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'. Reauthorization Work Plan 
Title 1, Part A 

Leader: Mary Jean leTendre 

Principal \Vriter(s): Catherine Jovicich 

EA1ern~1 Groups: 

• 
. . 

-. 


Wend)' Jo New 
>Kay Rigling 

Council of Chjef State School Officers 
National Association of Federal Education. Program Administrators 
Association of Title I Directors ; 
International Reading Association 
National Counell of Teachers of English 
National Council of-Teachers of Mathematics 
1':ational Coalition of Title I/Chapter 1 ~ents 
National Parent Teachers Association 
NEAIAFT 
CRESPAR 
American Association of School Administrators 
National Association of Elementary/Secondary School Principals 
Council of Great City Scbools . 
U.S. Carbolic Conference 
Council of American Private Education 
ASPIRA 
National School Boards Association 
National Association of State Boards of Education 
National Councll of State Legislators 
Education Trust 
Center on Law in Education 
>tational Governors' Association 
National Law Center 
Urban League 
National Association for the Education of Young Children 
Rural Education Association 
La Raza 
National Black Child Development Association 
National AIli,mee of Black School Educators . 
Mexican American Legal Defense Education Fund 
National Coalition on the Homeless 
National Center for Family Literacy

• 



• Department of Health and Human Services 
Nationa! Science Foundation ' 
Independent Review Panel 
National Institute for Child Health and Develop:nent 
National Institute for Literacy 

Internal Groups: OSERS, OER!, OBEMLA, OVAE, Budget Services, Planning and 
Evaluation Services, Office of the General Coun~il, Office of Civil 

Right>, Office oftbe Inspector General, Office oftbe Chief Financial 
Officer, Office of the Deputy Secretary, Office of Compensatory 
Education Programs 

• 

E~1ernal Experts: Jack Jennings 

Bea Birman 

Sharon lohnson 

Andy Porter 

MikeCasserly 

Margaret Wang 

Jefr Simmering 

Evelyn Moore 

Arnold Fege 

Adrienne Bailey 

Ed Reidy 

David Hornbeck 
Eva Baker 
lynKagan 
Bob Slavin 
Andy Hartman 
Sharon Darling 
Richard Elmore 
Mike Timpane 
Rich Mills 
Dorothy Rich 

" - . Siephanie Robinson 

Strategies: 

.. Invite individuals and groups to the pC invitational forums and regiOnal meetings. 
I'; Establish several Internet address lists to elicit responses 10 key questions on e-maiL 
I> Attend meetings of key organizations to discuss relevant reauthorization issues. 
,.. Hold a few individual meetings in ED with key organizations and e.'Xperts. 

• 
I> Incorporate relevant information gleaned from response to Federal Register notice. 



• 
 Questions: In addition to the questions posed in the Federal Register notice, the followlf!g 
questions may be used to frame input from key g:oups and experts in the field: 

Questions used by Judith Johnson in focus groups ­

The Federal role is to promote quality and equity in K-12 educaridn by supporting the 
implementation of standards-based reform. 
I. Is this role being carried OUi effectively through current ESEA programs? 
2,. is there a bette,f way to'carry out this role? 
3. What should be done to carry oUIlhe Federal role most effectively? 

4, tVhal evidence ofsuccess could you offer 10 demonstrate thaI the ESEA is'tvorking across 

the nation ~- in your Slate or community? 


Possible general Title I questions ­

1. \<Wlar changes made in./he last Title I reauthoriz.ation have hac{ a particularly positive 
effect ? 
2. What, ifmI)!, changes have been problematic? 
3. "Wl1y h~l!I.: the provision(s) in qu.estion twO been problematic? Is the problem the Fed,.era/ 
SlalUte or is it Stare andlor local statute or policy? 

• 4. What new changes would milke improve the qualiry of Title I programs so that they help to 
close achievement gap? 
S. Shauld Title I be a discretionary instead Of a formula grant program with grants awarded 
to those LEAs or schools that can demonstraJe lheir commitment and capacity to deliver quality 
instructional programs? . 

Possible specific Title I questions: 

1. Do Titl,'! ( Iargering provisions adequately target the resources to the need.iest schools and 
the neediest cli1ldren? IfnOI, how can we improve targeting provisions? 
2. How can the law promote full implementation Ofschoolwide programs? . 
3. How can schoo/wide programs be designed/or greater success in accomplishing whole 
school reform~ <,j, " 

4. How can we strengthen statulO'ry provisions to foster higher standards, aligned assessment, . 
and greater accountability? 
5. How can we strengthen early childhood provisions, transition provisions, and linkages with 
Head Stan? HO"Iv can we/oster the use affamily literacy models in Title I? 
6. How can rhe linkages berween ntle II and Title I professional developmem be 
streng/hened? 
7. How can the legislation impact the quality ofpreservice teacher education, and continuing 
educ(JJion at the college anti university· levels ? 

• 
8. Should rlze legislation require career ladder professional d(!llelopmem for a/l Title I . 

paraprofessionals? lWJ:a1 else can the legislation include [0 ersure that our most . 

disadWtmaged chiJdren have access 10 the highes! quality instruction? 

9. How can we Strengthen parent involvement and encourage poremingl parent education? 

" 



".• .. 

• 10, Do Stales have sufficient resources to provide the suppon that is needed 10 help low 
peiforming schools? Ifnot, how can the law be strengthened to improve State capacity? 
11. How can the legislation better support local capacity for schoolwide reform? 
i 2. 1s there a way to strengthen the legis/alion to ensure that States have rhe needed authoriry 
to ensure that the statute is being implemented at the school level ? 
J3. When a Title I school is nor able to demonsirme adequate yearly progress should the IOlal 
LEA allocation be reduced i7y the amount Of funds thai would have been given 10 the 
non-peiforming schools? 

Preliminary Data Sources: 

1. Responses to Federal Register notice 
2. Comments from list serve, Internet address lists, and meetings. 
3. Data rrom State performance reports (school year 1995-%, school year 1996,97-­

coming in now--and school year 1997-98 to be submitted Fall of 1998), 
4, PES studies including analysis of.ac:hievement trends' in high poverty districts. 
5. lnfonnation gathered as part of daily program administration. 
6. OESE integrated reviews and deparunemwide program coordination reviews. 

Examples of Specilic Meeting Opportnnities: 

• 
. . 

June 8 -- Mt:eting,with Doug Powell of Purdue University, expert in parenting education 
June 14 ~~ Meeting with cesso ~~ Large scale assessment conference 
June 15 ~~ Meeting at the National Institute for Literacy - Andy Hartman and staff 
June 15 -- Meeti~g 'With the National Law Center'on Homelessness and Poverty 
June (TA) -- Meeting with Council of Great City Schools 
July 1-2 --CSRDISchoolwide Summer Institute 
July 30 -- Association of Title I State Coordinators meeting in SaoDiego, CA 

Timeline for program specifk,-.,ptioJ~S paper": """ 

Outline: June 30, 1998 

Draft : July 31,1998,_. 


., . <, 

• 




• REAUTHORIZATION WORK GROUP TEAM. 

MIGR~T 

LEADER: 

Francisco Garcia 

PRIl"CIPAL WRlTER(S): 

James English and Jeffrey Wilde 

INTER!'!AL GROUPS: 


OME staff;nput will be solicited in one or two special meetings 


BS (Lonna Jones) and OGC (Richard Melhnanj input will also be solicited through discussion . 


• ,; .~. ,": ..•. t,.':';,.,.. " .• _ . , 


National Association ofState DireCtors ofM:grant Education (NASDME) ~- which already met 

"~---" ~- -"'~''''-' 

for the year; :' ..::: -: i :;, •.. :.L'c-:; 'i~i ,,;~ : -,. 
)'..11< .\'; _. j\ '" '!;'l' . 

lnterstate Migran~ ~1.!c~ti.o1'!:?c:·~cil (rMEC) ~~ next meeting will be in early September; 

A focus group of eight regional representatives of the State Migrant Directors ~~ next meeting 
tentative scheduled for late June; -..; __ 

OME's MEP Formula Workgroup (consisting of Feceral, State and local sta!1) -- last meeting 
was September 1997. next meeting tentatively scheduled for early September 1998,

",-" ' 
., ~, '" >. 

OTHER METHODS YOU ARE CONSIDERING FOR L'SE TO SUBSTANTIATE THE 
EXISTENCE AND IMPORTANCE OF THE ISSUE: 

None, 

• 
DATA SOURCES: 

NASD:v1E has promised to give us awritten summary of the reaut1orization forums they held at 



• March at their national meeting in Louisville, IMEC has told us to consider the issues raised by 
their pember States in an 8122/97 hearing before the Hot:se Subcommittee on Early Childhood, 
Youth and Families. Westat's soon-to-be~completed Migrant Schoolwide study will also be 
considered..Material from the ongoing MEP Fonnula \Vork Group ~i1l also be used ~o develop 
options related to targeting of services. Any MEP-re1ated comments that come in as a result of 
the Federal Register notice. the J<1:Jc forums and the July outreach meetings will also be 
considered. 

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

As it is received. material will be reyiewed for MEP·relevant topics and options, 

TIME LINES, 


Issues finalized -- June 30. 


Isl Draft Option Paper -- July 31. 


• 
, , 

:,' ' ,­

'; , . •:5 

.-" ~ ,~ 

• 




• ! CHARTER SCHOOLS 
.' 

ILEADER IArt Cole 

WRITER I Cathy Grimes-Mi:ler , 
: John Fiegel 

i , 

EXTERNAL I Between now and the end of July input will be obtained pr:marily 
t!rough document reviews ,and participatlon in OESE~spof'.soredGROUPS 
focus groups and regio,pal meetings. Later input may be obta:ned 
through site visits, .i.1cetings atl:d conferences. 

Participants: charter school operators, charterbg agencies, Center for 
Education Refonn. Education Commission for the'States, Council for 

, the Great City Schools, AFT, and others. ' ,, 
J:-iTER.,'\fAL· Input through meetings and document reviews, 

GROlJl'S 

• 
Participants: Charter Schools Team, SIP charter school staff, SIP 

: Leadership Team, PES staff, OGC, Budget Office, OERJ staff, 

Between:tOwand the end of July, input primarily through Federal FIELD' 
Register Notice comments. P¥licipation in OESE focus gr~!lps ~d: COMMENT 
regional meetings. ,_... "_ '. . 
Between now and the end-of July, input primarily through -; >-;' - ••EXTERNAL 
participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Some,input!EXPERTS , ma.y be obtained during special presentations to reauthorization work 

, group and during some site visits. ­
, 

• 

• 

. 
.. 

TlMEL[]\,"E 

FIRST 
!DRAFT , 

, 

I SECOND 
: DRAFT 

; Pa."ticipants include: Tracy Bailey, Paul Krapfel, Joe Nathan, lude 
, Hollins and others, 
Internal and external g-r<.;up inpu! would be obtained on issues papers 
between June 10 and June 24. Input on options papers would be 
obtair.ed between June 30 and July 24. See attached scbedule. 
fssues PaRg]: Preliminary draft to be compieted June 5 and I . draft 
by June 12. 
Ontions Pa2eTS: Preliminary draft to be completed by JUIle 30 and 1 ~t 
draft by July 24. See attacbed schedule. 
Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30. 
QPJjoos Papers: Second draft by July 31, See attached schedule 

• 

, 

,, 
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• The Office of Indian Education 
Rcauthorizatjon Worksheet 
May 28,199& 

LEADER: 

David BeauIieu 

PRINCIPAL WRITER: 

Sheila Cooper 
William Demmert 

EXTERNAL GROUPS: 

National Indian Education Association 

• 
. Na:ionallndia.-, Schools Boards Association 

Na:ional Advisory Council on Indian education 
Regional and State rndi~ Education Associations 
Association of Community Tribal Schools 
American Indian Tribal Governments 

INTERNAL GROUPS: .. ., .. ,.' 
Indian Educa:ion Ad Hoc Re~ AUt.~OTiz3.tion Committee 
BIAlOESE Terun .' ".' ...... . 

"1 ,j ". "" .. 
OlE Re·Authorization Committee 
OlE Research Committee 

E~TERNAL EXPERTS: 

WiHiam Demmert 

R:ck St, Gerrr.aine 

John Tippieon;e 


.......... 


