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Leader:

Principal Writer(s):

External Groups;

Reauthorization Work Plan
Title I, Part A

Mary Jean LeTendre

{-atherine Jovicich
Wendy Jo New
*Kay Rigling

Couneil of Chief State School Officers
National Association of Federal Education Program Administrators
Association of Title I Directors ‘
International Reading Association

National Council of Teachers of English
National Councii of Teachers of Mathematics
National Coalition of Title /Chapter 1 Parents
National Parent Teachers Association

- NEA/AFT

CRESPAR

American Association of Schoel Administrators
National Association of Elementary/Secondary Schogl Pnncz;}a%s
Council of Great City Schouls ’

U8, Catholic Conference

Council of American Private Education

ASPIRA

National School Boards Association

National Association of State Boards of Education
National Council of State Legisiators

Education Trust

Center on Law in Education

National Governors' Association

National Law Center

Urban League

National Association for the Education of Young Children
Rural Education Association

{.a Raza

National Black Child Development Association
National Alliance of Black School Educators
Mexican American Legal Defense Education Fund
Nationa! Coalition on the Homeless

Natiopal Center for Family Literacy



Internal Groups:

Department of Health and Human Services

National Scicnce Foundation

Independent Review Panel

National Institute for Child Health and Development
Narignal Institute for Literacy

OSERS, OERI, OBEMLA, OVAE, Budget Services, Planning and

Evaluation Services, Office of the General Council, Qffice of Civil
Rights, Office of the Inspector General, Office of the Chief Financial

External Experts:

Officer, Office of the Deputy Secretary, Office of Compensatory

Education Programs

Jack Jennings
Besz Birman
Sharon Johnson
Andy Porter

‘Mike Casserly

Margaret Wang
Jeff Simmering
Evelyn Moore
Arnold Fege
Adrienne Bailey
Ed Reidy

BPavid Hornbeck
Eva Baker

Lyn Kagan

Bob Slavin
Andy Hartman
Sharen Darling
Richard Elmore
Mike Timpane
Rich Mills
Daorpthy Rich |

M L »
e Siephanje Robinson
 Strategies:
» Invite individuals and groups w the DC invitational forums and regicnal meetings.
» * Establish several Imernet address lisis to elicit responses 1o key guestions on e-mail.
» Attend meetings of key organizations to discuss relevant reauthorization issues.
> Hoid a few individual meetings in EI) with key organizations and experts.

> Incorporate relevant information gleaned from response 1o Federal Register notice.




Questions:  In addition to the questions posed in the Federal Register notice, the following
questions may be used 10 frame tnput from key groups and experts in the field;

Questions used by Judith Johnson in focus groups -

The Federal role is to promote qualiry and equity in K~12 educarion by supporting the
implementation of standards-based reform.

i. Is this role being carried o effectively through current ESEA programs?

2. Is there a betrer way to'carry ot this role? -

3. What showld be done to carry out the Federal role most effectively?

4. What evidence of success could you offer 1o demonstrate that the ESEA is working across
the nation - in your State or community?

Possible geperal Title T questionsg -

1. Whar changes made in.the last Title T reauthorization have had a particularly positive
effect?

2. What, if any, changes have been problemaric?

3. Why have the provision(s} in question two been problemaric? s the problem the Federal
starute or is it Srare andlor local staute or policy?

4. Whar new changes would moke improve the quality of Title I programs so that they help 1o
close achievement gap?

5. Should Title I be a discretionary instead of a formula grant program with grants awarded
o those LEAS or schools that can demonstrate their commitment and capacity o deliver quality
instructional programs?

Possible specific Title I questions: .

1. Do Titlz Uiargeting provisions adequately target the rescurces to the neediest schools and
the neediest clitldren? If not, how can we improve targesing provisions?

2. How can the law promote full implementation of schoolwide programs? .

3. How can schoolwide progmms be designed for greater success in accomplishing whole
school reforin?

4. How can we sfrmg:}zen s:amm:y provisions to foster higher standards, aligned assessment, |
and greater accountability?

5. How can we srrengrhen early childhood provisions, transition provisions, and linkages with
Head Start? How can we foster the use of family literacy models in Title 17

6. How can the linkages between Title I and Title 1 professional developmem be
strengthened?

7. How can the legislotion impact the quality of preservice reac}zer education, and contmumg
educarion at the eollege and university levels?

& Should the legislation require career ladder professional development for all Title 1
paraprofessionals? What else can the legistation include 10 ensure that our most
disadvaniaged children have access 10 the highest quality instruction?

9. How can we strengthen parent involvement and encourage parenting/ parent education?



0. Do Stares have sufficient resources 1o provide the support that is needed 10 help low .
performing scheols? If not, how can the law be strengthened 1o improve State capacity?

11, How can the legislation better support local capacity for schoolwide reform?

12, Js there a way to strengthen the legisiation to ensure that States have the needed authoriry
to ensure that the statute is being implemented at the school level?

13. When a Title I school is not able 10 demonsirate adequate yearly progress should the rotal
LEA allocation be reduced by the ameount of funds that would have been g: ver 1o the
non-performing schools ?

Preliminary Data Sources:

I, Responses (o Federal Register notice
2. Comraenis from list serve, Internet address lists, and meetings,
3. Data from State performance reports (school year 1985-96, school year 1996-97--
corning in now--and school year 1997-98 10 be submitted Fall of 199§},
4, PES studies including analysis of achievement trends in high poverty districts.
bl Information gathered as part of daily program administration.
& OESE integrated reviews and departmentwide program coordination reviews.

Examples of Specific Meeling Opportunities:

June 8 -- Meeting-with Doug Powell of Purdue University, expert in parenting education
June 14 - Meeting with CCSSQ « Large scale assessment coriference

June 15 -~ Meeting at the National Institute for Literacy ~ Andy Hartman and staff

June 15 -- Meeting with the Natjonal Law Center on Homelessness and Poverty

June (TA) - Meeting with Council of Great City Schools

July 1-2 —~CSRD/Schoolwide Summer Instinste

July 30 -- Association of Title I State Coordinators meeting in SanDiego, CA

Timeline for program specific»optiqgs pa;:;er':

Qutline: ~ Juse 30, 1958
Draft July 31, 1998 | .



REAUTHORIZATION WORK GROUP TEAM .

MIGRART
LEADER:

Franaisco Garcia

PRINCIPAL WRITER(S):

James English and Jeffrey Wilde

INTERNAL GROUPS:
OME staff input will be solicited in one or two special meetings

BS {Lonna Jones} end OGC (Richard Mellman) input will also be solicited through discussion.

R T el

EXTERNAL GROUPS: ... ... =

N&‘i;onal Ass&cza{zfan of St&tf&: Z}zre-.,mrs of M grant Educaimn {(NASDME]} -- - which already met
for the ysar; o s Mosting g v
Feans FEAY e Rrdten

Imerstate Migrant Education: Cmmczi WEC} ~ p5ext meeting will bc in carly September;

A focus group of eight regxma represezzza’zzves of the State Migrant Directors - next meeting
tentative scheduled for late June; - -

OME’s MEP Formula Workgroup (consisting of Federal, State and local staff} -- last meeting
was Septermber 1997, next meeting tentatively scheduled for early September 1998,

fo T
as & [N

OTHER METHODS YOU ARE CONSIDERING FOR USE TO SUBSTANTIATE THE
EXISTEXCE AND IMPORTANCE OF THE ISSUE:

None.

DATA SOURCES:

NASDME has promised to give us a written summary of the reauthorization forums they held at



March at their national meeting in Louisville. IMEC has told us to consider the issues raised by
their member States in an 8/22/97 hearing before the House Subcommitiee on Early Childhood,
Youth and Families, Westat's scon-to-be-completed Migrant Schoolwide study will also be
considered. Material from the ongoing MEP Formula Work Group will also be used 10 develop
options related 1o targeting of services. Any MEP-related comments that come in as 8 result of
the Federal Register notice, the June forums and the July outreach meetings will also be
considered.

HOW YOU WILL USE THE NOTES FROM CONFERENCES, OUTREACH FORUMS:

As itis received, material will be reviewed {or MEP-relevant topics and options.

TIME LINES:
Issues finalized ~ Juns M)

st Drafi Option Paper - July 31,



CHARTER SCHOOLS

Art Cole

LEADER
WRITER

Cathy Grimes-Miiler
John Fiegel

EXTERNAL
GROUPS

Between now and the end of July input will be obtained primarily
through document reviews and participation in QESE-sponsored
focus groups and regiopal meetings. Later input may be obtained
through site visits, meetings and conferences.

Participants : charter school operators, chartering agencies, Center for
Education Reform, Education Commission for the Sta‘tes Ceumz} for

the Great City Schools, AFT, and others,

INTERNAL -

GROUPS

Input through meetings and document reviews,

Participants: Charter Schools Team, SIP charter school staff, SIP
Leadership Team, PES staff, OGC, Budget Office, OER] staff,

FIELD
COMMENT

Between now and the end of ﬁz;lv, input primartly through Federal
Register Notice comments, paz“zxmpanm in OESE focus gmups and
regional meetings. - <

EXTERNAL
EXFERTS

Betwgen now and the mci of Juiy mpot przrr‘arzlv throagh A
participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Some input
may be obtained during special ;m‘:sentatmns 1o reauthonzanozz work
group and during some 51te visits.

Participants include: Tracy Bailey, Paul Krapfel, Joe Nathan, Jude
Holling and others,

TIMELINE

Internal and exiernal group input would be obtained on issues papers
between June 10 and June 24, Input on optiens papers would be
obtained between June 30 and July 24, Sce attached schedule,

FIRST
DRAFT

issues Papers: Preliminary draft to be compieted June 5 and 17 draft
by June 12, _

Ontions Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed by June 30 and 1%
draft by July 24, See attached schedule.

