the algebra unit in the 6th grade. I
developed a problem-solving method the teacher didn't understand,
but it worked every time and she never said I couldn't use it.
Because I wasn't told to conform and use the standard method, I
began to expand on my academic subjects. I would "play”, if you
will, with abstract mathematical and scientific concepts. I developed
the confidence and vision necessary to pursue imaginative or
creative lines of reasoning. The program also became a support
group for us "brains.” We all understood how it felt to be taken
advantage of because of our intelligence and together we developed
ways to deal with being different.

When I moved onto high school and out of the G/T program, I
retained this confidence and vision. I was on the Honor Roll every
semester, in both the Symphonic and the Pep Band, in the Spanish
Club, etc. And during my sophomore year I applied and was chosen
to participate in a year-long AFS Exchange to Japan. I now speak the
language fluently and translated for the govenor in October, 1990. 1
was also able to gain considerable insight into the culture by being
elected to be the Student Body Vice-President, being awarded
Shodan ("black belt") in Kendo (Japanese fencing), appearing on
national Japanese television twice, and by achieving a 2.5 GPA, above
average when ranked with my Japanese peers. I graduated with
honors in 1989 with the first class of Project Promise participants.



I am now a Presidential Scholar at Montana State University
where I am majoring in Chemical Engineering and Political Science,
have a cummulative 4.0 GPA, am Chair of the University Honors
Student Executive Board, and am an active volunteer at the Women's
Resource Center. I have done research for the Closed-Environment
Life Support System Project funded by NASA, and am now a
legislative intern.

This level of consistent achievement is not limited to me,
however. Some of the other members of my class that have also
brought recognition to themselves, their schools, and this state are
for example:

Allene Whitney - won 6th in the National Westinghouse Science

Talent Search, $10,000 scholarship.

- 1989 All USA Today Academic Team.

- accepted to Stanford, recognized to be in top 250
applicants.

- Presidential Scholar at MSU.

- Advocat

- Student Representative on University Honors Program
Advisory Committee.

- National Merit Finalist

- valdictorian

Amity Feaver - very active in student council in high school.
- valdictorian.
- Puget Sound University.

Gwen Gray - saluditorian.
- MIT
- Navy ROTC.
- Canyon Ferry Limnological Institute Student Director.

Jenny DeVoe - President of United Methodist Youth, 2,000,000
members. ~
- Girls State Governor.

Student Body President.

Century III Leadership Scholarship.

National Honors Society.

National Presidential Scholar, visited the Whitehouse.

Jenny DeVoe Day in Helena.

Msu Presidential Scholar.

President of Spurs.
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- USA Today all Academic Team.

- Chair of Tutorial Committee, ASMSU.

- Resident Advisor.
All of these students have an incredible list of achievements. They
are and will continue to contribute to the community largely because
of the initial belief the community had in them.

Several of my colleagues have asked if I wouldn't have been
just as successful if I hadn't been in the Project Promise or Gifted and
Talented Program. I don't feel that I would have been. The initial
identification for and my subsequent performance in the program
increased my self-confidence, encouraged my academic exploration,
and provided a support network for my specific needs. Without the
additional developmental service, it would have been very difficult
for me to believe in myself enough to even attempt to achieve what I
have achieved already.

I, personally and on the behalf of the MEA, ask that OPI's
recommended appropriation for the Gifted and Talented Program be
approved. Thank you very much for your consideration.
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1993 BIENNIUM
SPECIAL EDUCATION

ALLOWABLE COST PROJECTIONS

NANCY KEENAN
SUPERINTENDENT

OFFICE OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
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FIGURE 2

State-To-State Differences In Percentage Of
Children Served Under EHA-B And ECIA (SOP),
School Year 1987-88

STATE

HAWAIl
LOUISIANA
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
GEORGIA
CALIFORNIA
ARIZONA
COLORADO hy
WISCONSIN
NEVADA
NEW HAMPSHIRE
WASHINGTON ks