Karen Swisher 

John Cheek 

Jo Anne Sebastian Morris 

Robin Butterfield 


. Yvonne Novak 

• 


I 



• 


• 

TI~1ELlNE: 

Meetings 

June :th Meetir:g of Ad Hoc group in Bellingham Washington' 

June 21<22 NAC:E Meeting in TW1n Cities 

July 21 Meeling ofAd Hoc group in Washington DC 

August 8-9 Meeting ofAd Hoc Group in Washington DC 

TIMELlNE: 

Drat: Options Paper 


Pre:iminary Framework June 10th 

• 
First Draft Options Paper July 25 ili 


Final DmftOptions paper August 3" 


-.... 

" ."­

• 




• REAUTHORIZATION '''ORK PLAN FOR TITLE IV. SA]?!': AND DRUG·FREE 
SCHOOLS PROGRAM 

Leader: 	 Willia.'TI Modzeleski 

Principal Writer(s): 	Kayne McCarthy 

Lavo:la Grow 

• Lany Cohen 
*:..1ari Colvin 

Esternal Groups: ·An:erican Association ofSchool Acminis:rators 
America.'1 Council on Drug Education 
American Federat!on ofTeachers 

. CASA 

• 

Center for Substance Abuse Prevention 
Center for Disease Control and,Preveation 
Community Anti-Drug Coalition ofA.."l1erica 
Comprehensive Technkal Assistance Cente;rs 
Council ofChief State School Officers 
Council ofGreat City Schools 
Families in Action 
Join Together 
National Association oCElementary School ,Principals, 
~ational Association ofSchool Boards of Educatlon. ,
National Association of School Psychologists . ; 
National Association of Secondary School Prir.cipals 
National Education Association 
National Institute or. Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
National Institute on Drug Abuse 
National Nct\Vork ofSDFS Coordinators 
National School Boards Association 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
Office ofNational Drug Control Policy 
Partoefship for a Drug-Free America 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
US, Department of ~:ustice 

External Experts: 	 Gilbert Botvin 

• 
Richard Clayton 
Del Ellior. 
Denise Gottf:edson 
William Hansen 



• 


• David Hawkins 
Lloyd Johnston 
Deborah Prothrow Stith 

Internal Groups: Budget Services; P:;anning and Evaluation Services; Office of the General 
COl1ndl; Office oftne 1r.speclOr Genera:; Office of the Deputy Secretary; Office of the 
Secreta:ry; Strong, Safe, Drug-Free and DiscipEned School Commit:e. ( includes OESE, 
OSERS, OERl, OCR, OPE, NCES, OGe, PES, OBEMLA) 

• 

Prelimina.""Y Data Sources: 
Gun-Free Schools Report 
Higher Education data (e.g., Core Survey) 
Information gathered as part of daily program administration 
:\1onhorirtg the Future report 
OESE lRT review and department wide prog:am coordinations reviews 
O}"TICP's Pulse Check: National Trends in Drug Abuse 
School-Based Drug Prevention Programs: A Longitudinal Study In 
Selected Schools Districts 
Secretary ofEducation!s Report on the Safe and Drug.Free 
Schools Program 
State Report on Administration ofSDFSCA State Grant Program 
Student's Reports ofSchool Crime: 1989 and 1995 
The Violence and Discipline Problems in the U.S. Public Schools: 
1996-97 report da:ed March,) 998 - '.' ' :. \,~:,: ;:.: '~'", 
Youth rusk Behavior surVey"· .. , 

TimeHne: . O'.l!line; June 30, 1998 

Draft: July 31, 1998
, 

, , -. 
• Proposed pending approval from OGC ,md 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) 


Leader and key writer review outreach mtg notes 


Leader and key writer develop first draft of options 
Paper 

"First draft review by internal a.,d external groups (the 
Lutter via w~nen cotres~ondence) 

Second draft of options paper 

" h '- . 

End Date 

lune 5 

lune 10 

lune 12 

lune 24 

June 26 

JundO 

June 26 

",:... " ,- .. 
• • 0 ' 

June 30 

July 24 

July 31 

• 




•• 

.": ' 

•EISENHOWER 


An Cole 

Liz Eisner 
Audrey Smi!.'1 

Between now and the end ofJuly input win be obtamed primarily 
through dOCUlnent reviews a.'1d participation in OESE~sponsored 
focus groups and regional meetings. Later innput may also be 
obtained through meetings a11d conferences, (ED-sponso;ed 
conference of coordinators to be held this sum''ller.) 

Participants: State coordinators, State Higher Education Executive 
! OfficerslEisenhower Network, I'ational Council for Teachers o~. 
, Mathematics , NSF and others. 

Input through meetings a..'ld document reVIews. Also input may be 
obtained from reauthorization subgroup, 

Participants: Professional Development Team, Reauthorization 
, subgroup, SIP Eisenhower Team, EDINSF Workgroup, OERl, SIP 
i Leadership Team, PES staff, OGC, Budget Office, 

,, 

, ,, 

, 


• .' 

,, 

LEADE£ 


WRITER 

i E)''TERNAL 
GROUPS 

-

INTERNAL 
GROUPS 

.. 

~;-"'F"IE"'L""'D:---~.~B"'e::'twC;'ee:=n"'nc,.:ow and the end ofJuly, input primarily drrough Federal 
•COMNIEJ-..lT i Regi,ter Notice comments, participation in OESE focu! g(OUPS and 
: : regional meetings. ,Meeting of Eisenhower coordinators also 
I , scheduled.IEXIERJ~AL i Between now'and the end of July. input primarily through 
EXPFRTS 

,, 

~".. , 

participation in OE~E focus groups, regional meetings. Some input 
also has been obtained during special presentations to reauthorization 

bsu group, 

;participants include: Michael Aldaco, Vlitfred Easter, presenters to 
subgroup and others, 

~,"'T"'IME"''''L'INE",,,,--J-.Tln=t"em'=ali'an'-=idC:e~xtern::;_::aJi-g-r-ou-p~in-p-:utC:,,""'oC:u-;ld-"--be- obtained on issues papers 

i FIRST 
,DRAFT 

• : SECOND 
•DRAFT 

between June] 0 and June 24. Input on options papers would be ­
obtained between June 30 and July 24. See attached schedule. 
Issues Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed June 5 and 1 . draft 

by June 12. 

Options Papers; Prelirnlnary draft to be completed by June 30 and is! 


draft by July 24. See attached scbedule. 

; Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30,

IOptions Papers; Second draft..bY July 3 i, See attached schedule 


I 



. 


• 
Reauthorization Schedule 

A. Issues Papers (all) 

I. 

I 


Preliminary issues identified by leader and key ih'riter 

Meeting \vith internal group to further define key issues 

First draft of issue papers 

First draft review by internal and external groups (the. 
Laner via "vritten corresponde::lce) 

Leader and key "'Titer review notes from outreach mtgs 

Second draft ofissues papers 

B. Options Papers (all) 


Leaae:r and key writer review outreach tr.tg notes . 
. .. ., ,',' '\ ,.... .. . 
,~.' Leader and key writer develop first draft of options 

hper 

First draft review by intemal and external groups (the 
Latter via vl!'itten carrespOnd0}1ce) 

Second draft of options paper 

End Date 

June 5 

June 10 

June 12 

June 24 

It!ne 26 

June 30 

June 26 

.,., ".' " " 

June 30 

July 24 

July 31 

• 




• COMPREHEl\SIVE CENTERS 

LEADER An Cole 

, 

WRlTER 

EXTEIU-lAL 
GROUPS 

,, 

INTERl\AL 
GROUPS 

• 
FIELD 

',',
COlvlMENT 

....0,' .,,. ' 

EXfERl\AL , , . " '" ."'.. 

':. ,~:',':; ..,." ,,-~ 

EXPERTS 
! 
, 

Susan Sanchez 
Edith Harvey 

IBetween now and the end of July input \vill be obtained p:imarily 

:hrough document reviews and participation in OESE~sponsored 


, focus groups and regional meetings. Later input may be obtained 

through. center meetings and conferences. 

. 
Pa..-ticipants: comprehensive center directors, selected customers: 

Input through meetings and document reviews. 

Participants: regional team members (the 15',), OESE program 
directors, OBEMLA managers, PES staff, OGC. Budget Office, 
Co·oroieCl coordinators SIP Lcadershin Te.am 
Between now and the end of July. input primarHy through Federal 
Register Notice comments, participation in OESE focus groups'and 

.regional meeti!:l.£s. 
Between now and the end ofJuly, input primarily through 
participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings, Also some 
input may be obtained during special preSentations to reauthorization. 
work group, 

Participants include: Beverly Farr, Belinda Briscoe. Peul Martinez 
,',e n.hee' , -. , . 

c,•TIMELINE : Intenlll and external group mput would be o ... :amed on Issues papers 
~ between June 10 and June 24. Input on options papers wouJd be 
• obtained between lune 30 and Jul 24. See attached schedule. 

FIRST , Iss.!.~~;"J:~: Preliminary draft to be completed June 5 and I draft 
• .,' J,.' 

oy lU:le 12. .DRAFT 
Options Papers: Preliminary draft to be completed by June 30 and 1~1 
d",ft bv July 24. See attached schedule. 
Issues PaRers: Second draft by June 30.SECOND 
Options Papers: Second draft by Jury 31, Si!e attached schedule DRAFT 

• 




, .. " 

• ,Reauthorization S,hedule 

A. 	 Issues Papers (all) 

End Dale 

Preliminary lssues identified by leader and key \\-Titer June 5 

Meeting with internal group to further define key issues June 10 

First draft of issue papers June 12 

First c:aft review by internal and eX1emal groups (the 
Latter via \\TItten correspondence) June 24 

Leader and key writer review notes from outreach mtgs June 26 

Second draft of issues papers June 30 

• R Options Papers (all) 
, , 

, .. , , 
Leader and key writer review·outreach'mtg notes June 26 

, " ' •• ' •••' • '" ••,J, . 
'. " ' 

Leader, and key writer de'ielop firsf dhift of options 
Paper ' June 30 

First draft review by internal and external groups,(the 
Latter via \\ntten correspondence) ..... July 24 

, , 

Second d~ft of options paper 	 July 31 

• 




• 
LEADER 

"VRITER 

: EXTERNAL 
i GROUPS 

• 
]}"'YERNAL 
GROUPS 

•EXTERNAL 
i EXPERTS 

Art Coie 
,, 

i . 
: DaVid Cleary 

: Steve Brockhouse 


Between now and tile end ofJuly input will be obtained primarily 

, through document revie\\'S and partic:pation in OESE~sponsored 


; focus groups and regional meetings, Later input may be obtained 

through regional and national F.Jcetings a.."ld conferences sponsored by 
outside organizatioas. 

, Participants; Mag:1ct Schools ofAmerica, Nat'l Corruninee for 

, Schoo: Desegregation, Cour.cH for the Great City Schools, Dept of 

! Justice, Citizens Commission for Civil Rights, Equity Assistance 

Centers and others. 

Inpct through meetings and dO,c~.ent reviews. 

. Participants: Equjty.~d Choic~'Discretionary Grant Team, OCR 

, staff, OGC, SIP LeadershipTeam, PES s~, Budget Office, 

i SIP Leadership Team... ,,; :~.. . . . 


i Between now and the' end ofJuly, input prioarily through 
: participation in OESE focus groups, regional meetings. Also some 

.; input may be obtained during special prese;:t~tions to reauthorization 
work g.,"'Oup. ....., ,, 

Participants include: Charles Cassidy, Charles Willie, Julie Wrigh~,
Halbert, Jeff Simrr.ering, Tom Johr.son, W",.fJ' Ellen Eli. and ollie". 

i-'i'n"'ME;:-:;;"L'."'IN"lE'r-t"'In:ct::em=.rlan=rdexternal g::-oup input would be obi~ncd 'on iss'~es papers 
between June 10 and June 24. Input on options pa;'lers would be : 
obtained between June 30 and July 24. See attached schedule. 

FIRST 
'DRAFT 

ISECOND 
DRAFT 

, Issues Paoers: Prelimina.J' draft to be ccmpleted June 5 and 1 draft 

, by June 12. 

! Options Papers: Preliminary dra.ft to be completed by June 30 and 1st 


; draft by July 24. See attached schedule. 

Issues Papers: Second draft by June 30. 