SECOND
DRAFT

Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30,

DOptions Papers; Second draft by July 31, Sce attached schedule




The Office of Indian Education
Reavthorization Worksheet
May 28, 1998

LEADER:

David Beaulieu

PRINCIPAL WRITER:

Sheila Cooper
William Demmernt

EXTERNAL GROUDS:

Mational Indian Education Association

- WNational Indian Schools Boards Association
National Advisory Couneil on Indian education
Regional and State Indian Education Associations
Association of Community Tribal Schools
American Indian Tribal Governments

INTERINAL GROUPS:

Indian Education Ad Hoe Re- Authorization Comghittee

BIA/OESE Team i v
OIE Re-Authorization Committee ~ . 7~

OIE Reszarch Commitise
’ EX?ERNAL EXPERTS: ‘

William Demment

Rick &1, Germaine

John Tippiconic

Karen Swisher

John Cheek

lo Anne Sabastion Morris

Robin Bunterfield
*Yvonne Novek



TIMELINE:
Meetings

June 12% Meeting of Ad Hoe group in Bellingham Washington
June 21.22 NACIE Meeting in Twin Citles

July Zi Meeting :éz” Ad Hoc group in Washington DC

August £-9 Meeting of Ad Hoe Group in Washington DC
Draft Options Paper

Preliminary Framework June 10%

First Draft Options Paper July 25®

Final Draft Options paper August 3



REAUTHORIZATION WORK PLAN FOR TITLE IV, SAFE AND DRUG-FREE

SCHOOLS PROGRAM

Leader: William Modzeleski

Principal Writer(s): Elayne McCarthy
' Lavona Grow
* Larry Cohen
*Mari Colvin

External Groups: -American Association ¢f School Adminisirators
' Ameriean Council on Drug Education
American Federation of Teachers
. CASA
~ Center for Substance Abuse Provention
Center for Disease Control and Prevention -
Community Anti-Drug Coalition of America -
. Comprehensive Technical Assistance Centers
* Council of Chief State School Officers

Council of Great City Schools
Families in Action

" Juin Together _
National Association of Elementary School Principals,
National Association of School Boards of Edzzcaiwrz
National Association of School Psychologists ~
National Assoeiation of Secondary School ?"ﬂ"ClpalS
Nationg! Education Asseciation
National Ingutute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism
National Institute on Drug Abuse
National Network of SDFES Coordinators
National School Boards Association
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Office of National Drug Control Policy
Partnership for a Drug-Free America
LS. Department of Health and Human Services
LS, Department of Ifusticc

[3

External Experts:  Gilbart Botvin
Richard Clayton
Del Elliott
Denise Gottfredson
William Hansen

AL



Internal Groups:

David Hawkins
Lloyd Johnston
Deborah Prothrow Stith

Budget Services; Planming and Evaluation Services; Office of the General

Council; Office of the Inspector General; Office of the Deputy Secretary; Office of the
Secretary; Strong, Safe, Drug-Free and [¥sciplined School Commitiee { includes OESE,
OSERS, OERI, OCR, OPE, NCES, OGC, PES, OBEMLA)

Prefiminary Data Seurces:

Timeline: | Outine
' Draf:t:

Gun-Free Schools Report

Higher Education data (e.g., Core Survey)

Information gathered as part of daily program administration
Monitoring the Future report

OESE IRT review and department wide program coordinations reviews

-~ ONDCP's Pulse Check: Natispal Trends in Drug Abuse

School-Based Dirug Prevention Programs: A Longitudinal Study in
Selected Schools Districts ‘
Secretzry of Education’s Report on the Safe and Drug-Free

Schools Program

State Report on Adminstranon of SDFSCA Szazc Grant Program
Student's Reports of School Crime: 1989 and 1995

The Vielence and Discipline Problems in the U.S, P‘ubizc Schools:
1996-97 repont dated March, 1998 " .
Youth Risk Behavior Survey ™ T eRERT

June 30, 1598
Juiy 31, 1998

* Proposed pending approval from OGC and Budget Office



Reauthorization S¢hedule

A. Issues Papers (all)

Preliminary issues identified by leader and key writer
Meeting with internal group to further define key issues
First draft of issue papers

First draft review by internal and external groups (the .
Latter via written correspondence)

Leader and key writer review notes from outreach mtgs

Second draft of issues papers

B. Options Papers (all)

L.eader and key writer review outreach mig notes

Leader and key writer develop first draft of options
Paper

First draft review by internal and external groups (the
Latter via writien coirespondence}

Second draft of options paper

» .
ey
LI ir

End Date

June 3
June 10

June 12

June 24
June 26

June 30

Jine 26

' June 30

July 24

July 31



EISENHOWER

LEADER

An Cole

WRITER

iz Eisner
Audrey Smith

EXTERNAL
GROUPS

Between now and the end of July input wall be obtained primarily
through document reviews and participation in OESE-sponsored
focus groups and regional meetings. Later innput may also be
obtained through meetings and conferences, (ED-sponsored
conference of coordinators to be held this sumimer.}

Parmicipants : Swate roordinators, State Higher Education Executive
Officers/Fisenhower Network, National Coungil for Teachers of
Mathematics, NSF and others, '

INTERNAL

GROUPS

Input through meetings and document reviews. Also input may be
obtained from reauthorization subgroup.

Pariicipants: Professional Development Team, Reauthorization
subgroup, SIP Eisenhower Team, ED/NSF Workgroup, OERI, SIP
Leadership Team, PES staff, OGC, Budget Office.

FIELD
COMMENT

Between now and the end of July, input primarily through Federal
Register Notice comments, participation in QESE focus groups and
regional meetings. Meeting of Eiserhower coordinators also
scheduled. :

EXITERNAL
EXPERTS

LY
TR

Between now and the end of July, mput primanly through
participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Some input
also has been obtained during special presentations to reauthorization
subgroup,

Participants include: Michael Aldace, Wilfred Easter, presenters o
subgroup and others. .

TIMELINE

Internal and exiernal group input would be obtained on 1ssues papers
between June 10 and June 24. Input on optiens papers would be
obtained between June 30 and July 24. See attached schedule,

FIRST
DRAFT

Tssues Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed June 5 and 1™ draft
by June 12,

Options Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed by June 30 and ¥
draft by July 24. See atiached schedule,

SECOND
DRAFT

Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30,
Options Papers: Second draf by July 31, See attached schedule

:



Reauthorization S¢heduie

A. Issues Papers (all)

Preliminary issues identified by leader and key writer

Mecting with internal group 1o further define key issues

First draft of issue papers

First drafl review by internal and external groups (the .
Laner via written correspondence)

Teader and key writer review potes from outreach migs

Second draft of issues papers

B. Options Papers (all)

* Leader and key writer review autrgach mig notes

T :
“~ Leader and key writer develop first draft of options
Paper

First draft review by internal and external groups {tﬁze
{.atter via voitten corresncn{i NCE) :

Second draft of options paper

¥nd Date

June &
June 1D

June 12

hine 24
June 26

June 30

June 26
June 30

July 24

July 31



COMPREHENSIVE CENTERS

DRAFT

LEADER Art Cole
WRITER Susan Sanchez
Edith Harvey
EXTERNAIL | Between now and the end of July input will be obtained primarily
GROUPS through document reviews and participation in OESE-sponsored
. focus groups and regional meetings. Later input may be obtained
through center meetings and conferences.
Participants : comprehensive center directors, selected customers.
INTERNAL | input through meetings and document reviews.
GROUPS R ] : )
Participants: regional team members {the 13's), OESE program
directors, OBEMLA managers, PES staff, OGC, Budget Office,
Co-proiect coordinators, SIP Leadership Team.
FIELD Between now and the end of July, input primarily through Federsl
COMMENT | Register Notice comments, pasticipation in OESE focus groups and
e regional meetings.

T EXTERNAL | Between now and the end of July, input primarily through
EXPERTS participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Also same
A input may be obtained during special presentations to reauthorization

FT A work group.

Participants inciude: Beverly Farr, Belinda Briscoe, Paul Martinez
aird others

TIMELINE Intefiidl and external group input wouid be ptiained on issues papers
between June 10 and June 24. Input on options papers would be
pbtained between June 30 and July 24, See sttached schedule.

FIRST Issies Papers: Prehmmary draft to be completed June $ a.nd 1 draft

DRAFT by Juhe 12,
Options Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed by June 30 and 1*
draft by July 24, See attached schedule.

SECOND Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30,

Omntions Papers; Second draft by July 31. See attached schedule




.Reauthorization Schedule

A. Issues Papers (all)

Preliminary issues identified by Jeader and key writer
Mgeting with internal group 1o further define key issues
First drafi of issue papers

First draft review by intemnal and external groups {the .
Latier via wrinten correspondence)

Leader and key writer review notes from outreach migs

Second draft of issues papers

B. Options Papers {all) RANpS

TN
Pow g om
\

Leader and key writer r{:view-outrcach‘mtg notes

Leader and key Wﬁwr acvek};: first drift of options
Paper

First draf! review by internal and cxwmal groups (the
Latter via written commespondence) "“

Second draft of options paper

End Date

June 5

© June 10

June 12

June 24

June 26

June 30

June 26,

June 30

July 24

July 31



BTN

MAGNET SCHOOLS

FADE

ArtCole

WRITER

[3avid Cleary
Steve Brockhouse

EXTERNAL
GROUPS

Between now and the end of July input will be obtained primarly
through document reviews and participation in OESE.sponsored
focus groups and regional mca:iizzgs Later izz;;zzz may be ohtained
through regional and national meetings and conferences sponsored by
outside organizations.

Participants : Magnet Schools of America, Nat'l Comminee for
Schoo! Desegregation, Council for the Great City Schools, Dept of
Justice, Citizens Commission for Civil Rights, Equity Assistance
Centers and others.

INTERNAL
GROUPS

input through meetings and document revisws.

Participants: Equity and Chmc& Z}}SCI‘“IIOD,&{}’ (rant Team, OCR

| staff, OGC, SIiP Leadership Tearn, PES staff, Budget Ofme

SIP Leadership Team. . * ¥ 1

FIELD

COMMENT

.| Betwezn now and the'end ol ui;, £zzpzz‘£ pmnan.-.y through Federa!

Register Notice comments vamz:xg:»atzm in GESE focus groups and
regional m&a{zagn AU

EXTEENAL
EXPERTS

Between now and the end of July, input primarily through
paziiizi;)at‘on in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Also some

| input may be obtained during special presestations to reauthorization

T

work group.

Participanis include: Charles Cassidy, Charles Willie, Julie Wright-
Halbent, Jeff Simurering, Tom Johnson, Mary Ellen Elia and others.

TIMELINE

Internal and external group input would be obtained on 1SS4ES papers
between June 10 and June 24, Input on options papers would be
obtained between June 30 and July 24, See attached schedule,

FIRST .
DRAFT

Issues Papers: Preliminary draft 1o be completed June 5 and 17 draft
by Juoe 12,

Optiens Papers: Preliminary dra.fz 1o be completed by June 30 and 1¥
draft by July 24. See attached schedule.

