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Author: Paul Riddle at WDCE04
Date: 1/20/98 12:14 PM
Priority: Normal

TO:

CC: .

CC:
CC:
CcC:
cC:
cC:
cC:
cC:
CC:
CC:
cC:
cC:
CC:
CC:
cC:
CcC:
cC:
CcC:
CC:
cC:

Pauline Abernathy at WDCBO1
Sue Betka at WDCRO2
Patricia Brennan at WDCBO3
Carol Cichowski at WDCTO2
Susan Craig

Jennifer Davis at WDCBO3
Scott Fleming at WDCBO3
Susan Frost at Wdcbo04
Julie Green at WDCBO3
Thomas Kelley at WDCBO3
Adina Kole

Jack Kristy

Christine Li at WDCBO3
Jeffrey Morhardt .
Terry Peterson at Wdcb04
Lidice Rivas at Wdcb04
Mike Smith at WDCTO1
Jamienne Studley

Sarah Unruh at WDCBO3
Steve Winnick at WDCEO1
Charlotte Fraas at WDCBO3

Subject: Re: Goodling test bill‘langague

-------------------------------- Message COnLents --=-==-=--=mmmomoee e

Pauline: Goodling's "discussion draft* of the 16th would leave in
place the provisions of the 1998 appropriations Act, but would
" prohibit any other work on the tests (no matter the source of funds)
until explicit authorizing legislation is enacted. Thus, the work
that is authorized (and paid for) by the 1998 appropriations Act could
go forward, but nothing else could happen until explicit language
permitting the tests is enacted. Like any other statute, this bill
{if enacted) could be overridden or repealed by one enacted later, but
that would certainly seem unlikely this year. Unlike the FY98
language, the bill would make a “permanent® amendment to the General
Education Provisions Act, so it's applicability is not limited to a
single fiscal year. 5

I wonder if the exception for TIMSS is adequate. The bill would
exempt the Third TIMSS, as well as‘any other “international
comparative assessment developed under authority of section 406 (a) (6)

and administered to only a representative sample of pupils in the
United States and in foreign nations®. Does this capture the 4th
TIMSS (is one even planned?) or other tests that we know about?

Tom: If you haven't already done so, can you get cépies of the
discussion draft to the other interested offices? Thanks.

Reply Separator

Subject: Goodling test bill langague

Author: Pauline Abernathy at WDCBO1
Date: 1/20/%8 11:50 AM
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[DISCUSSION DRAFT]
AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE
~ To H.R. 2846
OFFEQRED‘-BY‘V

- Btrike all after the enacting' clause and insert the
following: '
SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the followmg
(1) High Stata and local standards in rendmg

mathematies, and other core academic suhjects are

secondary education in this country.
(2) State and local control of education is the

1
2
3
4
S - essential to the future well~being jof elementary and
'6
7
8 hallmark of education in tho Umted States.

9

// - “ - (35‘ Hach of the 50 Btates ;ﬂready utilizes nu-
P . merous tests to measure student achievement, in--
ﬁc& _ 1 cludmg State a.nd commercm]ly available assess-
ﬂf{i? 12 - ments. State assessmenta are based pnmanly upon
13 State and locally’ developed academic standards.
14 (4) Public Law 105-78, the Labor, Health and
15 ,Humaﬁ Serviééa:and Education ’Apprdpriatioxis Act,
16 1998, enéufés' that Federal "funéia may not be used
17  to ﬁeld test, pﬂot test, 1mp1ement adnumqter or

18 distribute in any way, any federally sponsored na-

January 18, 1998 (10:28a.m) -

01716 '98 10:58

PAGE 2.

ooz

Tegx


http:read.i.Ug

"FLLE No. 237 01,20 '98 09:33 ILEUUUAIIUN CLUSTER 202 295 3614 ' PAGE 4

0lL/16/08 FRI 11:08 FAX 202 228 1010 L;I!TE C;N ED‘I; WO(&K:FORCE X .‘ ‘ doo4
FAAMS\GOODLI\GOODLLO62 - | . . HLC.
B |
1 sections 305 through 311 of Public Law 105-78, the