• 
Ortions Papers: Second draft by July 31. See attached schedule 

_---L_____ 

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


. 

" ' 

• Reauthorization S~heduJe 

A. Issues Papers (all) 

End Date' 

PrelimlIl:ar:Y issue~ identified by leader'and key Writer June 5 

Meeting with internal group to further define key issu,es June 10 

First draft ofissue pa;>ers June 12 

First draft z-eview by internai and external groups (the 
Latter via v.ritten correspondence) June 24 

Leader and, key writer review notes from outreach mtgs June 26 

Second dr,ft ofissues papers June30 

• B. Options Papers (aU) 
. ­, .J, ,;;;:.J;; , , 

Leader and -key ¥tnter review outrc;a~h:m~gj1~!e~~.~::"~· >~,;,.~~:;J~e 26 
~ "'-' ~ . . ' 

: ,',;'., •. : ", .~;:,~:" :,(;:;t'''U~n:;,. / ... ;-:i-::':,:,· , ' 
Leader and h~y writer deveI9P first slrl!-fp?f 9P~ions'~ . 

'Paper ;""',;~-,::," " .... June30 
, ~. ',.. 

First draft re\'lew by internal. and exte:-r.al g~oups (the
'. , 

Latter via written correspondence) July 24 

Second draft of options paper July 31 

• 


http:exte:-r.al


• DRAFT 
Attachment A 

PROPOSED CALENOAR FOR THE REAUTHORIZATION OF ESEA 

LATEW/NTER 
AcnON LEAD OFFICE, 

OllSE RETREAT QESElG2K M'ngt. Team 

First meeting ofESEA Work GI'{)UP 10 begin OESE 
to draft vision statement and key questions for 
Federal Register annOuncement 

Ana!ysis ofdemographic and uelle summaries Work GlfJUplPES 

EARLY SPRiNG 

Draft of Vision; StatementlFederai Register OESEIODS 
Announcement Circulated for Comment 

first Meeting of Core Group· to ap;:»,ovc draft OESE 
vision statement/Federal Register 
announcement 

• Federal Regisler SUl1emcnr announced; OESEIODS 
Launch of Reauthorization Website 
Meeting with experts 

Analysis of demographic and trend summa:~es Data and Evaltlation Subgroup - -,­
...". H ,"•• ~~•• , 

Major Concept Papers commissioned :-. \ ' , ESEA\V~t~Zcir6Gp/CoikOr~~~> ~ . 
,. ' ,,".' ~""" , 

. , 
LATESPRlNG 

". 
Summary of public comment OESE 

Major Concept Papers commissioned £SEA Work Group/Core Group 

Regional Meeting~ocus Groups . 

SUMMER thru If/INTER 

Regional MeeriogsIFocus GtOUps OliA 

Decision Mernorenda to Secretary Core GtClUplESEA Work Group' 

Bill language drafted OGClODS 

Transmittal to Congress OOClOLCAiODS 

Februa;'')' 9. 1998 
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• WORKGROt;P 

• . .~,., 

February 9,199& 
work group 



• CORE GROUP· proposed 

De;JUty Secretary Mike Smnh 
OESEAS Gerry Tirozzi 
OESEDAS Judith Johnson 
OERl AS Ricky Takai 
PES Director Alan Ginsburg 
OGC Phil Rosenfelt 
Goals 2000 Tom Fagan 
SDFS Bill Modzeleski 
SIP Art Cole 
Budget Tom Corwin 
OSERS AS Judy Heumann 
OBEMLADir Delia Pompa 
OVAEAS Tris!! McNeil 
OLeAMS . Scott Fle~ing 

( Coosultants: Bayla White 
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february 2.1998 
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.1 	 Goals 2000 State!Local Reform 

LEAOER 

PRINCIPAL RITER 

Pal Gore 

'J(""f>-It<­

IEXTERNAL GI!OU~---- ------------------1 
CCSSO, Council of Great C,:y Schools, NaIL Center en Ed and the 

:' Economy, NGA, NASBE, ECS, NOP 

"'iNTERNAL GP.S - .. --i-.c~""-.".=-"._-~~-==~r ' 	 '-~~~c~~~~~~~--l 
, 	 1 PES, OOC, Budge! Services, OERJ, OCR, OSERS, OBEMLA, OESE1 

I 
-, FIELD CqMMENTS 

Large Scale'Assessmen(Conference" Surnmer Institute for 
Comprehensive Reform, four regional meetings, Goals 2000 State

.,i, 
. . 

coorctinators.~ Chiefs Summer Institute, infonnation in Report to " , ' ':J" ,
.' ':.j"! .. ,{:,: ( 

.~, :: 'I' 	 , Congress ' 
_,'l: ..w'_ . 

~. '"'"EXTER.I>\AL I!:XPERTS 

~,rr,v.""arr---e"'n"S{mmons. Susan Furhman, Andy Po~er, Marc Tucker, Kenji 
Hakuta, Flo McKenzie, Gene Garcia, Rick Mills, Stephanie Robinson, 
M3.t Gondal. Torn Payzant, Dick Elmore, Ray Conines, Gordan 
AmDach, Tony Alvarado, Shirley YialS91m 

T'MEL··'N~'E.--------r-------------~·---------------~--------------

,. .' '. 

IFIRST DRAFT 
 I)"ne,30 (WIOUT OPTIONS) 


! SECOND DRAitT 

luly 30 

• -~::... 'fi>t.wo'l"""l'.::r ~",...J,.; '''t" -.. <-ib ~,..J-'-<h-~" . 

_J,I iIM. Ic,h .f;,t..v<I ~"'1~ ­

- .....11 	 h..,~ o..r ~ "'6 k "'~ 
I~e../ I~ 11/ 7k- 7".q~...r 



· ,• 
Technology Literacy Challenge Fund 

• ; Tom Fagan 

PRINCIPAL 

Chuck LlweU ; Contributors: Jim Buiter(BS), La\lJ1l Johns(OUS), Chervl. Gamette(OERl)
; 

, 
; 

. 

EXT£R:~At CROUPS 

, 

CCSSO, Milken Foudation, CGCS. CEO Forum, ISTE, SLC, State 
. Technology Coordinators 

/y.m,.J CJ ;'~1 ""'~u - },..twwf, ,- fo'Y<L-J,:...:wJ 
/" 

! , 

, 
; 
; 

' 

! L"HERNALGPS </ ; 
; 

" , I PES, BS, OGC, OER), OSERS, OESE, OUS (Linda Roberts) ; 
;,( ,, 

; 
; ,, 

FJELD COMMENTS 

, ,. , . ~Cand MHken meetings (June); four regional meetings, stnte 
; 

, , ". . roinators, first each award anaiysis 
,.. , 

Cr£<;f), 1- r"t
, , 

.. ,• 
~ 

, " .' . i 
EXTERNAL , ;; 

;.;:... ,
EXPERTS ,~. ,<.__••_". '"._--- •• ~ 

•, 
.~ , , .. .' . 

. 
." i"PES expert panel members, selected state coordinators Andrew Trotter, Cheryl 

Lemke . ., ., 
~ 

T1MELlNE 
;,, 

; 

, . 
; 
;-. . 

" 
, 

, 
I 
I 

FIRST DRAFT 

; 
, , ;,,

June 30 (w/otlt op!io:ls) issues 
, 

i SECOND DRAFT 

. 

• 
: ' July 30I; ~.-,', 

; 
; I 
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Goals 2000: Parental Assis:ance Progra:n 

• I LEADER 

! Tom Fagan 

, 

:}'RINCIJ'AL WRITER 
! 

I Pat Gorel Daisy Greenfield 

! EXTERNAL GliQues .......,I---.-.----------,--------i 
IHIPPY, PAT, PTA, NCPlE 

L_.~~+'--,--___ 
: INTERNAL GHOIJPS 

~Ii<'P"E"'S"",Or;:GrcC",'B"u::;d:::ge~t"Se::::,,"'·jC'ceC-,"O"'ERI"',"'O"'SE"'R'"S""."'O"'E"'S'FE,-----i 
Partnership for Family Involvemeat in Education (Temy 

IPeterson) .. . . 

IFIELD 'COMMENTS 

• 
] ' .. 

: P;j.C Project Directors, State Title I oms, Coors of OSERS 
: Parent Info Centers 

I .L.>Wn;;-;rii'T----t--'.~---.----------.---.....,
i FI~ DRAFT ,.) 

IJune 30 (Issues Paper) 
• 

S£CONO·Dli.:V"(--· - -,~------------
--..------i 

• 
. ,." i 

~_____- __~IJ_U_JY_·3_0_(~O_p_tjo_n_s._p_~_~_~_. _____~~-___.____~ 

t/wl It; -/?t ,... ..m, o~p~ t,.,vJI.y~ ~:i--
'1; fN ¥ 



·' 	 . Impact Aid Reau!horizati~n, 

Leader: 	 Cathy Schagh 

Principal Writer: 	 Marilyn Hall 

External Groups: National Association ofFederally Impacted Schools (N.4FIS) a."d 

subgroups ofN.4FIS •. Section 8002 Group, National Indian Impacted Schools 

Association (l\'IISA), BAR>', etc. 


Formal and informal discussions at'upcoming meetings with these groups: 
, NIISA regional conference June 16.171 infonnal meeting with Section 

8002 represe:ltatives June 10. ongoing regular rI?~etings wit~ NAFIS 
Executive Director John Forkenbrock, N/\FIS rcg:onal conferences later 
this summer, NAFIS national conference in early October. These 
discussions wi!1 be used to solicit recommendations and float new ideas 
that may be incorporated in the Administration's blpact Aid proposaL . 

internal Groups: We are.conducting a series of meetings w!th iIlte:-ested staff to brainstorm 
and discuss options - May 13 - June 9. These meetings will be followed by additional 
meetings with representatives from OGC. Budget Servic~. and possibly OLeA. to further' 
refine options. 

Field Comments: No current pla.'ls to solicit further comments. Depending on the direction 
that the proposal lakes as discussions progress, it may be useful to share selected options 
with the field. However, the Administration's proposal~ f~'r Imp'act Aid tYPically draw a 
negative response from NAFIS, .~ ." ~ 1~:~-" ", " .: . 

Extemal Experts: Dr. Rlchard Sa~mon, Virginia Polyteci:mic Institute, is provirlir.:g ongoing 
technical assistance with school finance issues. 

Timeline: 	 Outreach -- June 1 onwa..--d 
Internal meetings -~ May' 13 ~ June 30 
First Draft Options Paper -- June 30 
Second Draft Option, Paper .. July 15 
'Legis.Jative Speci,ficatioru:; -- August 7 



. .. . 

AGENDA 

Meeting on Organizing the ESEA Reauthorization Process 

November 21, 1997 


Questions for the Meeting 

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

2. What is our strategy for reauthorization of Goals 2000 {which expires one year earlier than 
'" 

ESEA), -:-. )/f'...J ,./. rUIII""""~;' &Vo ~~k CII~h;!/ 
3. When do we wa:)t to submit a bill to Congress? 'IYJA..A... '99? . 'r.. . 
4. In order to meet that deadline, what intermediate deadlines should we meet ~ e.s-. 
presentation ofan outline or options memo to the SecretaI)'. development of specifications, 
submission of a bill for 01>.18 clearance? (See, for' example, schedule developed in November 
1991 for the last reauthorization·~ Attachment A) 

- ¥.It_ ~~foI",--" 
". 5. How shoukl we organize ourselves to produce a reauthorization bdt? 

" 
, -~ What are OESE's current plans for reauthorization? (See page from OESE Strategic: 
. Goals (Attachment B)) " .',' "" ".",.' 

-::r:...~ /l1i'~f!. ~'...-h:J ~ ~,'IA"...ll"1'" t»i;;':IJ'(il'~;~;';,f~
6. What public outreac~ activites shoul,d we undertake? . -10 ~14• .,;"'c ';:.i-" , .. 

II' ,,,,,,-C, ..._ 

-- Should we issue a Federal Register notice requesting comments on the major issues? 
(See 1992 notice .. Attachment C) .. 

- Shcluld we hold regional hearings to take public comment? rf so, when? 

. -- Other outreach activities, such as requesting suggestions from Congress?, 



, ' 

• 


• 

'" 

Attachment A 

Please note -all llw/follows is drnfi and subject 10 change. 