SECOND
DRAFT

[ssues Papers: Second draft by June 30.
Ontions Papers: Second draft by July 31. See attached schedule



http:i-'i'n"'ME;:-:;;"L'."'IN"lE'r-t"'In:ct::em=.rl

Reauthorization Schedule

A, Issues Papers (all)

End Date

Preliminary issues identified by leader and key writer  June 5
Meeting with internal group to further define key issues  June 10
First draft of issue papers . June 12

First draft review by'i;‘zzcmai and external groups (the
Latter via written correspondence) , June 24

Leader and key writer review notes from outreach mtgs  June 26

Second drzft of issues papers - - June 30
. T S
B. Options Papers (all) T .f. e
i. o A
Leader and key writer review czzz?.reach zmg nozes szs 26

5 "rm‘,

fCti.sz,.uZ B

Laader azzd kev writer c{avclop first d.ra"z z;zf 0ptums PN

Paper - Crsamire v Fune 30

First draft review by internal and ex:ema% groups (the

Latier via wntten comrespondence) July24

Second draft of o;;zim’zs paper . July 31

-

b
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PROPOSED CALENDAR FOR THE REAUTRORIZATION OF ESEA

LATE WINTER
ACTION LEAD OFFICE

QESE RETREAT OESE/GZE M ngt. Team
First meeting of ESEA Work Group 10 begin CESE

to draft vision statement and key guestions for
Federal Register announcement

Analysis of demographic and trend summaries Wark GooupiPES
EARLY SPRIRG

Draft of Vision, Statement/Fedarcd Register CESE/ODS
Apnouncement Circulated for Comment )
First Mecting of Core Group to approve draft QESE
vision statement/Federa! Register
announcement
Federal Registor Stotemens announced; OESEODS

. Launch of Reauthorization Website ©
Meeting with expetts ' -
Amlysis of demographic and trend summaries Daw and Ev?zg};_z::;z;pn Subgrous ™" 7

' e R A on TR AT
Major Concept Papers commissioned - ESEA Work Group/Core Group -
LATE SPRING
Surnmary of public comment - OESE .
Maior Concept Papers commissioned , EREA Work Group/Core Group
Regional MestingsFocus Groups | - OUA
SUMMER thru WINTER

Regional Meetings/Focus (roups , Olia
Decision Memorands 16 Seeretary . Core Group/ESEA Work Group
Bill language drafted . OGLIODS

. Transmittal to Congress GGC/OLCA/ODS

February B, 19938
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Sue Betka
Kristin Bunce
David Cleary
Larry Cohen
Sandra Cook
Sheila Cooper
James English
Bernard Garcia
Charlotie Gillespie
Patricia Gore
Marilyn Hall
Catherine Jovicich
Bill Kincaid
Charles Lovert
Elayne McCarthy
Wendy New
Ted Parker
. " Laurence Peters
. Val Plisko
Rafae] Ramiraz
Phil Rosenfelt
) Lynn Thomas
Bayia White
Jeffrey Wilde
Susan Wilthelm
- Sylvia Wright

 OSERS
OCR
OVE

February 9, 1998
work group

WORK GROUP

FB18/Rm 4251
Portals / K 4022
FBIG/Rm 5233
FBIO/Rm 3141
FB14/7 Rm 6337
Portals / Rm 4300
Portals / Rm 4107
Porals / R 4300
Portals / R 603
Portals / R 4005
FB10/ Rm 4624
Portals / Rim 4018
FRIO/ Rm 5142
Porals / Rim 4243
Portals / Rm 4030

" Ponals/ Rm 4404

Portals / R 4201
Portals / Rm 8000
FBI&/ Rm 4144
MES / R 5086
FBI1S/ Rm 5205
Portals / Rm 4200

TICBayla@erols.com

Portals / Rm 4100
Portals / Rm 4400
Portals / Rm 45040

Invited / Awaiting Response

401-5939
260-1854
20395963
401-0310
401-1028
260-1581
260-1394
260-1454
260-1862
260-1882
401-0370
260-2002
401-3389
401-1964
260-2831
2600982
260-198
708-593%
401-1958

205-9157.

401.8292

260-1541-

544-3023
260-1475
260-0984
260-3718

OER
OESE
Budge:
Budget
OCLA
OlE

OME

Ol

SDFS
Cioals 2000
[AF

QESE
OESE
Goals 2600
SDES
CEP

IAP

QESE
Plan/Eval

--QOBEMLA
L OGC
+ Sip
" Consultant

OME
CEP
SIP

v‘»
¥t

Py

D it

PR
%

a5

TRk

u'::"&ct*"

»ﬁ& .



CORE GROUP - proposed

Deputy Secretary

OESE AS
QESE DAS
OERI AS
PES Director
0OGC

Goals 2000
SDFS

sIp

Budget
OSERS AS
OBREMLA Dir
OVAEAS
OLCA AAS
Consultants:

L OET hir

Pebruary 2, 1998

Mike Smuth
Gerry Tirozzi
hudhith Johnson
Ricky Takai
Alan Ginsburg
Phil Rosenfelt
Tom Fagan
Bill Modzeleski
Art Cole

Tom Corwin
Judy Heumann
Delia Pompa
Trish McNeil

- Scott Fleming

Bayvla White

Lrnda- Lotz
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Gioals 2000 Stateflocal Reform

LEADEH

Tom Fagan

FRINCIPAL WRITER

Put Gore ot O

Tt mn PPl

EXTERNAL GROUPS
CCSSO, Counaal of Great Crty Schools, Nail, Center on Ed and the
Economy, NGA, NASBE, ECS, NGP
INTERNAL GPS
' PES, OGC, Rudget Services, OER], GCR, OSERS, UBEMLA, OFSE
" FIELD COMMENTS
T Large Scale Assessment Conference., Summer Institute for
. .| Comprehensive Reform, four regional meetings, Goals 2000 State
ik toordinmtors., Chiefs Summer Institute, information in Report to
R Congress

CENTERNAL EXPERTS

Warren Simpions, Susan Furhman, Andy Porter, Marc Tucker, Kenji
Hakuta, Flo McKenzie, Gene Gareia, Rick Mills, Stephanie Robinson,
Mat Gondal, Tom Payzam, Dick Elmore, Ray Cortines, Gordan
AmbUach, Tony Alvarado, Shirley Malcolm

TiMELINE
FIRST DRAFT
: June: 30 (W/OUT OPTI0NS)
SECORD DRAFT
Tuly 3¢

" oo gunp & P wules Ve sl Gosdon et comfpmer .

—uil w618 oo g -
e woll b 03 A TR gy

hirdifed in @ T Guls rgi?



Technoiogy Literacy Challenge Fund

LEADER

Tom Fagan

PRINCIPAL

{Chuck Loveft

Contnibutors: Jim Bulter(BS), Laura Johns{OUS), Chery! Garnette{OERD)

EXTERNAL GRGUPS

{ Technology Coordinators

CL8R0, Milken Foudation, COLS, CEC Forumm, ISTE, SLC, State

prumd C /é(w? @Hz‘éff”ai'"\ 3"&"}’/&»‘& e ?HH&-.{;* 3&@:

INTERNAL GPR

£

ra

-

PES, BS, OGC, OERI, OSERS, OESE, OUS (Linda Roberts)

L™

FIELD COMMENTS T

I eatnliiaN
NECC and Miiken meetings (June); four regional m&etmg}s, state
rdinators, first each award anaiysis

ctEOs ¢~ 9»457

EXTERNAL

EXPERTS o s moiis e
’ KE”ES gxpert panel members, selected state coordinators Andrew Trotter, Cheryl
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. . . Impact Axd Reauthonzation
Leader: . Cathy Schagh
Principal Writer:  Marilyn Hall

External Groups. National Assoriation of Federally Impacied Schools (NAFIS} and
subgroups of NAFIS - Section 8002 Group, Nazzcmal Indian Im;;acted Schools
Associaiion {\’IISA) BAIL& efe.

Formal and informal discussions at'upcoming meetings with these groups:
. NIISA regional conference June 16-17, informal mesting with Section
80602 representatives June 10, ongoing regular meetings with NAFIS
Executive Director John Forkenbrock, NAFIS regional conferences iater
this summer, NAFIS national conference in early October. These
discussions will be used to solicit recormmmendations and float new ideas

that may be inzozpemt&d in the Administration's Impact Ald progosal. :

Internal Groups: We ar¢.conducting a series of meetings with interested staff to brainstorm
and discuss options - May 13 - June 9. These meetings will be followed by additional
meetings with representatives from {DGC Budget Service, and possibly C’LCA to further

‘ . refine options.

Field Comments: No current plans to solicit further comments. Depending on the direction
that the proposal takes as discussions progress, it may be useful to share selected options
with the field. However, the Administration's ;}roposals for Impact Aid meal ¥ draw g

..'\.z«sa...

negative mspanse from NAFIS. R

External Experts: Dr. Richard Salmon, Virginia Polytechnic Institute, is providing ongoing

techmcal assistance with school finance issues. L .
" y | ' A
Timeline: . Qutreach -- June 1 onward - '
Internal meetings -- May 13 - June 30 :
First Draft Options Paper ~ June 30 S . —

Second Draft Options Paper - July 15
Legislative Specifications -~ August 7.

M. Hall
5/28/9%8
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; ® S o AGENDA

Meeting on Organizing the ESEA Reauthorization Process
November 21, 1997

1. ‘What is our overall strategy for the reauthorization of ESEA and related statutes (e.g., the
McKinney Act)?

2. What s our strat—eg,y for reauthorization of Goals 2000 {which expires one year earlier than
ESEA)! B ftnd 1afo (SEP jywass) do Somply wma"" 7
3. When do we want to submit a bill to Cengress? i g TN t?? ?

4. 1n order 1o meet that deadline, what intermediate deadimes should we meet ez,
~ presentation of an outline or options memo to the Secretary, development of specifications,
submission of a bill for OMB dlearance? {See, for example, schedule developed in \Iovmber
1991 for the last reauthorization - Attachment A}

~ O M pqus At Enmenty - -

5. How sh{mié we organize ourselves to produce a reauthorization Wll?

R What are OESE's current plans for reamhmzau{m’? { See page from {}E%E $£z’a{egzc
. Goals (Attachment BY) : _ e N T and
M:ﬁakﬁnﬂl @€ cHfud- o TN effed- 0 qu&hfg,:m‘f&@ ;2“,4.