Liabor, Health and Human Services and Education Appro-
pnamons Act, 1998, funds provided to the Department of
Educathn or to an applicable program und;zmhm-As&—or/

any ather Act, may not be used to (develo

ment (inch;ding pilot testing or field tqétixig), or admin-
ister any federally sponsored national test in reading,
mathematics, or any other suhjeet that is not specifically

e N A W

and explicitly provided for in euthorizing legislation en-
acted into law. |

“(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Bubsection (a) shall not apply to
the Third International Math and Science Study or, othef.

— et e g
W N e O

. international comparative assessments) developed under

authority of section 406(&)(6) of the National Education

o
w h

Statistics Act of 1994, and administered to ounly a rep-

o
(2}

rescnmtwe aample of pupl.h-. in the Umted States and in

-
~d

foxmgn nations.”.

January 18, 1998 {(10:28 a.m.}

0116 '98 10:58
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1 tional test in fiscal year 1998, reqmres the Nationel |
-2 Academy of.; Sdiences to conauct a; ‘ntu'dy' to deter;
3 - mine whether an equivalency scale can be developed
4 that would alldw existing tests to be compared one
5 " to another, and permits very limited test dcvelop~
6 mont actmtes in fourth grade readmg and eighth
7 grade mathematics in fiscal year 1998.
'8 (5) There is no specific or explicit authority in
9 current Federal law authorizi.ng the propased feder-
10  ally spnnsored nntmual tests in fourth grade reading
11 and exghth grade mathematics. | \
12 '~ : \(6) The decision of whether or not this country _
13 implexﬁents, administers, disseminates, " or otherwise
14 has federally sponsored nationai teats in fourth
15 grade readmg and eighth grade ma.thematxes or any
16 other’ aubJect will be determined pnmanly through
17.  the normel legislative process mvolvmg Congress and
18 . the respectlve authonzmg commttees |
19 sEc. 2. paoammou ON FEDERALLY SPONSORED TEST-
20 NG,
21 Part C of the General Educatioﬁ Provisions Act is
22 amended by adding at the end the folldjvit;g. o
23 “§ 447; Prohibition on federally spoflsored testing
24 “(a) ‘GENERAJ.. PROHIBITION.;-—Nomfimstanding any
25 other provision of Federal law and, except as provided in

Jsnuary 16, 1888 (10:25 a.m.)
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 22, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF

FROM: ‘ BRUCE REED

MIKE COHEN
SUBJECT: National Testing Strategy

As we indicated to the President in the most recent weekly report, we face two immediate
challenges regarding national tests. This memo outlines the steps we are taking to address each of
them, as well as our overall strategy for advancing this initiative.

I. Short Term Challenges

- A. Delay in Test Administration. Today, the National Assessment Governing Board
(NAGB), the independent body which was given responsibility for overseeing the development of
the national tests, will consider a set of recommendations for modifying the test development
contract, prepared by a special committee of the Board. NAGB is required to review the contract
under the compromise reached last Fall. :

One of the committee's recommendations would postpone pilot testing from Fall 1998 to
Spring 1999, with the effect of delaying the initial administration of the tests until Spring 2001
rather than Spring 2000. This recommendation is being made so that the pilot test will occur
during the same point in the school year that the test will be administered. We believe this change
is unnecessary on technical grounds, and will most likely be seen as a setback for the President's
proposal : :

The current and former NAGB chairs, both strong supporters of our proposal, tried
unsuccessfully to head off this recommendation when it was first considered by the special
committee. While opposed to the recommendation, they believe it is very likely to be approved
by the full Board. Few members are able to argue with the testing experts on technical grounds,
and a number of members see this delay as a way to put some distance between the tests and the
Clinton Administration, and thus increase its long term prospects in Congress.