THE: ROLE AND FUNCTION OF ESEA REAUTHORIZATION GROUPS 

We envision two major grocps who will be responsible for conducting our work The first is a 

Work Group fanned from OESE staff. and other relevant program offices, including OERJ and 


, OBEMLA, as well as support offices such as PES, OGe, Budget, and OIG's office, The second 
group will be drawn from principals of those offices a5:v.'ell as tile Deputy Secreta..'"Y, and will be 
referred to BS the Core Group. The Secretary's seven priority tearns, referred to as Initiative 
Groups, ¥r-ill be cailed upon to assist in helping us to think across program 'boll."ldaries. The 
\Vork Group win also charter a nu..rnber of Special Issue Subgroups that can help us think 
through some specific cross cutting issues such as technology, technical assistance and 
professional development 

, 
For organizational purposes~ we have outlined the work in tenns of three roughly chronological 

phases, We envision that these phases will be overlapping rather than discrete and bounded. 


Pl:J.gse One,' Erevaring [or Public. Qulreach lInd En'la~ement 

NOTE: We !Jove a major strategy decisilJn to malie with regard tv !Jow much public visibility 

we want for the reauthorization effort.. We have t!Je option ofproceeding quietly and 

underplaying tlte process ofgathering puhlic input as we prcpafi'ourlegislative proposais"or ' -';", '1' ,; 
• 

making a decision to call national attention to our process. The choice we make concerning' '. .. , 
II,ese two opilo;ns will clearly inj1Ul!hCe /'fm.' we seek to irlvolve the t:;ongress. ~hou!tf, K)el~q~{; '{ ~:" ",,>_ 
explicit efforts to solicit tire views ofall or some members 'OfCongress througlwuJ the process,':: ~ ',' '" .~:,~ . 
or consult with them only sporadically? ", "', '""I' "~, 

The \Vork Group'wHl draft a Federal Register notice suggesting a number of key questions 111at 

many of us are grappling v.,th -.-the relationship of flexibility and accountability, the need to 

reduce the number of programs while being responsive to the need to preserve the interests of 

special and vulnerable student populations, the need to bring coherence to a host ofsomewhat 

fragm~.oled professional development programs etc, The group win also tackle the issue 

questions outlined in a separal~ anachment (Anaciunent D)to this memo. 


The Wurk Group will also organize a number of Regional Meetings (to be announced in the 

Federal Register) as well as an ESEA' Reauthorization Webpage (containing key documents) 

connected to the Department' s Home Page with an ability to re(:eive electronic mail. 


• 2 
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• 
In regards to ir.teres~ groups, a subgroup will identify all major education conferenqes and forums 
that potentially offer us all opport'Jni:y to. discuss reauthorization related IssueS, The \Vork 

. Group will prepare a plan as to hen..\, they seek to use these forums and how they will convey 
summaries 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 
relevant committees 10 discuss our reauthorization plans as well as tbe fu:ure of the Goals 2000 
program. 

fhQS£ TWIt: Data Assessment and identificatjon OrQp/jQI1:r 

Work Group Subgroups will slill)1Tlarize the comments from the 60 day Fe.deral Register 
notice, prepare option papers and Summari7.e studies in a format useful to the Core Group and 
Seruor Officers. Summaries of.the Regional meetings and other input will also be swnmarized on 
a regular basis, 

Together with the data from the first round ofpublic engaget;nent and a .synopsis of evaluation 
results for each of the major programs and demographic and trend data,. the Core Group v.~ll 
circulate a list oflegislative options. In consultation with the Core Group a number of those 
Jegislative options win be written up as full reports that win include literature reviews. 

Goals 2000 options are outlined in ~ separate attachment 

-'., ~ ". 

. .Phase Vtrce,' Deve[oTJment a/Options gnd Legislative, Slw:ifiwions 
", 	 ­

;1+ ::'-\,,,,,,.1. ' ..J~. " :' , i: ':t; .. . :,:' 

-::. '-.- ~ :- "B"ased on a review of the Work Group's products, the Core Gro-up can accept; reject or ask 
-~ . 	 , 

. 	 that other options be developed. \Vhen a consensus is reached among the Core Group 

concerning the identification of specific legislative issues1 formal option memos 'NiH be 

developed·by the Work Group for the Core Group. 
- . 
Based on <liscussions with the Deputy and the Secretary, OGe will be asked to draft legisiative 
specifications and bill language. These dO<:Uments will be cirCulated throughout the Department, 
arid the DP,e:/ ~,th a seCn_{Jn-:by·section analysis, 

'. 

During this period, depending on the choices available to us, -we win attempt to engage CongreSs 
in our legislatIve proposals as wen as some of the key groups. The precise details as to how we 
engage them and what level of understa.lding and support we want to seek from tbem, witl be 
determined through discussion ",th OLCA and others. 

Accordingly, we will draft the FY 2000 OMB Submission reflecting the Department's proposals 
and be ready to transmit the legislation to Congress in January 1999 . 

• 	 3 



• RESPO::-lSES TO Q;)ESTIONS RL;ISED FROM 11m MEETING 


J, What is our overall Sfrategyfor the reauthorization ofESEA and ro/mad stalUuis (e,g., . 

the McKinney Act)? 

We \\111 begin a year long set of internal and external activities in Jam;ary' 1998, (based 
on the Ia.'{t reauthorization) culminating in the production of a bill to Congress in January 
or March 1999. We win need as part of that process to identify small~r related statutes 
that either need to be reauthorized at the same time as ESEA or where it makes sense to­
ask for rdated 3.l'liendrnents. In addition we need to identify those statutes within ESEA 
that are not fotv.'a:d funded and may otherwise expire if the reauthorization takes two 
years to complete. Additionally we ne.ed to identify'what other legislation the' . - . 
administration wants the Congress to consider dur:ng the course of the next year to see to 
what extent there are themes and issues that may relate to our legislative proposals. With ­
the cooperation ofOCLA, aGe and OUS staff we hope to complete this work by the end 
of February, ' , 

2, What is our strategy for reauthorization o/Goals 2000 (which expires a year earlier 
thanESEA)? 

• We plan to request a one year extension for Goals 2000 and reauthorize the program at 
the same time as £SEA. However, we need to think carefully about our Congressional 

" 1,)" ,strategy as we do so since the Congress may not want to grant that one year extension or 
, in the alternative seek to terminate the program. despite our seeking funding for it in this 

, ':d:1;;,;.',:, " 'yeru:",,\fY?,9) budget. We plan to work "ith-Tom Corwin and OCLA to address these .­
"., ". issues and p'resent our recommendations to you at the end of this month. " 

3. When do we want to submit a bill to Congress? 

We have an option t~'sl.i:"·mit a bill in March 1999 or January 1999. There are some clear 
advantages and disadvaf!tages to taking either course ofaction. By waiting until March 
we can extend the time we afford for public comment and digesting expert opinion. 
Critical policy deci5iq~can also be. 4clayed until after we know the results o(the. . 
November midterm eleclio'iis and th;:; leadership of the new Congress, Howev"er, sending 
up a budget in February VrithQut a 'bill sends confusing signals. We think it is preferable 
to have the bHl ready for introduction in January so it can be given a low number and be 
awarded appropriate priority consideration. 

4. In order to meet/hat deadline, whal intermediale deadlines should we meel--e.g., 
presenla!ion ofan oUlli,,!-e or options memo. to the Secretary, delleJopmenJ of ' 
specifications, submission 0/a bill/or OMB clearance? 

, If"" 

These intermediate deadlines are set out on the Proposed Reauthorizat~on Calendar.• 



• 


• 


• 


5, How should i;Ve" organi:e ourselves /0 produce a reauthorization bill? H'7lal are 
. 'OESE':t'current plans for reauthorizalion? 

A bask organizational matrix is set 'out on the anached chart (see' Auachment B). Similar­
to the last Feauthorization we see the need for two main groups-~a WORK GROUP~~ 
composed of OESE program offices and other key poes wh,ich administer, evaluate or 
support OESE programs, such as OERl, PES, OUS, OGC in addition to :he OIG's office,. ' '. 

This W9RK GROUp·wiU identify several subgroups that will represent the major 

pr~gram units within ESEA--Title 1, Even Start,' Professional Development, etc. 


A CORE GROVP with principals of the key program a.'1d ~upport units represented on 
~hc WOJU( GROUP will meet to discuss option r:1cm9s and make recommendations to 
the Secretary. 

The se~en priorit),' or initiative teams will serve as resource groups to the WORK 

GROUP: Their main task will be to help provoke discussion concerning cross-cutting 


, < • ", • 

issues. ", 

Other external groups will be brought in from time to time to brief either the WORK 

GROUP or the CORE GROUP. These external groups could be representatives of 

advocacy-based organizations,. academic researchers. practitioners, etc, 


Our cwrent plans (as reflected in OESE'i Strategic Plan) are consistent with the proposed 
timetable, and activities::For'ex'ampie, we have already identified the members ofthe 
above_g~Q~~~ a:n'&wilCb'e\assembling a'detailed OESE calendar that wil} reflect the way 
'we: win be using OESE meetings, IRT forums and conferences to gain additional input 
and analysis. 
We plan to complete the detailed calcn,dar by Febnwy, 

,6, What public-outreach activities should we undertake? 

~~Shou[d we issue a Federal Register l!,!!ice .requesting CDmmenlS on the'major issues? 
'_ ; ~w ---- ' 

Yes. ,We believe a Federal Register announcement modeled on the one produced in 

february of 1992 represents a go'od way to-begin our public engagement. 


~-Shou[d we hpld regionql meetings to rake public comment? Ifso, when? 

'iNe plan a full schedule of regional meetings to gain public comment. We plan also to 

h'old s6me other "smaller fOcuS group meetings in which key groups can explore some 


. >critical questio:1S in more depth than is usually afforded in more open public meeting~, 

We will ~se the services ofOlIA and the SRR's to plan these activities. . 



• --Other outreach activifies, such as requesting suggestiol".s from Congress? 

We plan to develop an ESEA Reauthorization WEB PAGE, linked to the DC;:Jartment's 
home page. On the page will be included key reauthorization doc.uments, induding, the 
Federal Register Notice, the legislation, key studies, notice of public hea."'ings, etc. We 
will also offer a capacity for the public to send us cr.1ailed contrnents, 

H:-, _';;" 

• 
.>} ·..>~;_·k. '~'" ,: ''''';'I;l:i",,:.;, .::. c~" 

. , ," , 
." 

, ".u' ; ;':,~ ',1 )., ",l::') ~5;,,',; :,¢, ::' ",'_. ,. . ' 

• 
..." 
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.' 

• 


• 
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,~ .. ~--.,---- ..- .- . " , , 
.-,.,- ---, "--'--'>'--"''''"'-' • _.,........, ............, .--.. "'" 


p rclimin;'Hfl~ris'~':.Geiiriiii(UIi i,f{tii~CRial1thO'rjiiii;ii;;'~fESEAc" "......., '.',, ­
,. '--'-'''-.~'-'.'. . ... , ,. - ~ . . 

,'~ _,.: ~_-.~":::'" :----=-.--,-'-=-...,-:I-=:~""';,< _':___,_"-;"::.,.,_" ..... :::, ..._._._.:. ......'..., .... ,,:L ,._ . 

Over the next weeks OESE staff v.'ill continue to identifY and develop implementation strategies 

jn~ended to guide 'the- work"ofpreparing fora succ-eFsfurfeauthonzaiio7.re'ffOrt- _~="U~~:",~ ••,::;:,; "-'."~--"." 
 ,n •••" . ­

. In a document titlcd~~OESE Strategic Goals for FY 98 -there i~ a specific goal that focuses or: 
reauthorizationt Goal 2. It reads--!mplernent a process and develop work teams to pre~are for the 
reauthorization ESEA and Goals 2000. (Attach:nentA.) 

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. ( Artachrnen: B ) The 

strategies were developed to gather infonnation O:l the nature t!nd character of current initiatives 

developed at the stale: and local level in response to the 1994 act. Program'office staff will focus 

on analyz.in!~ repans; evaluating studies, and preparing issue papers for consideration by the 

planning group .. 