IDAHO
TEXAS
MICHIGAN
NORTH CAROLINA
NEW YORK
KANSAS
NORTH DAKOTA

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
OKLAHOMA
NEW MEXICO
FLORIDA
INDIANA
ARKANSAS
NEBRASKA
MISSISSIPPI
KENTUCKY
MINNESOTA
SOUTH DAKOTA
UTAH
MISSOURI
IOWA
WYOMING
TENNESSEE
SOUTH CAROLINA
MARYLAND
ALASKA
VERMONT
ILLINO!S
CONNECTICUT
AHODE ISLAND
ALABAMA
DELAWARE
MAINE -

WEST VIRGINIA b
NEW JERSEY
MASSACHUSETTS

10

PERCENTAGE



Approved Allowable Costs, 1988-90

eacher e s e
psych/speach

aide” f

health insurance

Approved allowable costs have increased
in all categories over the last three years,
particularly for personnel. Salary levels
for 1989 and 1990 are indexed to 1987-88.

occup/phys therapist
special ed director :
clerical personnel ,,

other

ravel k

Approved 1988
Y4 Approved 1989
Approved 1990*

tuition in state !
tuition out of state ’

workers' comp §

room and board

0 ' 10000000 v : 20000000

fec & bud 90/all costcomp 3yr T * As of May 10, 1990

Approved Allowable Cost for
Out-of-District Placements
School Years 1988-90

Approved In-State Private

. »1°°°°°° N | Approved Out-of-State Residential $ 829,837+
| § e ,  $626,132

';;5 : $565,020 .
& 600000 - ' 537,769
% . ] 381,093 -
g s00000 V1 340,984 -------- S ——
% 200000 -{']

|| 81224036 945,039 292,068

N :
1988 1989 1990
School Year Beginning

/ce & bud 90/00d 88-90 app * As of May 10, 1990
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IN SPECIAL EDUCATION

LEGISLATIVE FUNDING POSITION

The providers of special eduction in the State of Montana were indeed
grateful to the 1989 state legislature for its infusion of new money into the
1989/90 and 1990/91 budget;( The legislature's sensitivity to the increased
costs in providing these mandated services was appreciated. However, it is not
surprising that the costs of providing special education services in the State
of Montana have continued to rise since the 1989 appropriation. During the first
year of the biennium (1989-90 school year) the state appropriation, when combined
with federal funds and some district support, was generally adequate to fund
required services. However, the 1990-91 appropriation (same as 1989-90) came up
far short of the 1989-90 appropriation in meeting the financial costs of our
state special education programs. This is due to a variety of reasons:

~Inflationary Costs

-Increase in the number of OPI approved programs

-The first year of mandated special education services to children age 3 -

5 which were not covered under the 1990/91 appropriation

-Increase in services to medically fragile students

-Increased costs in transportation for itinerant personnel

The disparity between the state funding level and actual costs of providing
special education services has been borne largely at the local level. Graphic
examples of the extent of district contributions are illustrated in the attached
sample of districts throughout the state. (Appendix A) The additional burden
on local districts to fund special educaticn has again set in motion escalating
competition between regular education services and mandated special education
services for the local tax dollar. This comes at a time when districts are
gearing up to meet new accreditation standards; what ﬁakes this situation even
more difficult is that the amount of money a district can generate locally has
been legislatively capped at 104% of the previous years budget. With the 104%
cap on the general fund and special education as part of the general fund, fiscal
increases in special education from state or local sources directly cause
decreases in actual dollars for regular education. An increase in special

education during the 1990/91 school year for a special education contingency will




cause a corresponding decrease in regular education if the service is carried
over to the 1991/92 school year. Special education and related costs to special
education (i.e. transportation) must be excluded from the 104% cap and allowed
to fluctuate according to the enrollment, mandates and allowable cost schedule.
The 104% cap including special education hurts both the regular and special
education student. This was certainly not the intent of the legislature.

A further complication of this funding crisis is the district's ability or
inability to maintain fiscal effort to continue to receive feaeral special
education dollars. Under the concépt of mainteﬁance of fiscal effort for special
education, a district must spend at least the same amount of state and local
dollars for special education services from year to year or risk total loss of
federal funding. A decrease in spending results in non-maintenance of effort and
subsequent loss of federal funding. For fiscal year 1990-91 $4,098,496 under
EHA/B Flowthrough and $556,780 under Pre-School Grants were at risk.