6. What public outreach activites should we undertake? - ~omM, MEC wc, ._,,..

-~ Should we igsue a Federal Register notice requesting comments on the major Issues'?
{See 1992 notice - Attachment )

~ Should we hold regional hearings to take public comment? If so, when?

-- Other outreach activities, such as requesing suggestions from Congress?

Use Ha_ b



Attachment A
Please note —all that follows is draft and subject to change.
THE: ROLE AND FUNCTION OF ESEA REAUTHORIZATION GROUPS

We envision two major gfou;:ss who will be responsible for conducting our work, The firstis a
Waork Group formed from OESE staff, and other relevant program offices, including OERJ and

- OBEMLA, s well as support offices such as FES, OGC, Budget, and 01G’s office. The second

group will be drawn from principals of those offices as well as the Deputy Secretary, and will be
referred o as the Core Group. The Secretary’s seven priority teams, referred 1o as Initiative
Groups, will be called upon w0 assist in helping us (o think across program boundaries. The
Wark Group will also charter a sumber of Speeial Issue Subgroups that can help us think
through some specific cross cutting issues such as technology, technical assistance and
professional development.

For organizational pzzrg:o'sas? we have outlined the waork in terms of three roughly chronole éica%
phases. We envision that these phases will be overlapping rather than discrete and bounded.

NOTE: We have a major strategy decision to make with regard to how much public visibility
we want for the reauthorization ¢ffort. We have the apaon 9}' proceed’mg quietly and

underplaving the process of gathering public input as Wwe prepare aur legislative proposalsor T

riaking a decision 1o call national attention to our process. The choice we make concerning*
these two t?pmms will clearly influeice how we seek to involve the Congress. Should we maic £l

explicit ¢fforts to solicit the views of all or some members of Congress throughon! the ;:zracess Y ;
: .

3

or consult with them only sporadically?

The Weork Group will ziraﬁ a Federal Regisier notice suggesting a number of key questions that
marny of us are grappling with --the relationship of flexibility and accountability, the need to
reduce the number of programs while being responsive to the need 10 preserve the interests of
special and vulnerable student populations, the need to bring coherence to a host of somewhat
fragmented professional development programs gte. The group will alse tackle the 1ssue
questions ovilined in a separate attachment {Attachment D)o this memo.

The Work Group will also organize a pumber of Regional Meetings (to be annsunced in the
Federal Register) as well as an ESEA " Reauthorization Webpage (comaining key documents)
connected 10 the Departmen’s Home Page with an ability 1o receive electronic mail.



In regards 1o interest groups, a subgroup will identify all major education conferences and forums
that potentially offer us an opportunity to discuss reauthorization related issues, The Weork
Group will prepare a plan 45 0 how they seek to use these forums and how they will convey
suramaries of discussions held back 10 the Core Group,

Upon the advice of OCLA, periodic meetings will be set up with key members and staff of the
relevani commitiees W discuss our reauthonization plans as w&:li as the future of the Goals 2000
program., ’

Work Group Subgroups will summarize the comments from: the 60 day Federal Register
notice, prepare option papers and summarize studies in a format useful to the Core Group and
Senior Qfficers. Suramaries of the Regional meetings and other input will alse be summarized on
a regular basis,

Together with the data from the first round of public engagement and 2 synopsis of evaluation
results for each of the major programs and demographic and trend data, the Core Group will
circulate a list of Jegislative options. In consultation with the Core Group a number of those
legistative eptions will be written up as full reports that will include literature reviews.

Goals 2000 options are outlined in a separate attachment,

velonment of Options and Legd,

w T,

’ Based on a review of the Wo rk Grou p’s products, the Core Group can acccpt reject or ask
that other options be developed. When a consensus is reached among the Core Group
soncerming the identification of specific legislative issues, formal option memos will be
developed by the Work Group for the Core Group. -

" Based on discussions with the Deputy and the Secretary, OGC will be asked to draft legisiative
specifications and bill ianguape. These documents will be circulated throughout the Department,
and the DP - with a section-by-section analysis.

During this period, depending on the choices available to ug, we will attempt to engage Congress
in our tegislative proposals as well as some of the key groups. The precise details as to how we
engage them and what level of understanding and support we want to seek from them, witl be
determined through discussion mzh OLCA and others.

Accordingly, we will draft the FY 2000 OMB Submission reflecting the Depaz‘imem $ pr{;p{}sais
and be ready to transmit the legislation to Congress in January 1999,



RESPONSES TO QUES“I‘IQNS RAISED FROM 11/2) MEETING

1. What is our mzzraf; strategy for the reguthorization of ESEA and related sigtues fe. g ‘
the MeKinney dei}? . .

We will begin a year long set of internal and external activities in January 1998, (based
on the last reauthorization} culminating in the praduction of a bill to Congress in Janvary
or March 1999, We will need as part of that process to identify smaller related statutes
that either need 1o be reauthorized at the same time as ESEA or where it makes sense 16
ask for related amendrments. I addition we nesd to identify those statutes within ESEA
that are not forward funded and may otherwise expire if the reauthorization takes two
years to complete. Additionally we need to identify what other legislation the | ‘
administration wants the Congress to consider during the course of the next year 1a see to
what extent there are themes and issues that may refate t¢ our Jegislative proposals. With
the cooperation of OCLA, OGC and OUS staff we %che to complet zins work by the end

of ?ebruazy

2. What is our strategy for reauthorization of Goals 2000 {w?zrch expires o year e:zr?:er
than ESE. Af) ? :

We plan to request a one year extensicn for Goals 2000 and reauthorize the program at
the same time as ESEA, However, we need 1o think carefully about our Congressional

- astrategy as we do so since the Cangress may not want to gramt that one yegr extension or

.in the ahiernative seek to terminate the program, despite our seeking funding for it in this
.. year's (F Y?Q} budget. We plan to work with-Tom Corwin and OCLA to address these
¥ jssues and present our zccammezzciatzons 1o you a the end of this month. _

3. When do we want 10 submit a biil to Congress?

We have an option to sumit a bill in Mareh 1999 or January 1999, There are some clear
advantages and disadvantages 1o taking either course of action. By waiting until March
we can exterd the time we afford for public comment and digesting expert 0p1m on.
Critical policy dez:zslons can also be delayed until after we know the results of ‘the

. November midterm electiois and th: leadership of the new Congress, However, sending

up a budget in February without a bill sends confusing signals. We think it is preferable
to have the bill ready for introduction in January so it can be given 3 low nuzn%}er and be

awarded appropriate priority consideration.

4. In order to meet that dezzd;’ine, what intermediote deadlines should we meet2.g.,
preseniation of an outling or aptions memo (o the Secretary, development of |
specifications, submission of a bill far QMB clearance?

These intermediate deadlines are set out on the Proposed Reauthorization Calendar.



. 5. How should we organize ourseives 1o produce a reauthorization bill? What are
T OESE's current plans for reauthprization?

A basic organizational matrix s set out on the artached chart {(see Attachment B). Similar
1o the last reauthorization we see the need for two main groups--a WORK GROUP--
compased of QESE program offices and other key POCs which administer, evaluate or
support OESE programs, such as OER], PES OUS, 0GC in addition to the OIG's office.

This W@{K GROUPwill zdemzfv several suagroups that will represent the major
program units within ESEA--Title 1, Even Start, Professional Development, ete.

A CORE GROUP with pzincipa%s of the key program and support units represented on
the WORK GROUP mli meet to discuss oplion memos ami m:z}{f: recommendations to
the Secretary

" The seven priority or initiative teams will serve as respurce groups to the WORK
GR‘QUP Thei? main task wil 1 be 1o help provoke discussion concerning cross-cutting
" issues. : :

Other external groups will be brought in from time to time (o brief either the WORK
GROUP or the CORE GROUP. These external groups could be representatives of

. : a:ivocacynbascd ozgamzaﬁzms, academic rescarchers, practitioners, ete,
‘ L A \ 2w
Qur cum‘:m plans (as reﬁeciﬁﬁ In OESE's Siratcgu; Plan} are consistent with the proposed
timetable-and activities ‘For example, we have already identified the members of the
above groups and; w;li be assembimg a detailed QESE calendar that will reflect the way
‘we will be using OFSE meetings, IRT forums and conferences to gam additional input
and analysis.

L Weplanto cempieie the detailed c‘..lmdar by Feb*u&r}

6. What public-outreach activities gfzozzid we undertake?

B

—Should we issue a Federal Register notice requesting commenis on the major issues?
Yes. We believe a Federal Register announcement madeled on the one produced in
February of 1992 represents a good way (o begin our public engagement,

~Should we }zgfd regiona? meetings la take public comment? If so, when 7

Weplana ﬁzﬁ scizcéaie of regicnal meﬁzmgs to gain public comment. We plan also 1o

hold some other smaiier focus group meetings in which key groups can explore some

-.critical questions in more depth than is usually afforded in more open public meetings.
. .+ Wewill use the services of OIIA and the SRR’s to plan these activities.



- Qther putreach activities, such as requesting suggestions from Congress?

We plan to develop arl ESEA Reauthorization WEBPAGE, linked to the Department’s
home page. On the page wiil be included key reauthorization documents, including, the
Federal Register Notice, the legislation, key studies, notice of public hearings, etg. We
will also offer a capacity for the public to send us emailed comments.

3
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t“:G’Eﬁi‘iii'ﬁ Up for the Reauthorlmtlon of ESEA

('}vc:* the next %eeks {}ESQ siaff wzii commae i zéﬁmiﬁ ar‘z{i dewlsp lmpiementa;zm ;:;raieg!es

«»vww o L AR

‘ In a d{}fmmﬁm utleé»»i}ﬁb‘i Strategic Goals {Qf FY 0% w‘i?wm isa s;}ecuc gcai that focuses on
reauthorization, Goal 2. [t reads--implement a process and develop work teams to prepare for the
reauthorization ESEA and Goals 2000, (Anachment A)

In addition to the Assistant Secretary’s office wide goals each program office developed a set of
compatible program specific goals to support the overall strategy. { Attachment B ) The
strategies were developed to gather information on the nature 2nd character of current initiatives
developed at the state and local level in response to the 1994 act. Program office staff will focus
on analyzing reports, evaluating studies, and preparing issue papers for consideration by the
planning group.

