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Tin Cup 
by Todd Poage, AASA President; Superintendent, Alaska Gateway School District  

E ducation in Alaska is at risk. Districts 
across the state have announced      

proposed cuts to cover budget deficits,   
explaining that reductions in staff,           
instructional programs, and extra curricular 

activities are imminent for the next fiscal year in order to 
balance budgets derived mainly from 
the proposed Base Student Allocation 
(BSA). Continuing inflation is also   
contributing to these budget deficits, 
which are becoming unmanageable. 
Will increased class sizes, staff        
reductions, and fewer elective options  
adequately prepare students to be our 
future leaders?   
 

The state budget, recently submitted to 
the legislature, flat-funds education for 
yet another fiscal year. If the BSA      
remains at the currently proposed level, 
2015 will unfortunately mark the fifth 
consecutive year the BSA has         
languished at $5,680. This education funding formula has 
not increased since 2011, while inflation in Alaska has     
continued on pace, eroding the educational opportunities 
school districts can afford to provide students. 
   
According to the Alaska Department of Labor and Workforce 
Development, the annual cost-of-living increase for inflation 
has averaged 2.7 percent over the past decade. A statement 
on the department’s website calls the Anchorage Consumer 
Price Index, which measures inflation and the changes in a 
variety of costs in the city, “probably the state’s most     
important cost-of-living measure.” The CPI’s 2.7 percent 
average annual cost-of-living increase in each of the four 
years since the BSA was last raised in 2011, has now added 
up to 10.8 percent. This means that, since the last increase 
in the BSA, school districts have lost nearly 11 percent of 
our capacity to educate Alaska’s  children.     
 

As school leaders, all of us have analyzed and re-analyzed 
our budgets to find cost savings. We all do our best to    

guarantee that the funds that remain are used as efficiently 
as possible to ensure every dollar spent goes toward     
meeting the educational needs of our students. Many     
districts have now reached the point where further        
elimination of staff positions may be the only option.       
However, in his   recent State of the State address, Governor 

Parnell sent an encouraging message 
when he announced he was introducing 
legislation to “raise the BSA for each of 
the next three years.” Although packaged 
with vouchers and changes in charter 
school funding, a multi-year approach is 
now on the table for legislators to    
debate. This development now gives our      
organizations a great opportunity to 
advance the highest funding priority in 
our recent Joint Position Statements:  
Adopting a multi-year foundation funding 
plan.  
    
Our partnership efforts enjoy the     
support of many other like-minded  

organizations. Superintendents and principals, the         
Association of Alaska School Boards (AASB), Citizens for the 
Educational Advancement of Alaska’s Children (CEAAC), and 
business interests from across the state share our resolve to 
fund our schools at levels that will enable us to reach our 
goal of providing each child a “world-class education.” It’s 
also an election year, which brings enhanced opportunities 
to draw legislative finance and education committee     
members to our cause. We must continue to weigh in during 
public comment periods, participate in legislative 
fly-ins, and write letters of support. The 
governor and others are calling the 2014 
legislature the “Education Session,” and 
vowing to enact “real education reform.” 
Each of us needs to stay involved, speaking to 
legislators with a strong and united voice to assist 
them in shaping the future of  education in Alaska.  
 

Best wishes for a successful legislative session. 

BSA 

Poverty – A Predictor of School Success? 
Dr. Bruce Johnson, Executive Director, ACSA/AASA  

T he impact of poverty and its relationship 
to student academic achievement has 

generated considerable national press over 
the past decade with ever-more convincing 
evidence telling us that students living in 

poverty, on average, struggle to perform academically at a 
pace comparable to more fortunate students. According to 
Eric Jensen in his book Teaching with Poverty in Mind,      
behavioral geneticists commonly attribute 30-50  percent of 
a child’s behaviors to DNA,  leaving 50-70 percent to be 
determined by environment. He points out that this high-
level hypothesis does not take into account the quality of a 
child’s prenatal care, which may include stressors, exposure 
to toxins, and other factors proven to affect a child’s      
functioning. According to Jensen, the combination of      
factors—DNA, prenatal care, and increasingly complex social       
relations—vary by socioeconomic status. He cites  conclusive 
evidence that children raised in poverty face daily challenges 
that their more affluent counterparts rarely or never        

confront. These combined factors present an extraordinary 
challenge for children facing life in an impoverished home or 
community—a challenge that begs for greater investment 
and unique attention to their needs. 
 

With Jensen’s body of work as a backdrop, it’s not hard to 
see that America’s 15-year-old-student performance on the 
Program for International Student Assessment (PISA)     
requires a more complex approach than simply suggesting 
the public school needs to work harder. The PISA,          
administered by the Organization for Economic Cooperation 
and Development (OECD), tests more than 500,000 students 
from 65 countries in reading, math, and science. Results of 
this assessment reflect not only the literacy, numeracy, and 
science skills of participating students, but also inform    
policy makers about the performance of students relative to 
those in other countries. The results also assist policy     
makers in setting targets for improving educational        
performance.  
















































































































































