Ess~ntiany. we plan to start by asking a series of quesdo:1s: 

1) What evidence do we have that the inteni~ spirit, and content of iASA have been translated 

into a set of organizing principles that frame ~d guide instructional progi-ams in ways that lead 

to the improvement of achievement for those students who; traditionally. have been served least 

well? " ' .,"", , 


,.< ",. '."'. '.,t. :,,1:" , 


2) Based on the evidence we collect, what do we want to propose in the new legislation? 
, " " '" •• '.< ~ "'. 


. . :';t ""~ ";:1, ;::t;."r.:J 'let .. ~. . 

At this point we see the work needed to ~nsW:sr, Jn~~~lql:l.~~tjopsf~~i.i,!g in~o four categories, 


,r. ' 


1. Establish \VQrk Groups 
There will probably be several work groups, and their efforts will neeri....to be coordinated. 

We know the Department ""'ill convene a cross~POC core group. We anticipate convening 
several groups i:gcluding expert practitioners, cross-program staff, policy an.alysts and 
researchers, and representatives from the Comprehensive Technical Assistance Centers, (This is 

•not a final list.) . '""-:., . l' 

" Activities \\!ill 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 conceptua: fra.71ework to g).;ide our work. 

http:analyz.in


'. 


• 2. Undertake Data Collection and Analysis 
There are two es~ential databases for program cvahm.:io:l studies, the work uildertakcn by 

PES and the independent work conducted by a number of external sources. Some preliminary 
'data is already available) which can be used to improve the technical ass~star.ce \ve make 
available to st1l!es (ntid~course corrections), as well as guide the tasks undertaken by the '.vork 
grot;ps . 

. 3. Outreach 
\Ve need:o develop a pla.'1 to inv:te comment from a diverse array of citizens, business 

leaders. politicnlleaders) and civil rights groups. We are gCi;lg to need to go to Congress 
prepared 10 understand. debate, and trn:1slate the Concerns a~d ",>visl:es of the communities we 
serve. We need to dernonsuate that we have done our hon:ework. We \\,cill need r.. great deal of 
guidance for this activity and invite suggestions from everyone. 

We know that we need to reach out and hear from a variety ofpeople. We envision 
begi;'Ining with at least the following groups: 

• 
Teacher unions, national professiollal asSOCiations like AASA, School· Boards 
and PTAs, civil rights groups like the National I.,.eadership ..C,onference for Civil Rights l 

etrillic advocacy groups) student advocacy groups, and'non:-public 5<.;h091 advocacy 
groups. In addition, we have heard and v11J] cOGtimle to he~ from the Independent Panel 
and Title I Advocacy Groups, We feel compelled to brir.g,alLthc.p!ay~rs, including 
potential opponents~ to the table in order to min;rr:lze"t~e cha0~s fQr ~ri~ of','exclusion 

j) '. ,'··''':rL··'~·:·~.~.'''--;,::.'/'.'"',•from t)eIdbe ate. . ~ -". ',;", '~<;';-" :.t;<:'y' !J-,P -.'.•. ~. ' 
';" '~"""~ 

4. Options and Issue Papers 
The work groups will be asked to prepare andlor contract for issue papers that foc;us on 

the findings from both outreach activities and evaluation studies.. The papers s1)oulo serve as.., 
background for poEcy analysis and the decisions we make about the ilature and content of 
legis!ative speciticatio:1.S. 

• 


http:ass~star.ce


Ar..tachment A 	 " DR....A1l111J97, 12:41 PM .;t. OESE STRAniX.OALS 
c:go,zoc 

" . , •
GOAj,-;;T;;;\\;;-:'O;:-T~~- STRATI,GIES. UENCHMAHKS & TmmCiNES] 

• Action pbms will becomplc\ed by Novembt:r 30,1997. I 
• By 12197 identify working groups aod convene OESE [ 

• 	 Ily 1198 scht';titlie tile convel)ing of all wurking grQups \ 

• 	 Commission papers am' review literature in artier to 
con$tmcl a conceptual fnllnework for the commiuees 
(on-guing). 

• 	 External groups comprised of practitioners and 
researchers will convene to discuss issues and 
promiSing practices in {hn cnntext of realllhorization 
and begin discussions by 1/16198. 

• 	 Conduct dep:lJlmental focus. glOllpS to oUlain 
perspectives, identify issues beginning 611198 (on­
going). 

• 	 SI,lIus of cIJrrent evaluatioll stndit",s will be reviewed 
quarterly' beginning 9f28/97 llnd new studies 
commissioned as needs emerge. 

• 	 The lesuits of the antllyses and discussions will be used 
10 detennlne gaps. next steps and Ihe second phase of 
the action plan by 5198. 

• Jnlcnm repOIts 10 cOmmillec. In!.".mbers will be issurd 
oj-monthly. 

• . Issues paper related to reanlhori~alion wil! be pfl~pared 
by Summer 1998. . . 

ImpJenu.mt a 
process and 
dC\'elop work 
teams to prepare 
fur t1u~ , 
reauthorization of 
ESEA and Goals 
2000, 

• 	 Develop Ii sttlHcgy for assembling work t.r.ams that involve siaff within 
OESE and ED in the planning slages (e.g. OESE work group, 
Department-wide teams, oulrench to external groups). 

• 	 De\'~lop n philurophkal grotitldinglconccptual framework for 
reauthorization 10 guide the work of the tealn'L 

• 	 C:reale a workplun that includes. specific timelines. 

• 	 Schedule regular meeting with ODS, OS, OLeA ami the While House 
regarding our stralegy, processes and policies lor f('l1ulhori:mtion. 

• 	 Start developing nnd implementing :m oulreach Slrategy to external 
groups nod org:t.ni7.ations -- start aClivijics io \998. 

• 	 Determine spedOe evaluation needs: #. 

--Evahlate the impact of cunenl iniciatlvesiprogmms. 
--Use lRTs, forums. focus groups,' conferences and other data 
collection methods to gather additional information un Ihe 
imp!e.me,ntation efforts, 
--Identify C:X3Inl)\es of succesl>e.~ and best pr,H';llccs thi~ year, 
--fJetcmtine'data collection strategy in collaboration with PES. 
--Connect data collection/evalulltion 10 GPRA performance 
indicalors. 
--Review the history Ihnt lead to the 199>1 reauthorization to identify 
unresolved issues that need to be considcutd in this planning phase. 
-.Desi}!;fl and conduct forums comprised of practitionersand 
researchers to identify both issue·s and prQmising practices. " 
--Collaborate with PES in designing studies that coliect essential 
information and idenlify promising j)r<'l:cliccs. _ . 	 :,.,; 

-:,'.", ,.' 

• 	 Collect. analyze, :tnd convey the wiiik !1d~fif'ldil1gs ofl1oe independent 

review panel to the action comm]!!ee. . ' . 


, 

. r 
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Attachmenl B 

• PROGRAM SPECIFIC GOALS 

THAT SUPPORT 

(lESE'S SECOND STRATEGIC GOAL 

L-..._______-".:.:==.....__~_____I 	 Goals 2000 

D;:velcp policy on reauthorization of Goa!s 2000 with a vie",,:toward reauthorization of 
ESEA. . . 

Selected SLm~egi~s: 

,1. 	 Collect and review wha! is now known about the progress of comprehensive reform with 
special attenlion to e~forts su~ported by .Goals 2000. 

:2. 	 Establish an ED wide working group to review the .nfonnarion. add to it, and recommend 
legislative and policy changes for Goals 2000 (and for Other programs) that are needed. 

'3.. Establlsh an outside group of experts to provide additional informat:on to the working group's 
recommendations a.,d serve (0 connect the Department to the research community, States and 

" .. -, . majo~ entities engaged in st;mdards based reform. 

::. ".'
""­

Compensatory Education Program 

Goal~ Coordinate with other ED offices to ensure that infonnation is collected on impiementtltioa 
"-. "·d key Title 1 provisions and the McKinney Homeless Program 

Selected Strategies: 

I. 	 PH){de States w:~h on~si~e technical experts (peers). 

2. Develop papers On performance s~and3Ids and disaggregation o(te.<;! data. 


3< DisseminiHe standards, assessment and accountability ,l;uidance, 


4, Devel<!p comprehensive report of State standards, assessmen~ and accountability 

measurements, 

• 




A1Ulchmenl B 

• ,LI______________________~~~il~·g~r~an~I~Ed~u~ca~li~o~n____________________~ 

Qrull: 	 Determ!:ne whether migrant children are meeting State standards. 

Selected Strategies: 

1. 	 Put in p~<tce data elements to trock IT'.igra.':It student inclusion in Slate standards and thei~ 
performance 00 State assessments. 

2,' 	 Work with other Departmental prognun5 to enable existing studies to obtain data about mobile 
children and the effectiveness of services 10 thent 

3. 	 Develop agenc.l of studies needed on migrant children., 

Goal: 	 OME customers take advantage of technology to improve teaching and learning and to 

enhance education continuity for migmnt students. 

Selecleq Stmtegles; 

1. 	 Co·INs! annual winter dat.a conference 'hI NCES focused on issues relatec 10 records transfer 
& uses of technology, 

• 2, In collaboration with NeES, have 8 sites (States or groups of Stares) connected to an 
electronic student locator to permit ~hool personnel to identify and contact the last schoo] 
uHcnded by a newly enrolling rr.igrant !>tudenL 

' .., ' . 
!' : " 3. , ,...1o;.ilOf OME technology grantees perfonnance and ulilization of available technical , 

assisumce reSources. _ 

Qmtl: 	 Develop and disseminate high quality p:ooucts 10 customers and maintain timely exchange 
of infonn,,~ion wilh customers.-, 

Selected Slntiecies; 

1, 	 Wort with OP~ and OL to enac\ the President's legislative proposal for reallthorization of 
".~ 	 . , , 	 HGP and CAMP. " I, ';0' •• 

2. 	 Devclop closer work:ng relationships with TR10 prograrns in OPE, including dissemina:ion of 
information about how migrant children can access TRIO projecls and services" 

3. 	 Emphasize activities that enhance the transi:ion to postsecondary education at meetings of 
State Directors & other migrant educators, 

• 
Goal: Promote coordination among education and programs and $Crvices ro meet the unique 

needs of migrant students . 

2 
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Attachment B 

• Goal: Promote coordination among agencies providing services to mi£T'.llli children and fn.miiies 
to maximize resources available to help migr.mt chlldre:: succeed in $chooL 

Q9.ru: 	 Support activities and services to migrant secondary schoo! youth to prep;tre tbem for 
transition and success in postSecondary education, 

Sare and Drug-Free Schools 

00<1\: Improve the ovei'all quality of drug and violence prevention programs, serving students in 
elementary. middle, secondary schools, as , well as colleges, 

Selec!ed Strategies; 

. I. Implemenl "', of principles of effectiveness. 

2. In preparation for ren.uthorization. begin process of assessing changes needed in SDFS Act. 

3, Develop discretionary grant program related to replicating "exemplary drug and violence 
programs," 

• Goal: Respond in a timely m:Jr.ner 10 emerging priorities of the Administration related 10 erell,ing 
sufe, disciplined, 'and drug·f;ee schools. 

2. 	 Participate in intra-agency and inte;-agency task forces, I'l".!eetings, con:missions, etc. designed 
to :Iddres$ behavior or health needs of children, safe schoois, drug prevention, or crime and 
violence prevention, '," • 

. ..... 

, ­

• 




• ESEA Reauthorization Forum 

Jun. 3, 1998 


1(1- r 
Facilitators: Jack Jennings; Center on Education Policy 

Chris Cross, Council for Basic Education 

Forum Par1icipants 

Gordon M. Ambach, CCSSO 
Suite 700 One Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20001 

FAX: 20240&-8076 


Diane August 

August and Associates 


• 
4500 Wetherill Road 

Bethesda, MD 20816 . 

FAX: 301-229·5087· . 


:' .:.. /"" : 

Michael Casserly 
CouncilofGreatpty:Schools 
1301 Pennsylvaniat',venue,N.W., Suite 702 
Washington, D.C. 26004""""<"?<f''''' . 
FAX: 202-393-2400 

Denis Doyle 

110 Summerfield Road 

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 

FAX: 301-907-4959 


Ernest Fleishman 
Scholastic, Inc. 