In actual numbers the state 1990-91 special education allowable costs
approved by the Office of Public Instruction were $37,593,392. The Office of
Public Instruction had enough appropriation to fund only $33,361,646. It must
be noted that the approved allowable cost district budgets for 1990/1991 were
based on 1987-88 level salaries and benefits as well as an artificially low
figure of $200.00 for each approved program for supplies and equipment. This
created an initial disparity between approved allowable cost and actual costs.
In addition, items such as heat, lighting, and facilities are not included in
allowable costs and must be funded by the local district. Over and above
allowable costs and indirect costs are district's contributions to social
security, retirement and transportation.

It is evident from this description that even at a level of full state
funding of approved allowable costs, local districts contribute significantly to
provide special education services.

To avoid the prospect of underfunding required programs which could lead
to possible legal confrontations, the Montana Council of Administrators in

Special Education recommend full legislative funding of approved allowable costs.
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A projection for the funds needed to fully fund special education allowable
costs for the next biennium can be based on three factors:
1) District expenditures from FY 1988/89 Trustees Reports carried
forward with an inflationary factor and program expansion factor.
2) Office of Public Instruction Approved Allowable Costs for FY 1990/91
carried forward with inflation and program expansion factors.
3) District FY 1990/91 special education budgets carried forward with

inflation and program expansion factors.

Unfortunately, the accounting structure utilized by the Office of Public
Instruction for past Trustees Reports makes it impossible to garner accurate
enough data to detail actual special education expenditures.

Therefore, this projection is based on an extension of OPI approved

allowable costs and a district FY 1990/91 Budget Sample obtained from a MCASE

October, 1990 Survey.

MCASE makes the following projections for funds needed to fully fund

special education allowable costs:

1) A projection from data in Table 1 based on forward extension of Approved

Allowable Costs would require an additional:

$10,485,185 for FY 1991/1992
$13,439,058 for FY 1992/1993
2) A projection from Data in Appendix A and Table 2 gathered from the MCASE

survey on Budgeted District contributions would require an additional:

$11,995,258 for FY 1991/1992

$15,009, 535 for FY 1992/1993




0661/92/1T :QALNIVd poaoaload «
Lru““""”“"“”“””"”““"""““““”””““””;*““““”u”””“”“””“”““”””“”"“n“”””””*V”"””“””“”“””Hn”“”””””““““”””%h””“”““”“null+ ZxTm T T T =
SES‘600°'ST  TIBT'TILE’'SY %20°V T10'989°'GT LS9'LVO’6V +0°S 9v9’'19€ €€ x000'00C 1T £6-C6
8GZ'S66'TT b06'9SE’'Sh %0° ¥ 1S6°L0T’2T L6T'69S°'Sh %S ¥ 9r9‘T9€'CE  »000‘00T'T 26-16
916’9606 295’85V ¢V 20" ¥ 916’9606 z9s’8Sv 2y 39°S 9b9’'19€’¢¢ Zg9s’‘ssr’ey 16-06
$L°¢C . %0°6 06-68
$9°¢C $L°Y 68-88
e, — - - — e e e s e o o e e e e e e e e = T e e e - — o +
;f""“"""“""""”"""""""””""“"”“"Hu“ulu....“"”””““”“"""""""”"""u””“"”“"u”“”LT”"”””“"““”“””“"“H””"”””””"""””n”“"“" +"”""“H"“u+
(qau) (¥an) (1d80) (1d0) §3500 aTqe
AD0Y-aYyog ayosy xXapul Ao¥-TJul uoTj3erjul Xapug -M0TTe UT S3S0D
aeys S380D 20Taxd [aeys S350D uoT) 2arvys Yyimoan 30Ta3sTg Ieax
310Ta3sTd paisnlpy ayo g, 30Ta2387TQ poasunlpy -eTJUl 83e3s weaboad pa3labpng 1004os
P+ E 1t Pt it P R3S Pt P P e P R Y 5t P PR
06/11 ‘s3sbpng 30T1a38Tp T00UDS 3JO AdAans HFSYOW uo paseq suorldnafoad 1z A1EYL
pajoaloag «
11"“"“"""""""""“"”“"""""“""""""““LT"“”“”““"""”““"""”””””“"“”"“"”"""LT"""“"“”"""““”"”"“”"“”"”””"”"""”""”"""“;T""""“““””+
8S0’'6EV'ET HOL’008'9b 20V 6G6°'0¢9°9T G609'g86'6Y %0°S 9v9’'T19€'EE  »000'002°'T *C6E°€66°6E £€6-26
S8T’'S8V 0T T1€8'9¥8'Ey 0"V BL6'L60'ET $Z9'6SP'9v %S5°% 9v9’'T9€’'€E  *000'00C’'T «xZ6E'E6L'8E 76-16
ZC6'v¥9’L  895°900'Th %0°¥ 666'8v6‘'6  SPI'OIE’'EV %9°S 9v9’19€‘€cE  LSB'PIE'T  T6E'E€6S'LE 16-06
T9v‘€08’y  LOT’'S91'8E %L°T £€60°LOV'9  6EL'B9L'6E %0°S 9v9’19€’ce  6VPT'8YT’'T  S€S'8LT'9E 06-68
0€ET’289'8 9LL'EVO’'9E 39°C 898'61V'6 PIS‘1I8L79E %LV 9v9’'19¢€’Le 98¢ '0€T1 ‘G€ 68-88
o e e e o e — —— e +
AY""""“"""“""""“"“"“““””""”"”""””LT“"""”"”““"""”""”””""““"""""”“"""xT"""“"““""""“"”"""”"”"""”"“"""““”""""""17"”""”“““”+
(vaw) {(van) (van) (14d0) (1d0) {(1d0) $350) pd $3500 atqe
3Oo¥¢-ayoy ayoal xapul JoY-TJuUl uoT3eyjul xapul 1eToads joO -MOTTe ut s$350D
aaeys S$350D 9oT1ad aaeys S350D uotj axeys yaimoan atqemoT 1Y aeaj
3013351Q paasnlpy ayoy, 32TIASTQ paisnlpy -e1jul 83e3% weaboag paaoaddy 100UoSs
17"""""""""""""“""""“""“""“"“”””".Ar""”“"“"""""""""““"”“""""”""""“"“LT""""“|.h"”“"""""”""""""""""""“"“""""“““"+"""""""”"+
‘suotT3oaload Aaefes asyoesal yvaAW/IdO T
pue ‘(1d40) x8pul 82Tad Jaawnsuod -1
:butsn s3soD afqemolIv uotaeonpg tetoads Ido uo paseq uotidalfoag 1 219el

SNOILDIrodd 1SOD ATAYMOTIV NOILYONAd TVIOAdS WNINNIIE €661



EXHIBIT

oAt/ = //" Y

HB.Ed -~ Cuuy. ‘ﬁi&ﬁ

‘uonjendoadde ayeys ayy ydnoayy sjqupteaw £jjenjoe
c;::c Jo junoure oyj pue s3502 d[qemoj(e paaosddr usdmyaq daudLYIp Ay smoys spuny pajeradoaddy snutw pasosddy (g)

MDA Buiamollog ay) 19I3pnq oY) 0L Y{Ing dav A|UNSn pue ‘SaIALds pue

auuostdd [ruonippe oy quak [oods oy Jutinp pojuinii $1509 apquamotpe poaotdde ur saseadou spuasaados imorry wedifor g (o)
) [ooy { ) d (7

ALK DUILS DY 10) XOPU DN ] JDWNSUO)) DY JO |94
a4} Mo[aq a1am soseaLduy Aefus ‘s9sed [[B Ul VN £q pajtodad saseatout Aiejus [ouuostad 03 anp i yjmodr) uoneyuy (1)