Together with Secretary Riley and his staff, we have been workmg with our allies on NAGB
to try to turn this around. Governor Romer and Oregon State Superintendent of Education
Norma Paulus (a Republican), both key NAGB members who are strong test supporters and
opponents of the proposed delay, will not be at today's meeting. Both have made their objections . -
clear to the NAGB chair and requested that consideration of this one issue be postponed until the



next meetmg so they can rnake sure that the views of state ofﬁcmls are fully considered. IfNAGB
ignores our objections, Senator Bingaman and other Congress1onal supporters of the test are '
prepared to express impatience with the delay -- while at the same time underscoring that this
proves the test is for real (not dead, as Republicans insisted last fall) and NAGB is moving
forward with test development in a serious, nonpartisan way.

B. Goodling Mark-up on Jan. 28. Bill Goodling has scheduled a full committee mark-up
of legislation that would permanently prohlblt any work on the development or implementation of
national tests (beyond what was agreed to in the FY98 appropriations bill) without specific
Congressional authorization. We expect that this bill will pass the House, with solid Republican
support and quite possnbly with support from African Amencan and Hxspamc Democrats, but will
die in the Senate.

. y

In the days leading up to the SOTU, Secretary Rlley, Frank Raines and other Administration
officials will brief members of the Black and Hispanic Caucuses on our new education initiatives
and other education investments of interest to them. We will also brief key constituency groups.
At a minimum, these should enable us to secure good will in the short-term. Whether they also
lead to longer term support for the testing 1mt1at1ve remains to be seen.

Our position is clear: we do not believe Congress1ona1 authonzatlon is necessary (and
neither did the Bush Administration when it funded national standards). We are working with the
leadership to prevent Democratic defections on this vote, though this will not be easy. We are in
no better position to close the policy differences with the Caucuses and their supporters (over a .
Spanish version of the reading test, and the use of the tests to énd social promotions) now than
- we were last fall. However, our new education initiatives and increased investments should make
a difference. -

At the request of Rep. Clay's staff, Secretary Riley has written to Mr. Goodling, asking him
to reconsider the mark-up session. Riley asked that Goodling live up to the agreement reached
last fall with the President, which contemplated further Congressional action only after the
completion of several National Academy of Sciences studies later this Spring. This letter will ‘
have little impact with Goodling, but will help persuade the civil rights groups and members of the
caucuses not to participate in Goodling's political maneuvering,

Goodling is seeking the support of the civil rights groups, and we have also asked Wade
Henderson of the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights not to ally himself with Goodling at this
point. Riley's letter was important to him, and we believe the prospects are decent that the civil
nghts groups will not support Goodling's effort at this point.

!

II. Long -Term Strategy

We face a tough challenge again in Congress this year. We fully expect Goodlmg to use the
reauthorization of the National Assessment of Education Progress later this year to specifically
prohibit national testing, and to keep Republicans pretty well united with him on this issue. And

-2
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there is no guarantee that Congressional Black and Hispanic Caucus members will see the tests
and our education investments as a package deal. Further, while we will have our greatest
leverage once again in the appropriations process, we expect that it will be as least as difficult as
last year to secure contmued ﬁmdmg

Our overall strategy for advancing the testmg initiative is twofold Frrst we need to make the
most of NAGB'’s independent control over the test, frustrating as it may be. The more the test
becomes an independent, non-federal effort and not a product of the Clinton Administration’s
Education Department, the more likely it will become a reality. Second, we need to play the only
card we have with a reluctant Congress -- our appropriations vetoes -- to keep federal funding
alive. That means doing what we can to win back liberal Democrats and expand our moderate
Republican base, especially in the Senate

A. Advance a Democratic bill in the House to authonze the tests. We can't stop
Goodling's efforts without an alternative, yet we don't want to concede this year what we won last
year: the ability to secure funding for continued test development without specific Congressronal
authorization. ‘

Therefore, we will ask (and help) George Miller to take the lead in crafting a Democratic bill
that will authorize the tests and that can win broad Democratic support. Miller can include