Essentially, we plan to start by asking a senies of questions:

13 What evidence do we have that the intent, spirit, and content of 1ASA have been translated
inte a set of organizing principles that frame and guide instructional programs in ways that lead
to the improvement of achievement for those students who, traditionally, have been served least
well? y e

. ke gt
IR IF AL U e tall)

2) Based on the evidence we collect, what do we waz'zi 1w ‘prop&e in z‘he new legislation?
»:«\‘- ]ww;v‘,..}’-‘s_ "
Atthis pomi we see the work needed to answer t‘wse questwrzs falling into four categories.
! tf,‘ ' '

1. Eﬁtzi}izsh Work Groups

There will probably be several work groups, :md their efforts will necd to be coordinated.
We know the Department will convene a cross-POC core group. We anticipate convening
several groups including expert practitioners, cross-program staff, policy analysts and
researchers, and representatives from the Comprebensive Technical Asszsmnca Centers. (This i is

not a final tist.) R e N

i

Activities wil} probably include examining efforts to implement the new strategies
contained in the current legislation, reviewing what has been learned about consolidated
planning, and developing a conceptual framework to guide our work, ‘


http:analyz.in

2. Undertake Data Collcction and Analysis
There are two essential databases for program evaluation studies, ihﬂ work undertaken by
PES and the independent work conducted by a number of external sources. Some preliminary

“data is already avdilable, which can be used to improve the technical assistance we make

available to states {(mid-course corrections), as well as puide the tasks undertaken by the work
groups. '

3. Outresch .

We need to develop a plan to invite comment from a diverse array of citizens, business
leaders, political leaders, and civil nghts groups. We are going to need to go to Congress -
prepared 1¢ understand, debate, and ragslate the concerns and wishes of the communities we
serve. We need to demonsirate that we have done our homework. We will need 2 great deal of

guidance for this activity and invite suggestions from evervone.

We know that we need 1o reach out and hear from a variety of people. We envigion
begiming with at least the following groups:

Teacher unions, national professional associations like AASA, SchoalBoards -~
and PTAs, civil rights groups like the National Leadership.Conference for Civil Rights,
ethnic advocacy groups, student advocaey groups, and’mng}abiic school advocacy
groups. In addition, we have heard and will continue to hear from the in&cgcaéém Panel
and Title | Advocacy Groups. We feel compelled to bring ail. i}‘zc _players, including

. potential oppments, {0 the table in arder to n‘m;mzze '{"ze chanaes for cm,s of Lexclusion

L'

romn th R - »-‘-?.-“)m sé; R TIRRLIre
fi I}edebate I SRR

4. Options and Issue Papers
The work groups will be asked to prepare and/or contract for issue papers that focus en

the findings {rom both eutreach activities and evaluation studies, - The papers should servé a5,
background for policy analysis and the decisions we make about the fiature and content of
legislative spearfications.

B

November 2, 1957
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Avtachment A

GOAL TWO

STRATEGIES

BENCHMARKS & TIMELINES

Implement a
process and
develop work

for the
reauthorizalion of
¥SEA and Goals
2000.

feams to prepaye

+ - Develog a steategy for asserubling work teams that involve siaff within
OISE and B in the plassing stapes {e.g. OESE work group,
Departonent-wide teams, ontreach 1o exiernat groups).

»  Develop a philesoplsical groundiagfconceptual framework for
reauthorization io guide the work of the teams.

*  Create & workplan that includes specific timelines,

«  Sehedule regular meeting with 005, 05, OLCA aad the White House
regarding our strategy, processes and policies for reasthorization,

»  Start developing and {mglementing an outreach strategy 10 exigrnal
groups and organizations -- start aclivities in 1998,

+  Determioe spreilic evaluation soedsy -
~Jivaluate the impact of current initiativesfprograms.
-ge BRTS, forums, focus groups, conferences and other data
cotlention methods 4 pather additional informalion on the
implementation effans, "
~Identify cammnples of successes and best practices this year,
--[eterming data collection stratepy in collaboration with PES,
~onnect data collectionfevaluntion to GPRA performance
inclivators,
~Heview the history that lead 1o the 1994 reauthonaation to identify
unresolved ixsues that need to be consideresd in this planaing phase.
--Design and conduct forums comprised of practizioners and
researchers to identily both i #E5UOS and prosmising practices,
-t oliaborate with PES in dﬁstgnmg studies that colicctessentiat
ifprmation and ideatify promising ;?:ac!:ccs

= {olect, snalyze, and convey (haet WO:R zmd findmgs of mﬁ: indopendent

review pane! to the action commiiies.”

Action plans will be completed by Movember 30, 1997,
By 1297 identify working groups and convene DESE
Iky 1798 schedule the convening of all werking groups

Lommission papers gad review literatuse inorder to
construct a conseptual framework for the comminees
{on-gaingl.

External groups comprised of practitionses and
researchers will convese 10 discuss issues and
proanising practices in the context of yeauthorization
and begin disussions by 1/ 168,

Conduct departmental fecus graups to obiain
porspectives, :dcm;fy insues hcgmnmg /1498 (on-
going}.

Status of corrent evaluation stodies will be revinwed
quarterly beginning Y2897 and new studies
comnmissioned ag peeds emerge.

The resulis of the analyses and discussions will be used
1o determine gaps, next steps sod the sceond phase of
the aciion plan by 3/98,

Interin reports (G eommiliee members will be issued
i-monthly,

" Issues paper related to ma&:!heri%ation will be prepared
iy Bummer [998. : !

$
v e
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Atachment B

PROGRAM SPECIFIC GOALS
THAT SUPPORT
OESE’S SECOND STRATEGIC GOAL

7 L ST e W b il L T g 5B TURAAC, Al SRRl i) A v AL T,
i éear a praé:?&s‘ and: devei SWOTK 1 ;mm.ma Sto prepare > far, rhe

i ,reax:konzanan%f m&%*and Gaais 2000 %‘&Ww

Goals 2860

{oal:  Develep policy on reauthorization of { Goals 2000 with a view Xoward r&a&;ihorzzauon of

ESEA,

Selected Sumtegies:

1

{Collect and review what is now known about the progress of comprehensive seform with
special atieniion io sfforts supporied by Goals 2000.

Establish an ED wide working group 10 review the information, add to it, and recormend
legistative and policy changes for Goals 2008 (and for other programs) that are needed.

. Establish an outside group of experts to provide additional information ta the working group’s

reconunendations and serve io conpect the Department o the research compmuaity, States and
major entities engaged in stendards based reform.

Compensatory Education Program

a

Goal:  Courdinate with other ED offices 1o ensure that information is collected an implementation

T of key Title ] provisibns and the McKinney Homeless Program

B

Szlect frateoas:

Prozide States with one-stte technical experts (peers).

Develop papers on performance standards and disaggregation of test data.

Dissenunaie standards, assessment and accomntability guidance,

Develup comprehensive repont of Statke standar{is assessments and accoontability
easursmenig.,



»

+

Attachmest B

Migrant Education

Goal:  Determine whether migrant children are meeting State standards.

Selected Strategies:

1

1. Putin place dats elemenis to track migrant student inclusion o Siate standards and their
performance on State assessments,

.

2. Waork with ctber Departmental programs 1 enable existing studies o obtain data about mehile
chikdren and the effectivencss of services o them.

3. Develop agenda of studies needed on migrant cg%zéiziren\

Goal: OME customers take sdvantage of technology 10 improve teaching and leaming and 1o
enbance education continuily for migrant students.

Lelecied Stratagics:

1. Co-host annual winter data senference w/ NCES focused on issues related to records transfer
& uses of reshnology, . :

2. Incollaboration with NCES, have & sites {States or groups of States) connected to an
electronic student Jocator to permit school perseanel 1o identify and contact the last school
:mcndad-by a newly enroiling raigrant student,

3., Mezz:z{;r OME rechnology grantees performance and utilization of available technical
assistance resources.

Geal:  Develop and disseminate high guality products to customers and maintain timely exchange
. of informztion with customers.

..,

Selecied Surmenies:

1, Work with OPE gnel OL 10 enact z?zt: ?’mmdcnz 5 legislative proposal for reanthorization of
HEP :md CAMP W ¢ . =

[

Divelop closer working relstionships with TRIO programs in OPE, Including dissemination of
infermation about bow migrant children can access TRIO projects and services.

3. Emphasize activities that enhance the transition 1o postsecondary education at meetings of
State Direetors & other migrant educators,

Goal:  Promote coordination among education and programs and services o meet the unique
needs of migrant students.

| ]
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Anachiment B
Geal:  Promote coordination among agenciss providing services to migramt children and families
to muaxirmze resourees available 1o belp mugrant children suceeed w school.

Gonl: Support activities and services to migrant secondary school yowh to prepare them for
transition and success in postsecondary education. o

Safe and Drug-Free Schools

Geal:  Ymprove the overall quality of drug and violence prevention progeams, serving students in
elementary, middle, secondary schools, as well as colleges.
¥

*

Selssted Sirateaies:
"1, Implement set of principles of effectiveness. ' -
2. In preparation for reawthorization, begin process of assessing changes needed in SDFS Act.

Develop discretionary grani program selated to replicating “exemplary drug and violence
programs.”.

{a2

Goal:  Respond in a tmely manner 1o emergng priorities of the Administration ralated o creating
safe, disciplined, and dmug-free schools,

Selected Nympaies: 1 . -

- .t + W

1., Chair subgroup on, safe and dmgwfrac schools.

Participuse in intra-agency and inter-agency task forces, eetings, cormissions, etc. designed
to atddress behavior or health needs of childrer, safe schools, drug prevention, or crime and
violence prevenion,

Pk
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ESEA Reauthorization Forom
June 3, 1993

=
|
.

Facilitators: Jack Jennings, Center on Education Policy
Chris Cross, Council for Basic Education

Forum Participants

Gordon M. Ambach, CCSS0

Suiie 700 One Massachusents Avenue, N, W
Washington, DC 2000]

FAX: 202-458-8076

Diane August -
. August and Associates
4500 Wetherill Road
Bethesda, MD 20816
FAX: 3(1.226.5087
Michael Casserly
_ Council of Great City'Schools

1301 Pennsylvania: Awnuf: N.W,, Suite 702
- Washington, D.C. 200047 " Php

. FAX: 202-393-2400

Denis Doyle
110 Summerfield Road T~
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

FAX: 301-907-4959

Ernest Fleishman ‘ 0 d
Scholastic, Inc.
555 Broadway .