SALON
Jde9 X [00Yo5 uoieul g Yimoib | jeloy
£€6-26 26-16 16-06 06-68 6g-gg OO/1 OB pusdxas ayy
Nhi 0
uonpeurdoaddy 91e18 [ j
(¢) spuny pajenrdorddy - pasosddy [ - 0000000+
(%) yamouan) weadord [
(1) wymoxn uone(juy [ ﬁ
- 00000002 0
| g
=2
L 0000000€ 3
g
S , o
2§ | 3
o |- 9LL'EVO'9E A 0000000
£ 8 LOT'G91'S¢ W
vy 895'900°'T¥ W .
1€8°'9v8°ey |- 00000005
T H0L‘008'9Y ~uonednpg [8edg J0 1500 [0, -
: |

:oEwEnH pue yimoar) werdoad Jo s309JJif SuImoys
90aNnog Aq umopseaag 3so)) uoneonpy readg

-
Pian
i



B0 00O
26-16

S|elo} Isip pnq pue oLy
06/11 esea puedxay

A\

N

NN
itk

s
SRR

(V3W) sauejes Jayoes | + s1abpng 1011siQ 16-0661 U0 paseq eleys 10uisia 7]
(Y3} seuejes Jayses] + sjso) ajqemo|ly ddy uo peseg eseys 1ouisig El

- 00000001

€6-C66T 0} 16-0661 SIed) [00YDS ‘uoryeonpryy
[e1oodg 03 suonNYLIIuo)) JPLIYSI(J (80T
pojedpng pue pajewnsy jJo uosrreduro)

- 00000002

8y

S1500) uoneInpy [eneds
0} uoNNQLYUO)) LYSLJ [620]



EXHIBIT

2
pATE_ L= LL=F/ .
_Lm mWW}/\H:hL\.hﬁpkx.NtPFK.

00" VLL'ETS

00°00€’TS

00°650°2$
00°T2T'¥LS
00°08YV ‘¢S
00°S66°'v6T$
00°0$
00°000°122$
00°€92°ST$
00°2L9’91$
00°062$
91°2v0’'82¥$
00°0$
00°96Z°1$
00°0$
00°855‘81$
00°6€9°C$
00°8L6'VZS
00°0$
00°000‘99¢€$

00°286'S0TS

HRERERRENENNEAN R RN NN NN RN AR XENERN XN

s3abpng
*dsueay, -onpd
*oads 16/0661

00" ELE'ETTS

00°96€'TCS

¥0°S65/6$
00°€66°0v2$
00°1v6'L8S
00°vLY'8LTS
90°6Sh'EVS
00°69€°962$
00°002‘9T1$
00°552'08%
00°01E’0VS
LT TLB'LSLS
¥9°96S'813
oo°szL'1eS
00°009‘¥€S
00°990°6T1$
00°656°L2S
00°6£8‘8¢S
00°020’€EVS
00°006'62V$
00°086'6LTS

xel], (10akeg

uot3eonpd 1eroads

03 uoTINgIIjzuoy
16/066T

ONITIOangd
NOIXLYDr, ™™ TYIDAIS TYNOILIAAY

%9°81

$9°¢1

v 61
¥V ST
$1°€

£ 1A 4

$E°S

$0°81
$9°1¥
v °1¢e
$CT°ET
¥L° 2T
€L

S V1
$6°¢CC
S°6T
%6°CC
$9°91
%€ 8¢
5791
%8°6¢C

uoTINqTIUCD

30TI38TQ A9 pied

§350D a7qemoT 1V
abequaonaag

00°0¥8’'v0TS

00°085'61$

00°Sv6°T1$
00°61S‘0VTS
00°vOL6TS

00°T0S‘08$
v 6SS v1s
007 0SL’VSES
00"050°'9Z¢€S
00°021'0S5¢$
00°99v'9¢$
00°9L0'66LS
00°000’CT$
00°60%°‘12S
00°009'2s$
00°9v¥8°0¢$
00°9VL‘YS$