- provisions in his bill to satisfy the Black and Hispanic Caucuses that we would not want to

advance. And we could support the bill in general without signing on to every specific provision,
and still maintain that no specific authorizing legislation is needed. At the same time, we will keep
working with the Hispanic Caucus to see whether they would be satisfied with an Administration
recommendation to NAGB on a Spanish language reading test (and whether our Republican
support in the Senate would evaporate if we took that position). NAGB would almost certainly
reject such a recommendation. In fact, the Board may decide today to overturn the Educatron
Department’s plan to make the math test available in Spanish.

B. Reach out to Republicans. We have a core group of influential Repubhcan intellectual
and political leaders who continue to support the testing initiative: Bill Bennett, John Engler,
Checker Finn and Diane Ravitch. Ravitch now serves on NAGB; Engler has agreed to serve on
NAGB and will be appointed as soon as he completes his paperwork. We can use this group,
together with the handful of moderate Republican supporters (F orbes, Castle, Horn) to try pick
off Republicans from Goodling. ,

Our hold on the Bennett group will aiways be tenuous. Wqé think it would be useful for you

~ or the President to meet Bennett and others in the near future, to thank them for their support,

seek their advice on how to proceed, and urge them to continue to help.

We can and will also try to activate the business’communi'ty, which remains strongly
supportive though not always eager to engage in the necessary hand-to-hand combat. We will

“shortly propose an event with the President that will demonstrate broad business support and

energize their efforts on our behalf,



C. Build State and Local Support. The ongoing political battle in Washington and
uncertainty over federal funding will make it difficult to sign up cities and states for the tests.
However, now that the test is clearly in NAGB’s hands, it should be much less of a partisan issue
at the state and local level. ‘We also hope Engler will help sell the test to Republican governors,
~ whose support is essential for this to be truly national. x

D. Win the Appropriations Battle. We will have the most leverage in the appropriations
process, particularly on a popular issue just before the election.. That is why our approach to the
authorizing battles is designed to preserve our ability to press for funds again without
authorization. Senate Democrats welcome this fight.

E. Prepare a Nonfederal Back-up. Because we face such an uphill battle, we will explore
the possibility of challenging a nonfederal group, such as ACHIEVE (a group founded by Lou
Gerstner, Tommy Thompson, and several other governors and business leaders who support the
standards movement) to develop and implement national standards and tests, either in conjunction
with, or if necessary, as a different form of, the NAGB tests. Under last fall’s compromise, the
National Academy of Sciences will make recommendations later this year on the feasibility of
alternative ways to compare student performance to national standards and across state lines.
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
- WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

| February 4, 1998
(House Rules)

'STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION PoLIicYy

(Txus STATEMENT HAS BEEN COORDINATED BY OMB WITH THE CONCERNED AGENCIES.)

"(Rep. Goodling (R) PA and 114 others)

The Administration strongly opposes HR. 2846, and if the bill were preseated to the Premdent in
its current form, he would veto it.

HR 2846 would override currerit law and enact a permanent b:m on the use of Department of
Education funds for any work on the voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade
mathematics beyond the preliminary work described in the Department's FY 1998 appropriations
act. The ban would also prohibit additional work on the tests by the independent, bipartisan
National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) and wcmld remain in place until explicit
authorizing legislation is enacted.

National tests are critical because they provide students, parents, and teachers the opportunity to
measure how well students are performing in comparison to national standards and international ‘
benchmarks. As a result, national tests help hold schools accountable to parents and communities
for the performance of all students. , ) . '

HR 2846 is clearly inconsistent with the bxpamsan agreememt enacted Jast fall, which makes
NABG responsible for the development and administration of the test, and which calls for the
National Academy of Sciences (NAS) to conduct a series of studies that would help inform future
deliberations by the Congress and the Administration relating to this important issue. By passing
H.R. 2846, the House will undermine NAGB’s role and will prejudge the findings of the NAS
studies, which have not been completed, and jeopardize the progress being made in developing

the national tests.
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Record Type:  Record