New York, New York 10012
FAX: 212.343.6807

(yene Garcia, Dean

School of Education

1501 Tebman Hall #1670
University of California At Berkeley
Berkeley, California 94720-18670
FAX, 510-643-8004



Milton Goldberg, Executive Vice President

The National Alliance of Business

1201 New York Avenue, N'W,, Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005
FAX: 202.289-1303

Kenji Hakuta
School of Education
Stanford University
Stanford , CA 94305
FAX: 4135-723-7578

Gene L. Maeroff

Teachers College, Columbia University
5§25 W. 120 Street, Box 127

Columbia, New York 10027
FAX:212-678-8240

Shirley Malcolm, AAAS
1200 New York Avenue, NW

) Washington, D.C. 20036

FAX: 202-371-5849

. -

Hans Meeder .

Horizons Consutting Sezwccs
6713 Groveleigh Drive *’m Mz, g
Columbia, Maryland 21046.

FAX: 301-596-0206 o

- Robert (Bob) Slavin

3003 N. Chatles Street, Suite 200
Baltimore, MD 21218 ‘
FAX: 410-516-8890

Donald M. Stewart

The College Board

45 Columbus Avenue

New York, New York 10023-6992
FAX: 212-713-8282

Marc Tucker, NCEE
700 11th Streer, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20001
FAX: 202-783-3672
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Federal Qfficials To Attend

Gerald Tirozzi, Assistant Secretary, OESE

Iudith Johnson, Deputy Assistant Secretary, OESE

Jim Kohlmaoos, Deputy Assistant Secretary, OESE

Tom Fagan, Program Director, Goals 2000, OESE -

Mary Jean LeTendre, Program Director, Compensatory Education, OESE
Susan Wilhelm, Compensatory Education, OESE

Pat Gore, Goals 2000, OESE

Sue Betka, QERI

Ray Ramirez, OBEMLA

Ann O'Leary, Office of Deputy Secretary



MINUTES
ESEA Reauthorization Meeting
dupe 2, 1998 16:00-11:00am

1. Outreach Activities
Judith-began with a discussion on the upcoming invitational ESEA reauthorization forums: .
s The first is to be held on June 3,

. Tudith explained that the pMzczpmm will represent a range of perspectivas on educational
. policy.

+ ° Inresponse to a guestion, Judith explained that invitees were selected through
recommendations.

. Two formal note takers will be present at all mr:c:t‘zizzgs and the information gathered from
the sessions will be used to inform the teams of writers,

. A Questions & Answers fact sheet i being developed 1o hand out at the mw‘z:}gs Any
guestions that need to beincluded should be sent to Pat.

. It was suggested that the sheet include a deseription regarding how invitees were selected
to attend the forums.

s Since only a limited number of Department of Education represenmzves will be at each

meeting, attendance of program officers will be rotated at the meetings. Judith explained
that a strategy will be put in place to ensure that the various programs are rep*esczzted at
the outreach meetings, Tom Corwin recormnmended scndmg Ed suff w the meeungs with
assigned tasks, szzch as note z.ai.mg

E A - Y . v ®
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Pat then discussed the other outreach acnvzizas

» A chart was handed out that detailed the zzpcommg oamgz ac':fwzzzes Y

, Two of the meetings {643, 6/19) will be focused on the broader issues surrounding
reauthorization while the 6/22 witl focus on Goals 2000 and the 6/30 meeting will fogus
on Title ], ..

« Outreach will also occur at the many professional conferences, in some instances there e

" will be Department pamcz;:zamn while at other meetings copies of the Fedﬁmi Register

and a feedback form will be available. :
. Pat noted that reprimts of the Federal Register were being made. Program Directors areto..,,
.. zontact the Front Office for copies. -

. Judith announced that a rural educators conference was being held in July in Upstate New
' York and requested 2 volunteer to come forward to represent OESE (Ant C&Ee
v{}iurtieercd)

I. General Framework of Fecus Groups

. The intent is to build a discussion from the first question in the federal register. This
guestion is intended to launch the conversation and-generate a paper on the federal role in
education. '

. Judith explained that the goal of the meeting is 1o reach consensus on the first two

guestions posted in the federal register. All participants received the questions in their



invitation jetter, .

. Ast raised the issue of how the initial question launching the meeting will be framed. He
prefers to see the discussion opened up by asking a broad question about the role of the
federal government in education, rather than focus on specifics {i.e. standards)

Pat gave an overview of the regional meetings:

» The mestings will include an invitational huncheon of 20-25 people. In an attempi o he
inclusive, invitees are nominated by professional associations.

.. Bill Modzeleski stated that he belicves that the conferences must include individuals from
the local school district where the meetings are to be held,

. Tom Fagan disagreed, believing that the meetings should be regionally represented. Tom
Corwin agreed with this assertion. ‘

. Tom Fagan noted that we may receive some opposition at the meetings. Judith explained

that the strategy 10 handle potential oppaosition is @ not respond 10 most of what is
expressed at the meeting, but continue the discussion by moving on to the next speaker.
. Pat said that there would be quick turnaround in compiling the notes from the various
meetings. At the small invitational forums a symibesis paper will be produced while the
regional meetings will be recorded and the major themes documented. A goal of this
process is to keep the information flowing to the writers 1o assist them in their tasks.

I, Outreach to Professional Associations :
. Anne O'Leary is 10 schedule a mesting with Lemmg First Aliiance so that zhcv can

comrment on reauthorization issues, o
. The Federal Register will be sent to major professional associations.
. Michelle Doyle is charged with making an effort to include private schools in the.,

discussion. R TR

e e
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IV, Federal Register

. The Federal Register will be up on the web site by the end of this week. ) ’

. There was some discussion about how (o make the infermation as widely accessible as |
possible, ’

. Lawrence will get znsmzczmns to individuals on hyper linking,

* Judith noted that certain questions in the Federal Register may lend themselvesto a

particular regional cutreach meeting and asked everypne 10 make suggestions as to which
~, questions are apprapriate for the various meetings.

V. Timing Issues

» Judith explained that the greatest roadblock 1o meeting the time frame for reauthorization
is the time constraint tiself,
. There was discussion about releasing all writers from their other projects in order 1o help

them meet the July 30 deadline. 1t was noted that the ability to Jeave other projects will
vary from writer 10 writer,

. Several program directors expressed concern with this idea, explaining that their staff are
involved in several key projects. They were confident that the writers could handle their
other tasks while still making the wnitng deadiine.

-
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Bil] Modzeleski beligves that in order 1o meet this deadline Gerry will have to be willing
to stand up to the White House and the Front Office in order to put a hoid on other
pressing work.

Judith mentioned that several interns would be working in the office this summer who
could possibly assist with the writing, ‘

The discussion was concluded with An stating that any roadblocks faced by writers
should be brought to the attention of Judith by the program directors. Judith responded
by stating that they would do all they could 10 intervene in order to make this process run
smoothly.

V1. ESEA Reauthorization Paper Format

[

»

-

Judith handed out a paper detailing the proposed format for issues papers.

The overall framework for-the paper is that i1 should start 23 an issues paper and become
an opinion paper.

The papers should include a ranpe of options (from broad to narrow) so that during the
decision making process that range of options can be weighed,

A discussion ensued on the proposed format of the paper:

Katherine noted that the sections describing the issues raised by the qut:snons and the
justification section could be combined during the writing process. Judith concurred.
There are four levels of implications for this paper that must be considered:

I. Legislnsive Changes

2, Program Implementation

3. Technical Assistance

4. Other programs tmpacted
By recognizing these implications, the papers can aiso be used effectively for program
management.
1t was noted that there was no guidance on the length of the papers, which is important
since it will affect the timing issue.
Val suggested limiting the length of th papers by giving 2 range of 10-20 pages.
Stipulating the length even more narrowly Wwas not recommended since the various
components of the paper will be different lengths in their final form,
Judith apologized to Art about cutting off the discussion on equity that arose at the
pruvious meeting and asked Art to add w hat he thinks is needed to the vision paper 10
address the equity issue.
Gerry recommended that the paper include a concise executive summary. Tom Fagan
argued, however, that the core arguments supporting the options are not likely to be read
in the body of the paper if there is an executive summary. This issue was Jeft unresolved,
Tudith underscored the importance of validating the issues with research,
The meeting closed with Judith recommending that the program directors take the draft
format back to their writing teams in order to solicit their feedback and comments. Those
comments need to be conveyed to Judith.

J\‘.”.;f*.:‘d‘
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February 19, 1998
Work Group Meeting Minutes

Meetling Summary:

Suasan Wilhelm opened the meeting.
Asked Cathenne to lead an open discussion for developing a format for Decision
making. (Ground Rules.)

Ground Rules for the ESEA Work Group

W{}rk Group Members will;
Create opportunities to apeniy share ideas,
Take individual responsibifity to catch up on missed meetmgs
Speak one at a fime.
Listen to each other with respect.
. Begin and end meetings on time.
. Take turns summarizing decisions at each meeting.
Communicate our ongoing work and considerations back fo our offices for
© ongoing input.

- I'd suggest adding:
Notify Susan Wilhelm if we are not able to attend a meeting.
Share information in an open and timely manner,.

Program directors met last week and charged the group with the déQéié;}m&ni’
of the website. A decision was made to convene three working groups.

Data bmu_g_Create 8 concise symmary of the data we have aboutl the impact of
federal education programs on State and local efforts to implement school
refarm. Report due in 3 weeks.

* Lead person: Joanne Bogart

o

. 'Data Collection Subgroup:

Kristin Bunce, OFSE

David Cleary, Budget Sarvice
Sheila Cooper, OIE

Bernard Garcia, QIE

Elayne McCarzhy, SZI}?‘S

Ted Parker, IAP

Laurence Peters, EZ/EC
Jeffrey Wilde, OME

T
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OERI to be determined

»  Group to look at status of Standards Based Reform This group will be
responsible for analyzing the research in this area. Next the group will create
a summary clearly showing the status of the reform effort at the state and -
local tevels. Report due in 2 weeks
Co-ieaders will be selected from Goals 2000 office and OERL.