00"ZvI’'t1EsS
00°000'90T1$
00°0Y6°'S¥TS

00°2t6'80¥S

a3araoand

¥ VUdANIddy

S30Ta38Ta Kk1wpuooas pue Aiejuswa(g pautquwod

00°61C°09v$

00°60€’'vZ1$

00° €6V '6V$
00°0OLY‘69LS
00°0TE'619%
00°€6S’G6SL'T$
00°9€5'292$
00°¥8C'TI9°TS
00°L6T'8S5YS
00°Z€6°9V¥S$
00" v9L'ELTS
00°809°'tTTL’CS
00°6L0’CSTS
00°€T18'STTS
00°LY9‘9LTS
00°€S59°LTTS
00°v68°€81$
00°89C‘95T1S
00°9T19'0LT1S
00°9€8‘8YT’'1$

00°522’'2796$

NOILNGIYINOD FIVILS

¥ ¥
vxuoO3Isbutar
'913 uoTiTa

T004yds ubty
‘0D peayasaeag

vyUrWaZOY
¥ yEpUODBUY
»»333N0gG

abpo 1aaq
»xBUST3H
x»xDUTUMOIg
xx9IARYH
»xPBIUOD
»»STT®B4 e8I
x»AQTays
»xNE330YD
vx)ueg 2IND
»sAqaeqg
¥xST{TRATOD
¥»¥d[1TASUBADAS
*a1d 923eb113H
913 BISKH

"S'H ©0 ®eIsSH

A R Y I I T T I I T T I T

NOILNAIYINOD IJDIYISIA

*35Td ToOYyss

SIS0D JATIYMOTIVY NOIIVYONAA TVIDALS 1661/0661

0661 ‘YIALOIDO - XIAAUNS ASYOW



00 vH1$
00°618‘8TS
00°00S°‘¥$
00°ETT’PI8S
00°00S’'T$
00°00S’'T$
00°9zZv’'vS
00°0Z8'LTS
00 SLZ’ETS
00°6585'L$
00°0$
00'CsL‘TES
00°896‘€ETS
00°000'ETS
00°0$%
00°0St‘'€T$
00°000'T$
00°885’S€ES
00°006$
00°ST0’8¥S

00°000‘z€E$S

EAREEXXENERRR N

s3abpng
*dsuea], *onpd
*0ads 16/0661

9T°89T'1LS
00°08T’9¥VS
00°000°’6¥$
00°059‘L08$
oo.Omo.ﬁmw
00°000'€S$
00°65L'%TS
00°GCT’LLTS
00°Z8E ‘0SS
00" vLE'VES
00°00S‘ZV$s
00°62T°SLS
00°SLE'TSS
00°02Z6'LLS
00°0€G°2TS
v¥8°052‘CeS
00°¥s5‘0¢$
00°L96'68$
00°¥8E’6TS
00°L96°'VVTS
00°00L’82$
xe] 110aked
uot3eonpy jeroads

03 uoTaINgTI3uod
T6/066T

ONIZTIOANg
NOIXV¥ONAd IYIDA4S "TYNOIXLIAQVW

Y

b €e

$€°02

$5°LT

$L°8¢

$€° €€

$8°9¢

$8° LT

VLT

$9°9¢

$0°LT

$5°0€

$0°L

$9°5¢

$5°LT

$5°0C

$T°¥S

W LE

$2°8

$0°LT

$T°ve

L YANRA

uoT3INgTIUOD
30T1135Ta A4 pred

§350) BTQeMOTIY
abejusoaag

00°099 ‘902$
00°81S‘€LS
00°000‘¥¥$
00°T6Z LYL TS
96°8L0’0LS
00°€9v’'¥6S
00°LLS'G¥S
00°650°05€$
00°TL8'L6S
00°2Z9€‘S¥S
v6°825°€8$
00°L89'€ES
00°€29'v8S
00°192’€8$
00°000’6¢$
66°8v8°981$
00°529'85$%
00°90Z'G¥$
00°000°s€E$S
00°vzz‘zots

00°00Z°’s€$S

aaraosand

SLS0D TTIYMOTIV NOIIYONA3 TVIOAdS T1661/0661
‘¥F4d0ID0 XFAUNS HASYOW

0661

00°986°CTIVS
00°vLE'68TS
00°906‘L0ZS
00°800°CvE‘YS
00°19Z/0v1S
00°869°L5Z$
00°926°LTTS
00°680'8¢6%
00°€LE’662S
00-ct0‘cees
00 €E€E’06TS
00°6E6°LYYS
00°1ST'9v2$
007299 €6ES
00°250°L6S
00°CEE’'8STS
00°810°86$%
00°8€6°506%
00°vZC'v6$
00°568'T2ES
00°6TV'EETS