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPD/EOP

cc: Janet Murg'ula!WHO/EOP .
Subject: NAGB briefing

Got brlefed by NAGB chair and staff thlS evenlng A few mterestlng hlghllghts

- 1. We never had much of a chance to turn the decision to delay the test around, even with the
mterventlon of Romer and Norma Paulus :

2. NAGB briefed Goodling before they briefed us. He was furious with them, because they are
acting as though there will be a test. He wants everything they wrlte about test development to be
“in the conditional. They won 't do it.

3. Lindsey Graham was at the briefing as well. He told thém he heard that NAGB was now
promoting fuzzy math. They offered to walk. hlm through the math specmcatlons when NAGB
completes reviewing/revising them . ' .

4. Goodling also told them that "the Admmlstratlon is buylng off the Black and Hispanic Caucuses.”
| took thatto be both a good sign and a complement : . ,

- 5. NAGB has been and will continue to. brief all they key players on the hill. They are brieflng
Jeffords, Kennedy and Bingaman next week, and Jeffords will arrange a larger bipartisan briefing a -
couple of weeks later. We asked them to make sure they get to Coats, elther through Jeffords or

¢

on their own. They will. N ‘ R

6. The Washinton Times report about NAGB droppmg a Spamsh versuon of the math test is not
accurate. What they did is postpone demdlng what to do about bllmgual math until a later meeting.
Our good friend Diane Ravitch is pushing to drop it as soon as possible, but most members of the
Board apparantly haven't begun to think through the bilingual issues. .They will probably hold a
hearing on this before they do anything, though they do not yet have a firm plan.

7. lurged them to reach out to Wade Henderson soon, listen to his concerns, and walk him

through their process for taking public input and deoudmg the |ssues They agreed, and I will follow
up on this {and everythmg else above as well}. :
Bottom ne here: for a Whlle at Ieast they can help create a better cllmate on'the hzll

¢
I




,&@f Michael CohenA .
T 01/22/98 12:37:48 PM : .

Record Type: Record

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EQP :

cc: ‘
Subject: Reaction to NAGB decision ;

Here ie a draft all-purpose statement which could either be put out by WH or ED, with minor
madifications. What do you think? : f

ED is getting a few more calls then we are, and feels that they will need to put something:out by
3:00 if we don't. : : . :

¢

Statement on Natlonal Assessment Gm*ernmg Board De(:lsmn to Modify Contract for
Developmg National Tests :

The Administration fought last year successtully to maike sure that the independent,
bipartisan National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) was given responsibility for
overseeing the development of voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade
math. Today NAGB completed an important part of its work--to review and determine the

modifications it deems necessary to the test development contract. We are pleased that NAGB
is carrying out this responsmlhty in a serious, and thoughtful manner. '

We do not agree with NAGB that it is necessary to delay the initial administration of
the tests for one year. However, most important is the fact that today’s action by NAGB is
another step in implementing legislation enacted by Congress last year, and another step .
toward putting high standards in the classroom and keeplng politics out. (POTUS Quote
from NAGB radio address--can we use it again?)
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The War on lgnorance Can Be This President’s Legacy = -

byMiéhaelP Forbés S o | G

-

Some of my more pamsan collcagues would hke to thmk that Pres:dent Clintonisa .-

lame duck whose term in ofﬁce wzll leave no lasung 1egacy I say baloncy

The Presndent appears to be embarkmg on a crusade to reform educauon ln thxs :
era of relative peace and prosperity, no issue is more critical than the future of our
children. And no issue 1s fraught with more political pussyfooung and double-mlk

Both parties in Washmgton have avmded resPonsxbulty for nmprovmg cducauon fur

too long. Democrats fear ahenanng the politically active teachers unions.