Systemlc Reform Subgroup:
Catherme Jovicich, OESE
Heidi Rag‘n irez, GZK .

Ray Ramirez, OBEMLA

»  Group to design the Federal Register notice and the Website (the task is
obvious). Report due in 3 wegks.
Lead person: Susan Withelm

Federal Register Notice Subgroup:

LEAD: Susan Wilhelm, CEP

Sue 8&8{3 QER! .

Larry Co%en Budget Service

Jim Engli si‘s OME

Marilyn Hall AP

Chuck Lovett (32K : - .
Wendy Jo New, CEP

Sylvia an?zz SIP

Decision: All members will bring cross culling issues o the aftention of Susan
Wilhetm. __ \

Presentation by Val Piisko: Status report on student performance and whather
federal programs were more strategic, supportive, and beiter cordinated.
Handout was pmwded and can be obiamed from Frances Shadburn,

’M-w . ,‘_

- Presentation by Joanne Begar{ Anaiyszs ‘and i“izghl ghts from Reports on Reform

from the field: &fsfncf and Stale Szzfvey Resulls - Evalustion of Federal
Efforts to Assast in Schoof Reform - Final Repod. Copy available from
Frances Shadblim.

Presentation by Joanne Bogart: Living in Interesting times: Early state
Implementationiof New Federal Laws. Copy available from Frances

- Shadbum.

Handouts from Susan Withelm:
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. - Public Policy and School Reform (CPRE);
: +  Elemerdary and Secondary Education: Evaluation Studies and Projects Ongoing
and Proposed;
«  Timelineg for Dala Coffécfmn and Reporting of Ongoing and Planned Key
gf&men:azyﬁewﬁdafy Edutation Frogram {ffva!uaf;ons

Next Meeting will be in four weeks after everycme has a copy of what each subgroup
developed.

Each Group leader will be responsible for convenging their teams and developing the
repori. :




DRAFT*DRAFT*DRAFT*DRAFT *ﬁﬂmﬂﬂfi};‘ﬁ”*ﬂﬁéﬂ *
AASA Reform Proposal |

Program Principals '

1. Respongiveness - Pasticipating schools will respond to public concern by
teaching basic and essential skills as well as good citizenship.

2. Targeting - Only schools serving students with the greatest noed can
participate, ¢.8., schools serving concentrations of low income students and

rural isolated és:h&:}l&
3 Coaceum;rg Resaupces - One hundred percent of the funds will gcz o - =

~ school district$ with at least 90 percent going to the classroom,

i
4, Flexihility - Patticipating schools can use funds to supplement existing
services in any way that is consistent with the research that show. the desireto
improve achim;'emcnt and citizenship.

5, Rased on Rigorous Research - Participating school districts und schools
will be required to use interventions based on the rigorous research and
yielding high sz;xim results in numerous setlings. ‘

6. Enthusigstic g;:damsmmf of Partici ggnnx Teachers and Adminigrators

- A condition nf participation in this program i an enthusiastic vete by secret
bailot of tcachers administrators and classified staff'to implement the prag*am

plan in the schwi

7. Carefully ﬂga ped [mplemented dnd Evaluated - Participating school

districts and schiools will have 8 one-year planning period consistiag of an
ongoing mi»i‘éwjzzf plans and assistance from g resesrch organizadons with
expenence in assisting schools in planning and implementing research based
interventions. |

8. Confinugus Iniprovement Based on thie Highest Educationsd Standards
~ Participating school districts and schools mut make data driven adjustments
through staff development and site-based decisions. They wauid te required -
to!

(a} adopt state content and perfom;anse szanéatds including state: méc or
nationally mgmmi tests

{b} benchmark fesx scores, disciplinary rates, instructional resourcas and |
teacher quality found in the highest scoring schools nationally in raading, math
and science;

() provide perfo:rmance information on benchmarks and state standards both
regularly and upan request to parents, teachers and others,

(d} develop and apply 2 series of sanctions for sehaal districts, sehools,
adrmrzzstratars and teachm where students do not meet the expected standards

o
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9, 'm Easily Understond Accounting for Spending - Participating school
districts and schools would be required to provide an accounting for spending
by budg@t category and program area for the district and sach school site. An

exa.m;:iz of a good software packet is the US. Chamber of Commerce

educational a::cauntmg program called Insite.

10. A Sure and ?fgx&fe Funding Base - Stable iong—zctm funding levels must
be asmm& by uging funds from the mandatory side of the federal budget based

on the tota% sum of the originating appropriations, total national stusdent
po;)uia;aon and an index of public schoal costs.

11 A Predictable Furding Flow - Long-term planning and commitment of
foeal ﬁmds requires & predictable funding flow to school districts througha

fadcmﬁy developed formula.

12. Equal grtunity for Students in Qulifving Privgte Sche J_ The
propmal pm’wérzs services for students in private and parochisl schools serving
cmcezzzzatzons of students with the greatest need in a manner similar (o other
federsl educztmn programs in ESEA.
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NEWS RELEASE

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF SCHOCL ADMINISTRATORS

160% North Moo Sraat  Adinggtion, VIGinG 22200 (703 5280700
January 21, 1998 |  For further information, contact:
For immediaie release Gary Marx, 703-875-0737 or

Bruce Hunter, 703-875-0738

ETED TO SCHOOLS SERVING
YENTS

. ARLINGTON, VA--The association representing the nation’s school superintendents wants the U.S.
Congress to rethink the way it addresses the needs of those children who generally nccupy the fowest
rung of the achievement ladder.

‘mc American Association of School Administrators (AASA} of Arlington, Vu.. in a break with
iIS traditional approach to federal spending, says Congress should target funds from Washington ©
schmis sepving concentrated zzumbers of low-income siudenis as well as nural, isolated schools.

The association has long| been an advocate of federal spending for children placed at risk of

schoo! failure because of factors assac;az::é with poverty at home and . 1lzcar {:omzz' unities. But-
AASA no longer believes that fede;"al funds shouid go 1 schools, %zasezé Szmpiy czz a fcrmula much as
. currently eccurs with programs for children with spcc;‘.i needs or economic hardehips,
“Whar we're saying is that the country needs a fcc}crﬁ! Ff?%zﬁ zﬁ: ciz:rf:i:?s E?nds 10 hzgﬁ.
poverty scheols where the adulis|employed there are willing to’be held accountable, for dr:lwcrmb a’
high-quality educstion.” says Paul [, Houston, executive director of AASA.
'ﬂxc public is skeptical of public schools and their demands for more mone,” says Houston
“We need 1o demioasirate 1o the public that schools receiving oxtra federal funds are capable of jaying’
the raxpayers back by producing s better sducated group of students.”™
‘ Accountability is at the heart of the AASA initiative. Inthe proposal cirenlsting on Csmwl
Hill, rural, isolated schools and schools snvolling concentrated numbers of poor children will be
eligible to receive $1.000 per child in federal funds. But before they can receive the funds, 80 percemt
of the fam{i{y in the school, along with the school principal and the district superintendent, must agree
thet they will provide a learning envirorunent that ensures increased achievement among these ‘
generally Jow-performing childrer.
/ Right now too many people. including 100 many educators. hetieve students living in poveny

. are destined 1w fall further and further behind thelr more advantaged classmates.” says Houston, ~We
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dan’t agcept that reasoning. {We have seen models of elementary school zxceilcm that work. We

ought to s¢¢ themmalotmtxrc schools than we do. And we will with apmgmmthazpmmfedcw ‘

dollars into schcals willing to adopt these models.”
Under the AASA ;:rapesai, school personne] would have to vote 1o adopt one of the smcasﬁzl

slementary-school models identified by the U.8. Department of Education before becoming eligible for )

the new fodoral funds. No oxtra federal doliars would go to schools whoae teachers or administators
said thcy were unwilling or incapable of assuming resp&mabll ity far mnrzasmg student achievoment,

“School supenmczzée‘ms would like an opparmnity mrzi those within their districts wzﬁzng
1o stand up and deliver a qun_iz:’y:cdumon to poor children,,” zays 3&1}3103* “At the same tims, 8

faculty and principal who vote no-confidence in themselves or the children in their schools ought to be

identified. A ‘no” vote would cerainly pinpoint those schools where additional federal spending might
await some necessary personnal changes.”

The association’s president, Karl V. Henz of Thicnsville, Wis., said the new proposa! iz bold,
but overdue, “When this country talks about the failure of pubiic schools, we're generally pointing the
finger at the schools with the gmazcsz concentration of poor kids,” Hertz says, ..~ - . TR

“All 100 often these pear childeen atend the oldest schools, are taught by Lhz: most /. ..

inexperienced and least a;nai:fia{i teachers, and receive the fewest computers and. the oidest textbooks,

© Public education is in the ﬁght of its life and-we're not going to win hack ti*.c pubize $ supp:}tt mﬁi{gs-

examining our attitude toward these schools” Our proposal will be a step-in. zﬁﬁ nght direction. . lnstead
of carmarking federal funds for schools unwilling 1o improve, we'll rcwazai onfy those *mﬂmg to step

up to the challenge of educating children others have written off.”
. Bruge Hunter, AASA'; senior associate executive dlractor for governmenna! relatons, said he

figures the new indtiative coulli cost as much as $5 billion if the schools that enrolied all 5 million poor

" . children wers to qualify. To a{:hzcvc that level of spending under the atrict limiis within the balanced

buﬁgct agreemenn Hunter says his association recomumends wmei:&aﬂng ’
some small educntion programe and targeting the rcsui:mg fumis directly 10 seheool districts whose

ﬁieh-povmy schools quaiz?y for the asssstanc& ’
The AASA pmpczsai gzé'ew out of a discussion among its Federal Polidy and Legzsfaﬁcn

Commmec chaired by Cheryl h Withoyte, superintendent, Madxsm, Wis.
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I*..SB A REAUTHORIZATION OUT ilLACi{ ACTIVITIESR

‘ | CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES '
1. Regularly Scheduled Conferences
CONFERENCE DATE/ ‘AU DIENCE ' }FHEME!ISSUE ED STALF ACTION STEPS/ LEAD
LOCATION : INVOLVED COMPLETION DATE PERSON

Large conferences of national and

May « Sept 1998 L] Obtain fist of conlerences from
reglional organizations O A
{Selections 1 be muds) » 1isc criteria to select and
recommend conferences
. Core Group finalizes sefection
L] Coordinate with OIIA o
handle logistics and invite ~
participants
] Record and compile comments
Mational Avademy on the lane 5-2, 1998 Professional Audrey Smith n Coordinate with B.ID.
Alignment of Sondards and Washing.on, Drevelopment Joyer Mumhy reauthorization subgroup
Feachsr Development for Simdent nC.
Loambg
OSSO0 Larpe Scale Aszessment | Bune 14-17, 1998 § Siaref loenl Standurds, Huph Walkop = PES will use WESTATYT .
Conference Colorado gssessnent assessmenis & Jounne Bogart contract 1o drganize meeting
Springs, €O direciors aecounthiiity durinp-conference;
— : p ™ COSS0 will provide mailing
lzhels for invilation
|

Record and compile comments
{WESTAT)

- 4

P

* L
£4 M z -

“ ¥
MEEE 1

Pl

d

. .