NOIINGIYINOD dILVYILS

S3IOTIISTQ A1vpuodas puv AI1v3UswWa(xy PaUTQWOD .«

»xUTPIRH

¥ xUMO3STMO"]

pOOMH D07
»»sBUTTTTE
»xhoIL
»xYSTIa3ITUM
»x¥104 DB1g
»x[18dsT1RYy
xyuUBUOY
+»xUOSTO4d
usasabaaagy
»xRagr
xxA3UpTS
»x3ATPUSBTD

x+BIATEW

»»3UTOd JTOM

»»Y3zhsaog

»»K3TD SOTTIN

xxX93EQH
vyopeabiag

xxt0bsern

R R T R R R B R R Ry U T vV

NOILNYIYINOD IDIYLSIA *318T1d 1ooyos

¢ 9beg



g

HiBIT.

A
DATE__L-//-F/
HB_Ed = dur. Lyt

A

$39Ta338YQ Aaepuosas puw K1wjuswalg pouUTqWOD .«

91°2v0’s09’‘eS

00°0$
00°%9C’CES

T6°LEV'088 VS

00°L19'82$%

00 VEE‘VES

$6°81

SL°PT

16°78T‘€EEL’9S

00 6vv ‘625

00°ce6’'€EvsS

go°t16L’ETIT’'ETS

00°ST¥’9C1s$

00°vE0’'SCCS

STYIOL

»xdnpunoy

»¥[9ane"q]

Tl R R R R R E R RS E R R

s3yabpng
*dsueay, *onpd
‘oads 16/0661

xe] (roaked
uoTjeonp® tetroads
03 uoT3INQTIJUOD
16/066T

DNIXIOANE
NOIXIVYONAA IVIDA4S TTYNOIXLIAAVY

uoT3INGTIFUOD
30T71387d A9 pTed
S350D 91qemoTIVy
abejusoaxag

NOILNHIYINOD IDIUISIA

aazaoang

SIS0D FIGYMOTIV NOILYONAd ‘IVIDAAS T1661/0661
‘4FAFOID0 XIAUNS FASYOW

06671

NOILNYIYILNOD JIVILS

"3§TQ To0UdS

£ abeg



00°9¥07'68C €S S3DTI3ISTA [0OUDS TI® Te30L pa3osdtoad *S30TI3STP

1eoo1 pue 23e3s 343 Aq pted s3s00 syjgemoiie Jo %.°'8 Arazewixoadde o3 jusateatnba aie

590IN06 @nhusadx 83e3s pue Ajunod ‘Teool Aq pred sisoo uotrjejaodsueag uorjeonpm Tetoads
uoTyIngrajzuo) ajdwes uorjzeixodsuexy uorjzeonpy Teroads -y

00°2¥07S097C5

00°86E "VST"9S S30TI38TA (ooUYdS T1IV Te3ol pe3jdaloiad *§30TI3STP [BOOT pue 83e3S
ay3 Aq pted s3s00 ayqemoTlie 3O $£°9T AT1o23ewixoadde o3 juateainba aae (°*o38 ‘juswaariay
‘K3Tanoes 1eToog) §301INn0S snusaay Ted0T pue Ajunon ‘s3jeas Aq pred saxey 11oxkegq

: uotinqrajzuopy atduwes xel [roxkeg ‘¢

00°8EV'08B8'VS

*I9UUOBIBd JUBRIBUTII
I03J [9AeBI] pue S3juswadseld I2TIISTd JO INO ‘s3uapnis pajelosT I03J paeod pue wood ‘(14O YaTm paijeriobsu) sa3dTAISS PalIORIIUOD