'Republicans sidestep the problem by saymg educanon should be excluswely astate

and local respousxbnhty , , “i )

I agree that Washmgton has no husmess dlctatmg what subjects are taught. or how
they are presented in our classrooms but it is high time we played a substantial

~role in supporting K through 12 pubhc educaton. There is no better investment in

protecung our economic and security mterests in the global markctplace

Politics must stop, the Presldent Sald at the school house door He's dead right on
that And the fact is, most non-politicians agree. Americans of all ethmc,
sacioeconormic, and cultural backgrounds see a critical need to improve

educadonal oppormnmes for our cluldren, pamcularly for the most dxsadvantaged -
. famthes ‘

-

«Our K-12 education is among the ]east effecuve in the developed world,” fotes

E.D. Hirsch, Jr.. m The Schools WQ Need, Whg We Dog’t ﬂave Them

_ Prof. Hirsch pomts out that the’ gap for educanonal opporturucy between
advantaged and disadvantaged students widens as they progress through the -
grades. This rift in educational opportumty contributes mxghnly to the continued
divisions in our society, and to a growing disparity between the rich and the poor.
Social justice can only come with equal access to educa uanal excellence. :

In last year's State of the Umon message. the Presxdent urged Congress  provide

- additional aid for the construction and renovation of school facilities; to embrace

initiatives that elevate student achievement, particularly in readmg, math and

- science; to allow for voluntary national standards and testing to better assess the
performance of our schools; to augment teacher training and professional ‘

certification; to expand choice in public education lhrough additional charter

school;, and to promote the use of computers in America’s %;lassrnoms

, : . L
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Just as John Kennedy challenged the nation to land a man on the moon, so too can
a popular Bill Clinton use the Presidency — and his uncanny ability to
communicate — to rally us behind the initiatives he proposed. With the people’s |
support, I'm convinced he can put together a successful coalition of Democrats and
Republicans in Congress, and in the state legislanires, to bulld a better life for
every child. : -
There are reports that the President is preparing a package of incentves to bolster
performance in the most-troubled urban schools. He may revenl this plan in his
upcoming State of the Umon address « :
He must do this, and more. We need a national plan of action that improves all of
our schools.

The President is correct 1o advocate voluntary national test standards so that
parents, teachers, and administrators in our nation’s 13,000 school districts can
measure the performance of their children against other regions of the country. As
one of only three Republicans to support the President on this initiative, 1 urge my
colleagues 10 put the urgent need for lmprovemem in education above -
plulosopiucal roadhlocks :

The G.I. Bi!l which helped returning veterans attend the college of their choice
after World War il, contributed significantly to our nation’s post-war prosperity.
President Clinton is promoting a voucher that works like the G.I. Bill to assist the
unemployed with job training. He advocates innovative charter schools and choice
~ in public schools. These deserve our support. °

A voucher program could also clear the way for Jow- and moderate income parents
to send their children to whatever public or private school they choose. A voucher
program will strengthen public education, not weaken it, as some advocates with
vested interests suggest. It will put failing schools on notice that they must better
educate our children, or risk losmg them. The President must drop his’ opposmon
to such a voucher plan. ,

On the other hand, Congress must drop its opposition to the President’s initiative
to provide for construction and renovation of school buildings. Children, .
instinctively hungry to learn, must be able to do so in a safe'and secure
environment. Assisting the increasing number of districts that are plagued by
detenoranng and overcrowded schools should be a federal pﬂonty

t

How can we pay for all this? ;

. I'velong advocale‘d a strong military. Reallocating $20 billion annually from the

. .2-
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Departmnent of Defense’s $ 255 billion budget, however, will do a lot more to
protect our national secunly interests than will a few more bombers or a few more
tanks. o 4 . C

We need to a declare war on ignorance. We need to summon the resolve this nation
always shows in imes of crises. We need to improve poor performance and pm\nde
school choice to struggling families so thexr children won’t be trapped in
substandard qchools.

I trust President Clinton will pursue educational reform and revitalization with the
same tenacity that he has shown in winning his political races. It he does. his
Presidency will earn an A+. And in this most important campangn of his career, he
can count on my full support.