555 Broadway. 

New York, New York 10012 

FAX: 212-343-6807 


Gene Garcia, Dean 
School of Education 

• 

1501 TO.I-nan Hall #1670 

University of California At Berkeley 
Berkeley. California 94720-1670 
FAX: 510·643-8904 

.
. 
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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 Hakula 
School ofEducation 
Stanford University 
Stanford, CA 94305 
fAX: 415·723·7578 

Gene 1. r..'1aeroff 

Teachers College, Columbia University 

525 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: 202·371·9849 

Hans Meeder -, ,~"" · C ,. S ' ~.,<,-,",,,,',"
Honzons onsu.tm~. e~\1~e~rr4 .. ~"~n\J.'. ,'>:, ~", ;:;, ;\.~ 
6713 GrovelcighDrive . " fE' ¥,';{,:~:' ~_. ",', 

, F......f ..... 

Columbia, Maryland 21046· .'.' 
FAX: 301-596-0206 - ,. '. 

Robert (Bob) Slavin 
Ju03 N. Charles 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 

• 
70011 th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
FAX: 202·783·3672 



• Federal Officials To Attend 

Gerald TiroZzl. Assistant Secretaf)'t OESE 

ludith Johnsonj Deputy Assistant SecretaI)'> OESE 

Jim Kohlmoos, Deputy Assistant Se<:reta.)', OESE 

Tom Fagan, Program Director, Goals 2000, OESE " 

Mary JeanrLeTendre, Program Director, Compensatory Education, OESE 
Susan Wilhelm, Compensatory Education, OESE 

Pat Gore, Goals 2000, OESE 

Sue Be<ka, OERI 

Ray Ramirez, OBEMLA 

Ann O'Leary, Office of Deputy Secretary 
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• MINUTES 
ESEA Reauthorization Meeting 
J.ne 2, 1998 10:00·11 :QOam 

I. Outreach Activities 

Judith-began with a discussion on the upcorn;ng invitational ESEA reauthorization forums: 

.. 	 The first is to be held on June 3. 
• 	 Judith explained that the participants will represent a range of perspectives on educational 

policy. 
.. 	 In response to a question, Judith expiained that invitees were selected through 

recommendations. 
• 	 Two formal nOle takers will be present at all meetings ~d the information gathered from 

the scssiohs will be used to inform the tearns of writers. 
.. A Questions & Answers fact sheet is ~eing developed to hand out a1 the mee!ings. Any 

queslions that need to be included should be sent to Pat 
.. 	 It was suggested that the sheet include a description regarding how invitees were selected 

to at1end the forums. 

• 
• Since only a limited number of Department of Education representatives will be at each 

meeting, attendance of program officers will be rotated at the mee1ings. Judith explained 
that a strategy v.ill be put in place to ensure that the 'various Programs are represemed at 
the outreach mee!ings. Tom Corwin recomrnended sending Ed stnffto the meetings with 
assigned tasks, such as note taking, , . 

Pat then discussed [he other outreach ~ctivities: • :,:? ';::';;:~': "'>' ,:': '.. 
., A chart was handed oul that detailed the upcoming outreach"attivities . 
., Two of the meetings (6/3, 6119) ~ill.be focused on the broader issues surrounding 

reauthorization while the 6/22 will focus on Goals 2000 and the 6/30 meeting v>ill focus 
on Title L 
Outrt:ach ,viII also occur at the many professional conferences, in some instances there 
will be Department participation while at other meetings copics of the Federal Register 
and a feedback fonn will be available. . 

• 	 Pat noted that reprints of the Federal Register were being made. Program'Directors are to~_ 
.co.ntact ;~e From Office for copies. 

• 	 Judith annoUnced that a rural educators conference was being held in July in Upstate New 
Yo!"k and requested a volunteer to'come forward to represent OESE (Art Cole 
volunteered). 

I. General Framework of Focus Groups 
• 	 The intent is to build a discussion from the first question in the federal register.' 'This 

• question is intended to launch the conversation 'ru::c;'generate a paper on the federal role in 
education. 

.. 	 Judith explained that the goal of the meeting is to reach consensus on t~e first two 
questions posted in the federal register. All participants received the questions in their 



, .., 

• invitation ietter. 
, Art raised the issue Dfhow the initial question launching the meeting ''.'ill 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 meetings will include an invitational luncheon of20~25 people. In an attempt to be 

inclusive. invitees are nominated by professional associatio!1s. 
• . 	 Bill Modzeleski stated that he believes that the conferences must include individuals from 

the inca! sch091 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 n<?ted that we may receive some opposition at the meetings, Judith explained' 

that the strategy to handle potential opposition is to not respond to 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 synthesis 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 ilo'Wing to 1h~ \\7iters 10 assist them in their tasks. 

!II. Outreach to Professional Assoeiations 

• 
• Anne O'Leary is to schedule a meeting with Learning First Alliance so that they can 

comment on reauthorization Issues. . 
• 	 The Federal Register wiIJ be scnt to major professional associations. 
• 	 Michelle Doyle is charged with making an effort to iocJude private schools in the', 

discussion. 

IV. Fedenl Register 
~ .," .<,

• 	 The Federal Register will be up on the web site by the end of this week, 
• Them was some discussion about how to make the infonn.ltion as widely accessible as 

. possible . 
• 	 LaVtTcnce will g~t insuuctions to individuals on hyper linking, 
• 	 Judith noted that certain questions in the Federal Register may lend themselves to a 

partkutar regional outreach meeting and asked everyone to make suggestions as to which 
'~ questions are appropriate for tpc varioq"s. tr!eetings. 

V. Timing Issues 
• 	 Judith explained that the greatest roadblock to 'meeting the time frame for reauthorilAtlon 

is the time constraint itself, 
• 	 There was discussion about releasing all v.TIters from their other projects in order to help 

them meet the July 30 deadline. It was noted that the ability to leave other projects \\~1l 

• 	
vary from writer to "",'riter. 

• 	 Several program directors expressed concern with trus idea, expirurong that their staff are 
involved in severa] key projects, They were confident that the ViTitcrs CQuid handle their 
other tasks while still making the writing deadline. 



'. ' ..• 

• • Bill Modzeleski believes that in order to meet this deadline Gerry will have to be wilIing 
[0 stand up to the \Vhite House and the Front Office in' order to put a hold on other 
pre:;sing work. 

• 	 Judith mentioned that several interns would be working in the office this su:nmer \vho 
could pOssibly assist with the writing.. 

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

VI. ESEA Reauthorization Paper Format 
• 	 Judith handed out a paper detailing the proposed format for issues papers. 
• 	 The Qverall frame\vork for.the paper is that it should start as an issues paper and become 

an opinion paper. 
• 	 The papers should include a range of options (from broad to narrow) so that during the 

decision making process that range of options can be we:ghed. 

A discussion ensued on the proposed [onnat of the paper: . 
, 	 Katherine noted that the sections describing the issues raised by the questions and the 

justification section could be combined during the writing process. Judith concurred. 

• 

• There are four levels Ofirr.plicutions for this paper that must be considered: 


J. Legislative Changes 
2. Program Implementation 
3. Technical Assistance 
4. Other programs impacted , 

By recognizing these implications, the papers .can also be use"d effectively for program '. 

m~magement. 

• 	 It was noted that there was no guidance on the length of the papers, which is :mportanr 
since it will affect the timing issue. 
Val suggested limiting the length ofth~ papers by giving. a range of JO~20 pag.es, 
Stipulating the length even more narrov.'ly'v.,'as not recommended since the various' 
components of the paper will be different lengths in their finaJ form, . 

• 	 Judith apologized to ~A.rt about cutting off the discussion on equity that arose at the 
pI .."V)OUS meeting and asked Art to add \\'hA.t he thinks is needed to the vision paper to 
address the equity issue. -. ' '-­

• 	 Gerry recoIT1I!1ended that the paper inciude 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 i~sue "vas left unresolved, 

• 	 Judith underscored the importance ofvalidating the Issues with research. 
• 	 The meeting dosed '\\ith Judith recommending lhal the program directors take Il,e draft 

founat back to, their writing teams in order to solicit their feedback and conunents. Those 

• 
comments need to be conveyed to Judith. 
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• February 19. 199B 
Work Group Meeting Minutes 

Meeting Summary: 


Suasan Wilhelm opened the meeting. 

Asked Catherine to lead an open discussion for developing a format for Decision 

making, (Ground Rules,) 


Ground Rules for the ESEA Work Group 

Work Group Members will: 
Create opportunities to openly share ideas, 
Take individual responsibility to catch up on missed meetings, 
Speak one at a time, 
listen to each other with respect, 

, Begin and end meetings on time, 
, Take turns surnmarizing decisions at each meeting, 

Communicate our ongoing work and considerations back to Our offices for 
ongoing input. '. 

•
· " 

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

,'" 

·i·!' ., ,.. ,. 
Program directors met last week and charged the group with the development 

of the website, A decision was ~ade to convene three working groups, 

Data C;rquJLCreate a concise summary ofthe data we have about.the impact of 
federal education programs on State and local efforts to implement school 
reform, Report due in 3 weeks, 

- Lead person: Joanne Bogart 

--~, .
" ' t: ~ ': • ; 

-Oata Collection Subgroup: 

Kristin Bunce, OESE, 
David Cleary, Budget Service 
Sheila Cooper, OlE 
Bernard GarCia, OlE 
Elayne McCarthy, SDFS 

• 
Ted Parker, lAP 
Laurence Peters, EZiEC 
Jeffrey Wilde, OME 



~ :: _:: ::.":"::=::: ::::II ::':... :::::.:: : ...::::-"::":: .::: 

• OERI to be determined 
! , 

• Group to look at status of Standards Based Reform This group will be 
responsible for )lnalyzing the research in this area. Next the group will create 

a summary clearly showing the status of the refonn effort at the state and . 

local levels. Rebort due In 2 weeks 

Co-leaders will be selected from Goals 2000 office and OERI. 


I 
Systemic Reform Subgroup: 
Catherin~ Jovicich, OESE 
Heidi Ramirez. G2K 
Ray Ramirez, OBEMLA 

I 
• Group to design the Fede.,al Register notice and the Website (the task is 

obvious). Report due in 3 weeks. 

Lead person: Susan Wilhelm 


I . 
Federal Register Notice Subgroup: 

LEAD: Susan Wilhelm. CEP 
i 

• 
Sue Betk~, OERI '.. 
Larry Cohen, Budget Service 
Jim Engli~h, OME 
Marilyn H~II, lAP 

I
Chuck Loyett, G2K 


. . . Wendy J'l New, CEP 

Sylvia Wright, SIP 


Decision: All membel will bring cross cutting issues to the atlention of Susan 
Wilhelm. 

", 
Presentation by Val ~lisko: Status report on student performance and whether 

federal programs were more strategic. supportive, and better cordinated. 
Handout was p!ovided and can be obtained from Frances Shadburn. l··-.. ·. h·-''-_\ .• , ~ 

Presentation by Joanne Bogart: Analysis and Highlights from Reports on Reform , 
from the field: District and State Survey Results· Evaluation of Federal, 
Efforts to Assist in School Reform - Final Report. Copy available from 
Frances ShadbGrn. 

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

Shadbum. 

Handouts from Susan tlhelm:• 
I 
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• 

• Public Policy and School Reform (CPRE); 
• 	 Elementary and Sdcondary Education: Evaluation Studies and Projects Ongoing 

and Proposed; I 
• 	 Timefine for Data Colleclion and Reporting of Ongoing and Planned Key 


ElementarylSerfondary Education Program Evaluations 


Next Meeting wili"be in loJ weeks after everyone has a copy 01 what each subgroup 
developed. 

Each Group leader will be responsible lor conveneing their teams and developing the 
report, 

• 

• 



AASA Reform proposal • 
,... 


•
, 

I 

• 


Program l'riiltipals 

I. Rep(:llJn~trltlft&, - Participating schools wiU respond to public coneem by 

teaching basic and ...ential .kills as well as good citizenship. 


2. Tan:etini - Only school' .erving students with the greatest Mtd can 

puticipate. e.g" a¥hoob .serving concentrations onow income llmdents and 

rural isolated Schools. 


I 
3. CDnc<ntridi"gR~'fes - 0 .. hundOO percent of lite fund•. will go 10 <. 
school districU with at least 90 percent going to the classroom. . 

4. Flaibilitr.~ .. Pflrticipc,ting .schools C4fl usc fiJnc:b, to .supplement existing 
services in anyiw.ay that is consistent with the research that show!. the desire to ~ 
improve achievement and citizenship.