- ¥

w* +

-4
.




1. Regularly Scheduled ‘Conferences (Cont)
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ESEA REAUTHORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
UTTING ISSUES
- "

CROSS-C
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. Reemd and compile

COSEO State Collaborative on June 18-19,,1998 | State & local Title I, Standards, - CGrace Ross ]
Assessments and Studenl Standards | Colorado [0 Gozls 2000 & assessments & Hugh Walkup comments (in conjunciion
{8CASS) Compréhensive Bprings, CO assessinent directors accountability Joanne Bogars {7) with COSS)
Assessment Design Study group ) :
Nt Educational Computing Conf. June 22-24 1998 | BY INVITATION Focus on Ed. Linda Raberts (7) m Coordinate with Goals Kelly
{(MECCY San Dicgo, CTA { 2 sessions with 30-40 Tech, questions in | Tom Fagan stad¥ (OERT 10 assist) Green
{Reacthorization | people per session) FR Notice, but Shuana Battiste m ED staff to record and
Sexsion June 23) | Sintedloce] ed. tech. not limited Kelly Green compile comments
) coordinators ' Cheryl Garnette
THZAS proj, dir, .
School Administiators
Teachers
Busines/ladustry
Mitken Foundation Anaual Conf June 2526, 199R | TLCF Courdinators Focus on Ed. Tom Fagan LJ Coordinate with Goals Kelly
Santa Monica, State Technelogy Reps | Tech. Questions Kelly Green staff _Green
CA . ' _in FR Notics, but--]-Shuana -Battiste "™~ ED'stai{ 1o record and
“{REiETGzation not imited compile comments
sessivn June 24}
IASA Bummer Institute on Juby 142, 1998 Titde § Coor and other FR (s re: State Judith Johnson = Coordineie with CSRD
Comprebensive School Reform and | WDC . School Adnuinistrators. | and Local Reform | siaff
Schoolwide Programs ’ {Reputhitization . . Assign BD stafl w record
Session July 2} and compile comments
Cont, of Hisenhower Professional July 1618, 1998 | Titie I} Coordinaters Professtonal Audrey Smith . Coordinate with #.0,
revelopment Coordinators wWDC T Development Joyce Murphy teautherization subgroup

{Resuthorization

Session, July 16}

W

Fudith Johoson

[————




IT-A, Discussion Forums

ESEA REAUTHORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES

w':.
DATE/ AUDIENCE THEMEASSUE ED STAFF ACTION STEPS/ ) LEAD
LOCATION NP INVOLVED COMPLETION DATE PERSON
June 3, 14, and 22, 1998 | BY INVITATION AR Qs in FR Motice; ¢ ¢ 1 Dcpuiy Sceretary » Compile list and determine Frances
Washington, DC {10-20 people per group) . {w N Am %ecrelary!(}{i%: selection process Shadbum
Education Hesearchers S A “Députy Asst SeciOESE | » Finalize dates and mz:etmg
: Policy Analysty/Expents LS Program: {Mrectors format
: Pracdtioners » Invite p”zzi.zczpams
{9 o Technical Assistance Providers t Secure meeting space aad
T Y L Business Representatives . finalize all lopistics
« T g’i N L] Record and compile comments
June 33,1998 BY INVITATION - Tithe !, Part A Asst Bec/QERE L] Request pominationy for Pat Gore
Washington, DC Title | Commisston Alomni Deputy Asst Sec/CESE invitees
Researchers P CER Direcior " Compile Hst amid ddeterming
Practitioners ) selention process
. " invile participants {(letter and
' telephone talis)
b Secure mewting space and
finalize all jogistics
o Revord amd compile. commments-
April 30, 1998 Reprosentalives frodn two Professional developmend Joyes Murphy = Coordinate with P,

{omprehensive Conters and one
incal schoot distric
(administrators, principal, and
teacher)

Audrey Smith -

reauthorization subgroup




A . .

[-B, External Ex#ert Consultatiens

®

C o e 4

To be detenmined Nl Assoc. Of Black Educators; Prafessional development | Joyee Murphy - Coordinate with P.0D,
Council of Greast City Schools; needs of teachers in high Audrey Smith seauthorization subgroup
and others. poverty schools

C[ss @ .

w;; €d Gnfmie
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RN i

March, 1998 .
Susan Lewcks-Horsely
Researcher .

Prafessional Development
Reawhorization {PDR} group
Reauthorization Woerk Group

e
Professipint Development

E oL,

Seminar aud $-page paper presented

(RWG) D
OESE and other Fi2 staff RIS .

Masgh, 1958 PR group JAssues in Urban Educution . Seminar
Loraig Gerald and Ron RWG (inc Profussional .
Wolk QESEED staff- ~Developent)
ED) Week Publications ) ;

I3 =
April 27, 1998 PDR group o +1 New Teacher Cuality and Seminar
Jean Miller, CCSBO RWG - State Assessarend Standards
Uirector of INTASC OGESEAD staff
May 20, 1998 PDR group a’ ‘How ESEA fegistation can Seminar
Blennis Sparkes, Executive RW( i suppon effective

Drirector, National Stafl’
Development Councli

CESE/ED staff o
i

professional developmemt




Y
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Juby, 1998
btichae! Knapp
David Florio
Hesearchers

POR group
R
QESEAD gtaff

The Form amd Role of
Professiona Development
in nowly reauthorized ESEA
Programs

Seminar and 25-page paper to be
presented

e
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HI. Outrench to National Associstion Leadership

ESEA REAUTHORIZATION QUTREACH ACTIVITHS

CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES

DATES AUDIENCE THEMEASSUGE ELY BTAFF ACTION STEPS/ LEAD
L OCATION INVOLVYED COMPLETION DATE PERSON
May - July, 1998 MNationat Bducation Asseciations | All {38 in FR Notice Depity Secretary L] Compile list of Association - Ann
Washingion, DC Education Advogaey Asst Sec/OESE roundtable mestings £ Leary
{xgpnizations ang Deputy Asst. » Convene mectings by Fritz
focisl Advecacy Organizations Secretary JOESE conjusction with Assoviation Edelsrein
Business Roundtable ' Reauthorization Core roundiable meelings James
Higher Education Associations R : Group L Host sbditional meetings at the | Guitard
Mational Research Associations - Departwient,
) " Invite participants fOHA o
assist)
» Secure meeting space and
finalize ail togistics (OBA v
. assisd
E 3

Record and compile commanis
from all pechings

- e

o — —
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V. Hegienal Qutreach Meéii:ﬁgs

CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES

. ESEA REAUTHORIZATION QUTREACH ACTIVITIES

DATE/ AUDIENCE THEME/ISSUE Eld STAFF ACTION STEPS/ LEAID
LOCATION ' INVOLVEDR COMPLETION DATE PERSOM
July 8, 1998 Schon] Cfficiais Al Qs in FR Notice Astt Secrelany/OESE - Finalize sites ard dutes - 5720 | Pt Gore
Los Angeles, CA Teachers Deputy Asst Sex#OESE | = Serure conferenge space and Frita
Parenty Program Direckors finalize 2li meeting logistics Edelstein
Jufy 10, 1998 Business Reps Reauthorization Work (OHA @ assisty - 5720
Chicage, 1L State Officials Graug {reps of - » Solicit acminations for A.M
. Advocacy Groups Pragram and other Diszussion (iroup
July 13, 1998 Elected Offigials oftices) L Select and contact invitees
Baston, MA " Detennine stepss to publicize
AN, - Invitational Discussion meeting and inform potential
July 15, 1998 Group — {unddapm audience of themes/issues -
Atlanta, GA .M. - Qpen Public Meeting Publish ¥R Notice; Use
3R R e T8 existing List\Serves ; Matl
' Friends of Education Latters
= Record and compile comiments
from gl meedings using Ceurt
Reéparas andlor Noletakers
i S r
o Fots 4 Thok dod wbeller calun PR is5om ¢ ot
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V., School Visits

*,
S

#

CROSS-CUTTING ISSUESR

REAUTHORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

DATES AVDIENCE = THEMIEASSULE EDSTAFF ACTION STEPS/ LEAD
LOCATION . i INVOLVED COMPLETION DATE PERSON
Avgust - Sepdember 1998 | School Officials improving Student Asst. BecfOESE w Coordinale with
{30-30 schoot visis, Principals - Achievement Dpty Asst. Sec/QESE Comprehensive Center
Bchedule in connection Foachers Program Directors Directors and Ceuncil of
with Amerieg Goes Back 1 Suppon Swaff Program Staff Greater City Schools
10 School Bvents) Students . Petermine number and types
Parents of schools te he visited
Community Reps n Develop process to solicit
school nominmions and school
profiles
L] Develop selection criteria and
seleet schools
" Matify schools and schedale
visity
" Develop school visit protocol
» Record and compiie comments o st ——



ESEA REAUTHORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES

V1. Congressional Visits

DATE/ AUDIENCE , . ;’FIIEME!ISSUE . ED STAFF ‘ ACTION STEPS/ LEAD

LOCATION g H . INVOLVED COMPLETION DATE _ PERSON

May - June 1998 House Education and Workforce | All Qs in FR Notice Deputy Secretary u Coordinate with OLCA to Scott
Committee | Asst Sec/ QESE schedule meetings Fleming
House Appropriations Committes Dpty Asst See/ OESE Sandra
House Leadershipll' a; Dir/Budget Service Cook

Senate Labor, I-Ica!'lh, and Human
Service and Education Commiitee
Senate Appropriati-ns Commiltee
Senate Leadership