+

{
W— 0 ———

Michael P. Forbes (R-Suffolk Couat;y) is in kts second term as a member of the U.S. House of
Representatives and serves on the Commitiee on Appropriations. .
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Record Type: Record

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EOP, Elena Kagan/OPD/EOP

cc: _
Subject: Polling questions

Ffiday evening we discussed getting some polling data that could help with the Hispanic teéting
issue and the Goodling battle. Here are my suggestions:

1. Would you like to know how well your child is doing in reading in English at the 4th grade and
math at the 8th grade compared with national standards of excellence?

2. Would you like to know how well your local school is doing in reading in English at the 4th
grade and math at the 8th grade compared with national standards of excellence?

3. Should the U.S. Congress prohibit your local school or state from having the opportunity to give
a 4th grade national reading test and an 8th grade national math test, in order to tell if students are
meeting national standards of excellence? '

4. For students who have immigrated to the U.S. within the last (3 years? 2 years?), should they
have the opportunity to show how well they can read in their native language, such as Spanish, as
well as in English, since they haven't had the chance to learn English well?

| don't know if Penn usually does or can.provide breakdowns by subgroups, but it would be great
" to see breakdowns by urban/suburban/rural; parents of school-age kids {and maybe grandparents);
Hispanic, African-American, White; and something like fundamentalist Christians.

It will be especially helpful to see how Hispanics react to the last questions, and if white Americans
care much one way or the other. It will also be helpful to see how fundamentalilst Christians
respond to the first three--it would be helpful if we can pass around some data that shows that
even that group thinks the schools should have a right to use the test.
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Questlons and Answers on Tentative Agreement on Natlonal Tests
November 7, 1997

Earlier the Administration had indicated the President would veto this bill if it
required further authorization from Congress to move forward with testing.
But some suggest that this compromise basically kills the national test to
clear the way for Fast Track. Has the President given up on a national test?

Absolutely not. The agreement allows us to proceed with development of
the 4th and 8th grade national tests 'that the President has proposed. It also
allows us to. pilot test the items for these tests next fall. This is a delay of a
few months, but it's one we can live with. At the same time, We will go
forward with a National Academy of- Scnences study of ways to link state
tests to each other and to NAEP, an emstmg national sample test, that
reflects high national standards. Both aspectsuo’fthe agreement make
progress toward a single goal: ensuring that all students, across the country,

are measured by the same high standards.

The legislation looks like a wctory for test opponents ‘What did the
Administration get out of this agreement’

This agreement is a solid vnctory for hlgh standards. Under the compromise,
the final appropriations bill drops the general prohlbmon on national tests-
contained in the House-passed bill, which the Administration threatened to
veto, and allows us to proceed with developmeht of the 4th grade reading
and 8th grade math tests. The bill shifts control over test policies and
development to the independent, bipartisan, Natzonal Assessment Governing
Board (NAGB), as the Administration had proposed It provides $16 million
dollars to support the testing plan.. And it allows for pilot testing of test

items to begin next.fall. At the same time, the: bill provides for a potentially

valuable study of ways to link state tests to each other and to NAEP, an
existing national sample test, that reflects high na‘uonal standards. This
agreement puts us on the road to high national standards, and to measuring
whether these standards are being met. We will finally have high
expectations for all our students and real accountability for all our schools.

. I .

Is further development of ‘the national tests depbndent on the findings of the

National Academy of Sciences study? What is the timeline for this study?