I 
5. Baud on Rigorous R.serucn - Participating school districts ilnd schools 

will be required to use interventions based on the rigorous reseawh and 

yielding high stUdent results in numerous 'elting,. . 


I 
6. Enthu,uttttic Endorsement ofPartic,inatiu lrerhen and A rlministraton 

. ~ A condition ofparticipation in this program is an enthusiastic vcte by secret 
ballot ofteachets, administrators and classified staff to implement the program 
plan in the .chdol. 

I .' 
7. CarC(UUv'PlaDIICd. lmitlementl!d tiM Epalunted - Participating sehool 

districts and scnools will have 8 one-year planning period consistbg ofan 

ongoing reVrewlof plans and assist'anc!! from a research organizations: with 

experience in assisting schools in planning 'and implementing resCl.rcn based 

interventions. ! . 

8, ContilluoufJImpt'Ovement &sed on t:Jt! Highest EJucqti(ituil Swltdtudt 
.. Participating school districts and schools mus' make data driven adjustments 

through SIa.tf development and site-based decisions. They would I ,e required 

to: .
I 
(a) ~dopt state cpntcnt and performance stant!!rd~ jneludtlJ.~ s~te:"';de or 

nationAlly recoil')iltd lests: ., . 

(b) benchmark test scores. disciplinary rates, instructional resources and . 
teacher quality f~und in the higbest scori!1S schools nationally in r:.ading. math 

and science; , 


(c) provide performance information on benchniarks and state standards both 
I

regularly and upon request to parents, teachers and others; 
(d) develop and Jpply a series ofsanctions for school dilrtriets, tchoola, 

admiiUstrators and teachers where students do not meet the expected standards 

of achievement Jd citizenship"


~,,«':' 
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~, degw l.asily Undm(emi Acceunrtlff (nr Spending" Partidpating school 

• 


t 

• 


• 


districts and schools would be required to provide an accountillll for .pending 
by budge! category and program area for the district and each school site, An , , 
example ofa good. software packet 18 the U.S. Chamber ofCotn:nerce 
educational lOOOunting program called Insite,
I· ' 

10, A Sa," ana Stable Fu/!ding plUe - Stahle long-term fundinllievel. must 
be .autind by using Nnd~ from the mandatory side of the federal budget based 
on the'total sum ofthe originating appropriations, total national 'llUdent 
papul.~on and an index of public school costs,

I ' 
JJ, A fm/ictablr Funrfj/lg Dow - Long-term planning and commitment of 
loea! funds requires a predictable funding flow to school districts through a 
federally, developed formula. 

12, ,g,ual Qpportunlty ('If Studtlllf in Qualifying PriV(lI~ $cltGel! - The 
proposal provides services for stUdents. in private and parochial ,Q;:hooJ, IWrving 
concentrations ofstUdents with the greatest need in a manner similar to other 
federal ~du¢atlon pt'og~' in BSEA. 
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NEWS HELlH1ASE 
!AMEP.ICAN ASSOCIATION OF SCHOOL ADMINISTAATOP.S 

(703) ","',()700 

, For further information. contact: 

For immediate release 

JanUlll)' 21, 1998 

Gary Man.. 703·87S-0731 or 
Bruce HUbler, 703-875-0738 

MSt!. ~S THA1: FEDERAL rulSPS liE TARGETED TO SCHOOLS SEIlVING 
CONCE RATIONS OF LOW·INCOME STUDENTS 

ARLtNG~ON, VA--The associltion representing the nation's school ,uperinlendOnIS wants me U.S. 

Congress to rethink the way iI a~dresses the needs ef these children whegenerally "ccupy the lowest 

rung Mthe achievement ladder. 

~ Ameri""" Association nfS,hool Adminis" ... tors (AASA) ef Arlington. V •.. in a brcak with 

ilS traditional approach to federJI spending, says Congress should target funds from Washington 10 

~hoots 5efVing concentrated nulbers of low-income students as well as rural. isolated schools. 

1ne association has longibeen an advocate of federal spending for cnildr(!n pla<:ed at risk of 

school failure because offactorslassotiated with poverty at home and in their.tomrrunities_ But· 

• 
, . , . .' . "-,' , . 

AASA no longer be"ieve~ that federal funds should go to schools baSed'simpI}':on a formula, much as.... ' " . .I 
currently <>Ccurs with programs for children with speci.1 needs ar economic hardships. 

"What we're saying is tilt the COUntry needs a fedemrp·rdgt~tthac:direc1S'n.mds to high~"
...r ,~"!.I ::';.',).:":7 .,V!.t, u y~;: .... ~ " '" 

poverty sc~oob where t~c: ndults employed there are willing.tc(be ~~t?:nccountAbl"c:fqr ddiverint) n " 

hibh-quaH~y education:' says Pa'ul D. Hou!iton, -executive di"rector ot' X"p:SA: ',. ,­

"~e public is skeptical olf pUblic schools and their demands lor more mone:i:' says Houston, 

"We need to dCmOnSH<lte to the JUblic that schools'receiving extra federal funds are capable ~f·~Ying" 
the raxpaYl!rs back by producing l better educated group of students,'~ 

AcCountability is nt the bJart of the AASA initiative. In the proposal drcul<!ting on C3~ltol
, ,-.. , 

Hill, rural; isolated schools and sthools enrolling concentrated numbers of poor children wHi be 
I 

eligible to "receive SI.OOO per child in federal funds. But before they can receive the funds. 80 percent 

of the fae~lty in the schooL along! with the school principal and [he district supenoc(:ndenr. must agree 

that they will provide n learning ~nvironment that ensures i.1cre.ased achievl!rncnt arllong the::;!! . 
~<nerally low-p<rlonning childre~. 

" R(ght now too many peoJle, including too m~'y educators. believe student! Jiv:ng in poverty 

• <lft.': ut!stinl!d to fall funhef and fuker behind their more a<l~anmged c!assmates.~ sayS Houston. "We 



•• 
! 

, 

Page 2; 


don't a9cept that reasoning. W. have seen models ofelementary school excell.';" thai wcrk. W. 


ought to see them in • 101 mote schools than we do. And we will with a proglan that pUIS extra fcdenll 


dollars into ""hools willing ~ adopt these models." '. '.. . 
.. . I . 
. Under the AASA proposal. school personnel would have to vote to adopt one of the succcosful 

I 
olernentary·S<:hool model. 11entifisd by the U.S. DcP"fljncut ofEducotionbofo.c becoming eligibl. &or 

ttu: new federal furu:Ls, No extra federal doltars would go to sehoolll whose lC4chen 01' adminimator:l 
. I 

SAid they were unwilling or incapable ofatwuming responsibility for increasing lrtudent achievement. 

~'School sUPerintenJnts would like an oppotlllnity' to ~ fuo.!C within their diSlricts willing 
. I... . . 

to .tan" up and deliver a quality sdueation ",'poor cbildr.... : says Houston. "At the same tim... 

faculty /llld principal who vol. no-confidence in themselves or the children in their ""hools ollllht to be 
. I 
identifi~. A 'no' vote would certainly pinpoint those schools where additional fedornl spending might 

await s.me necessary pe=nh.1 chlll1ges." . . . . 

The association's prelident, Karl V. Hertz ofThiensville, Wis,. said thollew proposal is bold, 

but overdue. "When this couhlIy talks about the failure ofpublic soh;"'l., we're generally poinlin3 the 

finger at the ""hools with thelgrearesr eoncentnllion ofpoor kids." Hertz ..ys. ,,' ." .. ':'. "::.::, " ... 
i '.. " ., . 

"All too often these ~ar children attend the oldest school•• are taught br·th•. most ; .., ... :" , 
ine.porionced and least qua!itiad teadtern, and receive the fewest computers an•. the oldost teXtbooks. 

Public education is in the figJ, ofits life ""d' we'", nal going to win back tr.c publi,,'. ;uPPori until reo 
: ".,1 '. ,:""".<:·"£v.l;'~~-'H':J.,!"" 

examining OUI attitude tow"'; these schools:' Our proposalv.ilI be • step·iMh. light direetiolL,allStl:ad 

of earmarking federnl funds fbr schools unwilling to improve. we'll reward ~rily those ~lling to step 

up to the challenge ofedueatihg children others hav. written off." . . .. 

J3ruce Hunter, AASA'S senior associate executive director fot govemmeJlw relations, said he: 

figures me new initiative cou~ cost as much as $5 billion if the schools that: enrnn~ ~l5 million poor. .. 

, . GhildrCn were to quAlify. T¢ ~hicve t.hAt level of ~pending under the .timet limit' within the bAlanced 

budget agreement.. Hunter say~ his association reconuncnds consolidating . 

some $~all cduc..atiot\' proSrJs and tarseting the resulting furuu directly to s¢h(,oi distnc'l.$ whose 
• I .. 

hiah.poverry schools qualify for the assistance., . 
The AASA p~oPOSal ~w our. of a discussion among its Federnl PoliCy and Legislation 

Commitlee chaired by Cheryl H. Wilhoyte. ,uperintenden~ Madison, Wi•. 

•
( , ... . 
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~:S~:A REAUTIIORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 
CROSS·CUTTING ISSUES 

I, 

I. Regularly Scheduled Conferences 

• 

. . . - - - - - - ------------ --------- - - - ­· 

DATE! AUDIENCE 'rtlEMEIlSSUE ED STAFF ACTION STEPSI LEAD.: CONFERENCE 
I 

LOCATION INVOLVED COMI'LliTION DATE PERSON· 
May. Sept 1998 • Obt:t!in list of conferences fmm 


regional organizations 

Large conferences ofn3tional and 

OIlA 

(SctecliQn!; to be made) 
 • 	 Usc criteria 10 select and 

recommend cOllferencc:'l 

• 	 Core Group finalizes. seleclit;lll 
Coordinate with OIIA to • 
handle logislics and invite 
participants 
Record and compile comments • 

Professional Audrey Smith Natiunal At:ademy on the June 5·~> 1995 • Coordinate with P.D. 

Alignment of SlandaHls rutd 
 Washins,on, Development Joyce Murphy reauthorization subgroup 
Teacher Development for Student D.C. 
Learning 

" ----- . . 
S!anih;rds., Hugh Walkup • PES will use WF",~l'AT . 


Conference 

cesS{) Large Scale Assessment . June 14-11, 1998 Slate/local 

Joanne Bogart Colorado assessment asse.s.srnelllS & contmct 10 nrgalli7t! meeting'. ~. 
__ dllFing.c()nference;Sprinlt~. eo directors aeeot;ntl'Q~t.ity_ 

, . • 	 CCSSO will provide mailing ',. · 

labels; fur invit'ltil;HI, 

• 	 Record and compile comments 
(WESTAT)· 
, 


, 

.. 
'" •,.,. ,

,; . 
, ,: · " I 

';:':: .' ,. ,
h~ 

.', , . .. , 
.,\.J 

1i"" 
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• . Record and compile State .& local Title I, Standards, Grace Ross CCSSO Stale Collaborative on JUlie 18-19'11998 
COfnilleuts (in conjuQ(:lionassessments & Hugh Walkup Assessments and ,Student StamJards ColomJo , J: Go¥!s 2000 ~ . withCCSSO)Spring.~. (;9 assessment dIrectors accountability Joanne Bogart (?) (SCASS) Comprehensive 

Assessmenl Design Study group 

, 
,, 

;; 
~, 

..,{.. , .' . " 
;c
:.",. 
, 

I(SEA REAUTIlOlUZATION OUTREACII ACTIVITIES 
CROSS;CUTrING ISSUES , ,

'..' • ! 

" 
1. Regularly Scheduled Conrerences (Cont.) 

