10/06/2000 09:12:46 AM
Page 1

" LRB-0656

2001 DRAFTING REQUEST

Bill
Received: 10/02/2000
Wanted: As time permits

For: Administration-Budget 6-1103

This file may be shown to any legislator: NO

Received By: grantpr
Identical to LRB:
By/Representing: Milioto

Drafter: grantpr

May Contact: Alt. Drafters:
Subject: ~ Education - school boards Extra Copies: MJL
Higher Education - miscellaneous
Pre Topic:
DOA:.......Milioto -
Topic:
Grants for pupil technology support
Instrﬁctions:
See Attached
Drafting History:
Vers.  Drafted Reviewed Typed Proofed Submitted Jacketed Required
/? grantpr gilfokm - -S&L
10/04/2000  10/05/2000 -
/1 | _ pgreensl Irb_docadmin
10/06/2000 10/06/2000
FE Sent For:

<END>



10/04/2000 11:43:49 AM
Page 1

- LRB-0656

2001 DRAFTING REQUEST

Bill
Received: 10/02/2000
Wanted: As time permits
For: Administration-Budget 6-1103
This file may be shown to any legislator: NO
May Contact:

Subject: Education - school boards
Higher Education - miscellaneous

Received By: grantpr
Identical to LRB:
By/Representing: Milioto
Drafter: grantpr

Alt. Drafters:

Extra Copies: MJL

Pre Topic:

DOA....... Milioto -

Topic:

Grants for pupil technology support

Instructions:

See Attached

Drafting History:

Vers. Drafted Reviewed Typed

Proofed Submitted Jacketed

1? grantpf

ey 3

FE Sent For:

[

Required

o5,

&

<END>




Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Post Office Box 7864

Madison, WI 53707-7864

Voice (608) 266-1736

Fax (608) 267-0372

TTY (608) 267-9629

Date: October 02, 2000
To: Steve Miller, LRB

From: | -Steve Milioto, DOAS R /
266-1103

Subject: TEACH Statutory Language Requests

Please draft the following statutory, language-ehangesfor- TEACH ™

1. Student Technology Support Initiative - Initiative would train K-12 students to '
provide educational technology support services to their school districts. (See attched
description) (Drafter's note: Iwould like this initiative to be for the 01-03 biennfiiry




llbrarles because the program does not meet the unique needs of public libraries. Based on statewide survey resuits,
_public library“bgards expressed significant need, however, for financial assistance in the purchdse of communications
servers, routers, hitks, or switches for direct connection to the Internet, in addition to assjstance for electrical and data
wiring upgrades. A greater number of Wisconsin residents would have access to improved library services if branch
libraries, especially branch Tikgaries governed by county library boards, could rge€ive subsidized Internet access.
Finally, shared services aoreem’e tg_ between libraries and their local goverpafents would increase the affordability of
Internet access for libraries, maximizexthe utilization of bandwidth, and.€ncourage local governing boards to support
Internet access. _ '
Instructions: Make necessary changes to Chapter 44 (see Senage
libraries only for shared serv1ces agreements (do noty ;

ubstitute Amendment 2 to 1999 Senate Bill 60 with

4. Expand Authority to Pay Telecommunicatj

Administration (DOA).
Change: Permit TEACH to

uctions: Make necessary changes to Chapter 44.

New Initiatives

Request: Create pilot demonstration project in collaboration. with the University of Wisconsin System and Wisconsin
Technical College Systemr where K-12 students are trained to provide educational technology support services to their
school districts. Anticipated cost is $500,000 to $1.0 million from federal E-rate funds.

* Rationale: School districts have made significant investments in computer networks and hardware using federal, state,
and local funding. By the end of the 1999-2001 biennium, TEACH will have provided $132 million in block grant

- funds since the creation of TEACH. Wiring loans in the amount of $48 million have been approved to upgrade
computer network wiring and related electrical wiring. In addition, significant investments in data lines. for Internet
access and video links for full motion video distance education coursework amount to approximately $20 million to
date. Finally, another $15 million has gone to professional training for teachers and library staff in educational
technology. These efforts will prove fruitless if the technical infrastructure is not maintained properly and on-site
technical support is not available to teachers and students. :

Of the 367 school districts (86%) that completed the spring 1999 Milken Exchange on Education Technology survey,
45% of the school districts reported technical support to keep equipment operational as one of the top three needs for
technical assistance. Other top needs include professional development at 69% and curriculum integration of
Wisconsin Information and Technology Literacy Standards into the assessed content area curricula (math, science,
social studies, and language arts) at 58%

School districts, as their higher education counterparts, find it difficult to recruit and retain instructional technology
(IT) personnel. Competition with the private sector for IT staff is compounded by the private sector’s ability to offer
. highly competitive salaries and training opportunities. School districts simply cannot compete. National data as well
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rmor Thompson’s Task Force on Techmcal Education predlct an ongoing acute shortage of hlghly skllled
cal workers in Wlsconsm and across the nation. :

ddress these issues, the UW-System instituted student technology services programs at all of its campuses. Under
rogram students are trained to deliver IT services to students, faculty, and staff. Dual benefits result:. technology
yport demands are met at the institutional level and a poo] of trained, skxlled technical workers is being developed
he IT workforce.

structions:” Make necessary changes to Chapter 44.