‘ (Adeasys yosads 3dsoxs ‘juspniys awty TIny xad p0°0z$ {3uspnis awry 3xed 103 00°sT1¢8) satiddng/sieraajzen Buiyoea]l ‘(3TWTY
wooasse1d aad poz$) 3uswdinby jo atedsy pue juawdinbd ‘soueansul yiieaH ‘uotjesuadwo) SISHIOM :S3SO0D BTYEMOTTE I8Y3I0

*s3stbototpny pue sistdeasayl teuorjednooo pue TeoTsAyd ‘sesanN apniout Aew pue ‘Tauuosasagd TeoT1I8TD ‘SI03H9ITC UOTILONPT

1etoads ‘astboroyoksg fTooyos ‘s3stboioyzed yossds ‘sspiv asyoesl ‘sasyoesl :103] savaeles :3pn{oUl B31500 OS1gEMOT1Y
00°29S8785V'ZV¥S taeax 1ooyss 1661/066T @U3 103 3abpng 350D 21qEMOTTV AILDALOHd 'TYIOL
(dz) sasod
aTqemo11y paaoaddy aatjzeaadoop snid dz woxy pesN pajosloag s30TaysT@ [ooyss °*9o
00°'Gv8’008'P5 t1667/066T I103 s3500 afqemoiie pasoadde BATjeaedoo) UoTIeonpd (eioeds -J
00 LTIL"LSO7LES *$30TI3STd TOOUDS I0F uoTingqrajuo) pejzoaload [eso] pue ajels 3
00°eLL’0O6V"8S

(*a1dwes sc€°6L
woxy paijoaload s3oTaasTp TIE) UOTINQTIIUOCD IDTIISTA TOOUDS TBIOL  °Q

00 v¥6799176¢S . (sa3at3exadoon Huipnioxa)
83973870 Tooydss [i1e xo3 uotzetadoaddy 3soD 8TqeMOTIY JO UOTIEOSOTIV @3®3S D

$9°27 :ueay
$T°¥S 03 s1°¢ :8buey g

T6 ¢8I EEL'9S *§30TaISTP Tooyds T1e Aq @pew sUOTINQTIFUOD JO E°6L ST 2anbry sTyl :uoTadwunssy -y
{a1dwes) uoTINQTIJUOD 3IDTAISTJ BISOD 2IqEMOTIY 7

00°TeL'ETT ECS (seat3ieaadoo) uot3zeonpy jervoads
03 suoTjedolle butpnioxs) §30TA3510d [0OUDS 11¢ OF UOTJEOO[1U ©3€35 JO I 6L

:630TIIESTQ 259Y3] 03 53500 B[GEMOTTV JO UOTINGTIJUOD 3RS 'Y

(s30Ta3sTp Kaejuawaya 9 ‘s39TI3STP To0oyos ybry ¢

*faepucoas pue AIejuswale pauTqwos S3OTIISTP 9¢) 630T138Tg Tooysds {(og) Aaubra :ajdwes -1
XIAHNS 0667 ‘HAGOLDO FSYOW SISATIYNYV YIVd XUVYWKAOS
19 4 1 31 121 § 3 3 a2 . -



VISITOR'S REGISTER

ey /////ﬂ/,%d S SUBCOMMITTEE
AGENCY (S) _ 32/ ,/j/;s’%’/;éa%///? pate _/-//-F/
DEPARTMENT
NAME REPRESENTING Sonz| POSE
Tan Weight me K L~
YM %"Oov—-— C il
XMW oA B TE e
mxt&\u/\ L\LCLLX X 2w L
Tewre Mgy McT all
Dy B Ly < A.M -
Wi \\\A('Qéw\\:\()\ o /
@gg«wc/iu i | 7S BA 0”%’:@
L (V) Sy Y/, Lig,
F7 2 /0 M,Z_ﬂ OAT L

/w fﬁww

MCASE

5‘ W . /’”7’ TJ Cbct[)

SR

IF YOU CARE TO WRITE COMMENTS, ASK SECRETARY FOR WITNESS STATEMENT

IF YOU HAVE WRITTEN COMMENTS, PLEASE GIVE A COPY TO THE SECRETZRY.

FORM CS-~33A
Rev. 1985