" 

Nt!. Educational Cumputing Conf. June 22-2fi. 1998 
(NECC) San Diego, CA 

( ReauthorlZiltioll 
Session JI:t;lC 23) 

BY INVrfA'flON 
(2 sessions with 30-40 
people per session) 
StateJlocal ed. tech. 
coordinators 
'nCG proj. dir. 
School Administraton 
Teachers 
Blts incssfl ndllstry 

Focus on Ed. 
Tech. questions in 
FR Notice, but 
not limited 

Linda Roberts (7) 
Tom Fagan 
Shu ana Battiste 
Kelly Green 
Cheryl Garnette 

Milken Foundation Annual Conf JUne 25.26, 1998 TLCF Coordinators Focus on Ed. Tom Fagan 
Santa Monica. Stat,:p. TcdmQ!tlgy Reps Tech. Questions Kelly Green 
CA in.ER NOlice,-bul-­ -Shul!na'l1atlisle--' 

- , -(ReaUlI';-ydzatioo , not limiled 
session ':;.me 24) 

1uly j.2, 1998 Title j Coor and other Judith JQbnson FR Qs re: State IASA Summer Institute on ,
School AdminislTatorS. and Local Reform WDCComprehensive School Refnrm ~nd 

(Renuth:-rl7~tio!'lSchodlwide Programs, 
session July 2) 

• 	 Coordinate with Goals Kelly 
staff(OERJ to cess-is!) Green 

• ED staff to record and 
c(lmf~i1e cQrnrnents 

• 	 Coordinate with Goals Kelly 
staff _Green_ 

-.-nD"stiff to record and 
compile comments 

• Coordinate wilh CSRD 
~;;'lff 

• 	 Assign ED staff 10 rtccrd 
and compile comments 

July 16~18. 1998 Title n Coordinators Professional Audrey Smith ConL of Eisenhower PrQfesSIonal • 	 Coordinate with P.D, 
, 

pevelopment Joyce MurphywoeDevelopment Coordinators: reauthorization subgroup 
" Judith Johnson (Reauihorization 

, ,Session, July 16) 
..... . 

2 
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II-A. Oiscussion Forums 
-'.' 	 . . _---- -----	 ---- -­

ESEA REAUTHOJUZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 
CROSS·CUTTING ISSUES 


AUDIENCE 
LOCATION 
DATE! 

BY INVITATION 
00·20 people per group) 

June J. 19, and Ut 1998 

Wash;ng'.n, DJ, 
Education Researchers 
Polky Allaly!"otslExperts 
Practitioners 
Teehnical Assistance I>roviders £_vI"~'~

"'fa fV ;!' Hustlles$. [{epresenlative.~•. -r.ta 
I 

" 

• 
TrHEMEIlSSUE ED STAFF ACTION STEPSI ~LEAD ,• , 

INVOI.VED COMPLETION DA TE_ .. PERSON" A\11 Q3 in r::~;1;'lot,i~ei,~ ~ t, ;,-. - , 

>: ;,iJ::S·~.;\,i ,;, 
. . .~; , 

; 

Deputy Secrelary 
.Asst, S1!c.relary/OE~m... 
~Diruty Ass! SedOESF. 
Program Director.; 

• 	 Compile list and determine ' Frances 
selectiurt process Shadhum 

• Finalize- dales and meeting 
format 

• 	 Il'Ivite parlicipants 

Secure meeting space and
• 
finalize all logistics , . Record arid compile comments 

• 	 Record and compjle.commenl<;.­

f' (ofessional deve;opment Repre."cntativel> fr~,in' twO Joyce Murphy Coordinate wilh P.D. April 30, 1998 • 
Audrey Sm ilh . rcauthol i;ruliofl subgroup 

local school distriic 
Cnmprehensive Cr.:illen and one 

, 

(administrators, principal, and 

teacher) 
 I ---, ­ - ,- ­

As:;t SeclOESE'June ;w.,..i998 BY INVITATiON· Trille I, Part A 
Title I Commission Alumni Deputy Assl SeclOESE Washinglon, DC 

ChI' DireclorRe~arehers ., 
Practitioners 

, 

• 	 Request nominations for Pat Gore 
invitees 

• Cornptle list and determine 
$t!;leclion process 

• Invile pa~icipanls (leiter and 
telephone calls) 

• Secure meeting space and 
finalize all iogistics 

) 



• 


1·--1-­

,. • • 
--- ­ ---- ­ --- ­ ---- ­

To be determined Ntl. Assoc. Of mack Educators; Professional development Joyce Murphy • Coordinate \vith P.i). 
Cotlll(;tl ofGrclIl ClIy Schools; needs of teachers in hlgh Auurey Smith reautnorintion subgrQup 
:IIlU others. poverty schools. 

(,.{S& 0 Q 'r.: ,J,J,.:;Q> 
. 

~..,u k».......... . 

. 
1 

". 
). ~, 

II-It I~xtel"nal Expert Consultations 
~- . 

Professional Development I ProfessionRi~e~~icipment t - ~- ---­ Senum'U .md S· page paper presented Man:h, !99& 
Reauthmization (PDR) group 

Researcher 
Susan LOI.H:::ks-Ho~ly 

I 
Reauthorization Work Group 
(RWG) 

__+\O~SE and other ED staff 

Mardi. 1998 PI.>RgroHp 
Craig Gerald and Ron RWG 
.Wt;>lk _OESElED-staff ­
ED Week Publications -+--------.. --- ­
April27. 1998 PDR group 
Jean Miller, CCSSO 
Director QftNTASC 

RWG 
OESF.JED staff 

'.-

Maj' 20, 19')8 PDR group , 
Dennis Sparks. ExecUlive RWG 
Directo(, National SIan' UE1)b/J :D sluff 
Development Council ~:::" 

, . 
.. 

-"' - . ; . ' t. .. , ,',... '. .' - , ; 
- ---\---'..,-- ­

Seminar.ls5ues in Urban Education 
(inc Pmressio..:n':I____ 1_________ ~._ 
~Developcnt)-

I 

New 'reacher Quality and Semlnar 

State Assessment Standards 


-+--- ---1----­
How ESEA legislatiun can Se:mmt'lf 

SUppol1 effective 

pmfessional development 


, I 

_______~~------~~4L--------



- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -------- ---------------------

'. 

" 
 •
• 

July, 199& FOR group 

RWGMichael Knapp 
Davitl Florio OESEJED staff 
Researchers 

,;, 

TIle Form ami Role of 
Professional Development 
in newly reauthori7.ed ESEA 
Programs 

, 
Seminar and 25-page paper to be 
presented , 

," .. 
., 

. ,- ... 
"Jr)\~.;,< I. '" 

, ' 

, "k1' 

, 
1 

" 

" 

• 


_. __ .- --­
" 5 ,-- --­

.,." 
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r:S£A REAUTHORJZATiON OUTrmACiI ACTIVJTUCS 
:. 	 CRoss·eUTIING ISSUES 

HI. Outreacll tu National Association Leadership 

.. --------- ---------	 .. .. ---- ­

!DAID AUDIENCE THEME/ISSUE ACTION STEPS! ED STAFF LEAD 
• 

INVOLVED COMlJLETlON DATE LOCATION l'ERSON 
... ----_...,. -------- ­

National Education Associations A11 QS in FR Notice Depnty Set:n:t31')'May - July, 1998 • 	 Compile l1st of Association ­ Ann 

Washington, DC 
 Education AclvQCJ1cy Asst SeciOESE roundtable meetings O'Leary 

Organi.zations nod Deputy Asst. • 	 Convene meetings itl Fritz 
Social Advocacy OrganirAtions SecretaryJOESE cOI\junction with Asrociatlun tt.lehtein 

,!~u$illess Roundtable' Reauthorization Con: n:mndlable mel,!lings. James 
-' ,Higher Education Associations Group Ilost additional meetings at the Guitard• 

" National Research Associations Department.

• 	 in.... ite participants (0111\ 10, 
assist) 

, • 	 Secure meeling space and 
finl1lize all logistics (OIlA to 

, . assigl) 

• 	 Record and compiJe comments 
flOm aU rneclillgs 

, , 
.. , 

. 

, , .. .-_. --------­..,:~....., . 
~	'F12- "".......0.­• 

10 "-11 -""'''''''' • 
(;-to. QI ~ n~i 
~a "I '/ {u..~';l 
F1l!.f M\l~ ," 

, 
-.~~-i 	 6 .----' .

-I, . ­---	-'-'- ­

i 
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r,SEA REAUTIIORIZATION OUTREACH ACrIVITmS .. 
CROSS·CUTTING ISSUES 

TV. Regional Outreach Mceti!'!-gs 

ED STAFF 
INVOLVED 

Asst Secrelary/OriSE 
Depuly Ass! SedOE5E 
PlOgl7lm DireclQrs 
Reauthorization Work 
Group (reps of 
Program lind Qlhet 
ofl:ices) 

DATEI 
LOCATION 

July S. 1998 
Los Angeles. CA 

July 10, 1998 
Chicago, IL 

July iJ, 1998 
Boston, MA 

July IS, 1998 
AHanta, GA 

--

THEME/ISSUEAUDIENCE 

A11 Qs in FR Nntice 
Teachers 
School Officials 

Parent!; 
Business Reps. 

State Officials 

Advocacy Groups 
Elected Officials 

A.M, ~ tnvitational Discuss!on 

Group _ \~... ",u.~ 


P.M.• Ope!1 Public Meeting 

\,iv-';:'" 

L 	 ­ Rep<>Rets ani:J7Or' NQtetakers_.......J'-----__ 


7.. fY,f~ .! 1ZoJ. /.cvJ ",I...It--v ~~ l.s~.:.~ h-<:­

~ ,.:t" ~ 1"• .;.... ."" ,- ;:lI~-I-, ~-

, 


7 
-- -, 

.,-, 	 -- ---- ­

ACTION 8-1rEl'SI 
COMPLETI'ON DATE 

• 	 Fin,,1 ze sites nnd dales - sno 
• Secu 'e conference space and 

final ze all meeting logistics 
(Oil; to assist). 5f20 

• Solk it nomination!! for AM 
Di~' ssion Group 

• Sele( and contact invitees 

• 	 Delennine steps to publiCize 
meeting and inform potential 
'l.Udi, ;nce: of Ihemes/issues-­
Publ sll FR Notice; Use: 
exist ng LiS1Sf:fVeS; Mml 
rrier ds of "::ducatl0n Letters 

• 	 Recc rd und compile comments 
from all meetings w;iu?, Com1 

• 


LEAD 
PERSON 

Pal Gore 
Fritz 
Edelstein 

~---
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• 
I ESEA Rl~AUTIIORlZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 

.'
,} ( CROSS,CUTIING ISSUES' 

- . 
V. Scbool Visits 

• 


,- -	
.r----------- ------ - - - - - - - -

HlEMEllSSUEAUDIENCE ED STAFF ACTION STEPS! LEADDATE! 
" , COMPLl.,TION nATEINVOLVED PERSONLOCATION 

. . . . - - - - - -. ,._---------­ ._- . 
Improving Slmlent Coordinnle with ~dJOol Officials Asst. SeciOESE Augusl - Septemher '(}98 • 
Achievemenl Dpty Ass!. SeclOESE Comprehensive Cenler 


Schedule in connection 

(20-30 school Vi:;:ll;,; j'rindpals 

Directors and COl1ncil of 

with America Goes flack 


Program DirectorsTcachets 
Pwgram Slaff Greater Cily Scotlals 


to School !:lvents) 

Support Staff 
$ttuh;nls • Determine number and types 
Parents of schQols to be visited 
Cumtnllnil), Revs • 	 Develop process to solicit 

$chool nominations anti school 
profiles

• 	 Develop selection criteria and 
select schools 

• 	 Notify school!' and schedule 
visits- • 	 Develop school, visit protocol 

• 	 Recort! and compile comments 
.--.-~-~-

--	 - .-.. 
-

~ .,_'.t"o -_. 	-- ­
8 -- - - ----- ---- -- ­

.... ~~~--~ --- .. - ­
, --- ­
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[SEA REAUTHORIZATION OUTREACH ACTIVITIES 
.CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES 

VI. Congres§ional Visits 

DATE! 
LOCATION 

AUDIENCE {fJIEMEIISSUE••. , 
I 

ED STAFF 
INVOLVED 

ACTION STEPS! 
COMPLETION DATE 

LEAD 
PERSON 

May - June 1998 

-

House Education ana'Workforce All Qs in FR Notice 
Committee 
House Appropriati~:ls Committe'! 
House Leadership" ,,_ . 

' " 

Senate Labor, Ilcalth, and Human 
Service and Education Committee 

' . 

Senate Appropriati':ns Committee 
,.. 

Senate Leadership 

Deputy Secretary 
M~t Sed OESE 
Opty Ass! Sed OESE 
DirlBudget Service 

• Coordinate with OLeA to 
schedu Ie meetings 

Scott 
Fleming 
Sandra 
Cook 

9 

._---­---~-