Reguest: Study the use of emerging chnology products, servxces and applications for distance learning for the K-12
-.environment. TEACH anticipates conducting.z prox1mately six pHots at an estimated total cost of $500,000 with 50%
funding from federal E-rate dollars and the remaint §30% from the TEACH Telecommunications Access Program.
Rationale: Many assumptions exist today about emerging #éshgologies. And- although these assumptions are untested,

' they often have a significant impact on policy or purchasing decisions._For example, some believe interactive IP video
" is economically deployable on a large-scale basis tsday with high quallty applications for K-12 education. Much more
reliable information is needed regarding the fyitire direction and applications of Sttucational technology. The results of -
the pilot will be documented and used for atewxde strateglc educational technology pla m&{

Instructions: Draft non-statutory langya

~.

7. Assistive Téchnolggy

- Requey Identlfy ass1st1ve echnology needs of K-12 students mcludmo (but not limited to) access'to and avallabxhty
of assistiventechnology hardware and software and related staff development needs of educatefs. Report findings and
. recommendatiogs to the Govemor by January, 2002.
_ Rationale: Assistive technology is any item, piece of equipment;.or product system that is used to increase, maintain,
_ or improve the functiong] capabilities of a child with a disability.  Assistive techne ogy can improve the learning
. capabilities and promote edugational gains of students with disabilities through fobility enhancements, acce551b111ty to
~ information, and cognitive fun®tign. Currently, TEACH staff does not hay€ the expertise to determine ways in which
current TEACH resources could be™used effectwely to address the needs’6f students with disabilities and identify what
additional resources consistent with theXEACH mission are neededA0 assist these students. A study group comprised
of K-12 and post-secondary special educatidn specialists, represerfatives from professional organizations (i.e.,
Wisconsin Assistive Technology Initiative), andhathers could 551st TEACH staff in thlS effort.
Instructions: Draft necessary non-statutory languages

8. Mobi]e Technology Centers

Request: Direct the TEACH Board to researgtf the feasibility of “Mobie Technology Centers” to determine: (a)

Wisconsin communities lacking public ge€ess points (i.e., schools, libraries, community centers) to the Internet and

other technology resources; (b) best méthod(s) of delivering the Internet and Otker technology resources to these -

communities; and (c) identificatign’of private funding sources for Mobile Technolog Centers Report findings and

recommendations to the Gove n0Or by January, 2002. :

Rationale: The "digital divid€," or the disparities in public access to the Internet and other chnology resources, is a
~ well-documented problep” Nat10nw1de 20% of households that earn less than $30,000 a yearsse computers at home,
compared to 80% of hduseholds which earn $75,000 or more. Although public access to the Internat in Wisconsin has
grown dramatically“with 98% of our public libraries and the majority of Wisconsin school districts linked to the
Internet, gaps s#l persist, especially for small communities located in isolated areas of the state. Anecdotakevidence
from the 1999 TEACH Training and Technical Assistance Grants projects, espemally those with a library patrox
training focus, have experienced much greater than expected demand for services. This is an indication of the pubh
desjr€ for Internet access and other technology resources.

structions: Draft necessary non-statutory language.

‘.
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The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows: ‘
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DOA.......Milioto — Grants for pupil technology support

For 2001-03 BUDGET — NoT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

AN Act ...; relating to: the budget.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
EDUCATION

OTHER EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCIES

This bill directs the technology for educational achievements in Wisconsin
board to award grants to school districts in the 2001-03 fiscal biennium to train
pupils to provide educational technology support services.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, Wh1ch will be
printed as an appendix to this bill. ‘

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 9149. Nonétatutory provisions; technology for educational

achievement in Wisconsin board.

(1) GRANTS FOR PUPIL TECHNOLOGY SUPPORT. In the 2001-03 fiscal biennium,

from the appropriation under section 20.275 (1) (m) of the statutes, the technology
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SECTION 9149
for educational achievement in Wisconsin board shall award grants to school
districts to train pupils to provide educational technology support services to the
school districts in which they are enrolled. The board may award no more than
$500,000 in grants in each fiscal year. The board shall award the grants in
consultation with the board of regents of the UW System and the state technical

college system board.

(END)