"~ The Academy will be asked to make an 'in‘terim 7rep‘01"t by Juné 15, 1998 with

a final report-submitted by Sept. 1. Further development of the national tests

i
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is not contingent on the findings of the' NAS study. NAGB can goforward
with test development activities leading up to pilgt testing right now. - Pilot
testing is postponed until after September 30, but does not depend on the
completion or findings of the National Academy ~s'tudy.'
Q: Does the compromise require further aufhorizétio,n to move beyond the pilot

testing stage?
A: The compromise allows for test development in FY 98, and pilot testing after -
September 30. It is silent on the subject of further congressional action.
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S 7 . .
Q&A on Pilot Testing Date'
Q: It sounds as if the Administration and Hill negotié‘tors' spent all day yesterday
haggling over two dates: September 1 and September 30. What was at
stake and were you satisfied with the resolutmn’ =
A: We had an agreement with Mr. Goodling to allow pilot testing to begin

September 1. Mr. Goodling changed the date to'September 30, but after
reviewing the legislative language, we Adeterminefd that this would not
interfere with our plans in any-way, because as a practical matter we would
not have begun pilot testing in the first few weeks of the school year.

i
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Talkmg Pomts on Tentative Agreement on Natlonal Tests
November 7, 1997

. This is a win-win agreement - a genume bipartisan \flctory for high
standards. ' . : :
. The agreement allows contlnued timely development of new natlonal tests in

4th grade reading and 8th grade math, as called for by the President in his
State of the Union Address. As provided for by the Senate, control of test
policies and development will be transferred to the Na’uonal Assessment
Governrng Board (NAGB). : g

¢ At the same time, the Natronal Academy of Scrences in consul’tatlon with
NGA, NCSL, and NAGB, will study how tests already developed by '
commercial publishers and states may be used to ‘measure student
performance against éach other and against national standards. In addition,
the Academy will study the technical quality and other aspects of test item
development. :

. The Academy will be asked to make an interim report by June 15, 1998 with
a final report submitted by September 1. Further development of the
national tests is not dependent on the findings of the NAS study. NAGB can
goferward”wlth test development activities leading up to pilot testing right
now. Pilot testing is postponed until after September 30, 1988, but does
not depend on the completion or findings of the.National Academy study.
This timeline represents a. delay of a few months but it’s one we can live
with.

. The agreement allows for test development in FY 98, and pilot testing after
 September 30. It drops the general prohibition on national tests that the
- Administration threatened to veto, and does not include any requirement for
congressional authorization to proceed with national tests.

. As a result of this agreement, we are now on the road to high national
standards, and to measuring whether these standards are being met. We will
finally have hlgh expectatlons for all our students and real accountablllty for

‘ all our schools.



THE WHITE HOUSE -
 WASHINGTON
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT '
FROM: . . BRUCE REED
MIKE COHEN .
- SUBJECT: Negotiating Options for National Testing

( We will be working to negotiate a final compromise on national tests over the next
several days. Our objective is to include in the Labor/HHS Apptopriations bill a provrslon that

would: :
.. enable test development and field testing to proceed under NAGB’s control;
«  authorize studies that would determine the feasibility of linking state and commercial
tests to each other, to NAEP and to the national tests;
e if possible, permit test 1mplementat10n to proceed w1thout additional, specific
authorization. - ‘ '

In order to accomphsh thrs we have 1dent1ﬁed a number Of compromises we are prepared
to propose. These are: '

\fl Cap participation in the 1999 tests at 50% of the nation’s fourth and elghth grade students
Alternatrvely, postpone full implementation until 2000.

. lee up to'$16 million from Goals 2000 to NAGB to develop an equivalency scale for any
state that wants to compare its existing tests to other states’ tests, NAEP, and the national tests;
authorize states to use Chapter 2 block grant funds to administer their own tests and/or the
national tests.

\h Announce conservative appointments to NAGB, including Gov Engler, Diane Ravitch, John
Saxton (a conservative math expert), and possrbly Brll Bennett. Make John Engler the chair of
NAGB. : . ‘

. Prohibit the development of national tests in grade levels and subject areas- other than 4th
< grade readmg and 8th grade math. - ;

N

If additional .proposals are necessary, we are prepared to .offer the' following:

G& Dtrect ACHIEVE (an mdependent bipartisan group of CEO’S and governors) to report to
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Congress on the desu'ablhty and feasibility of national tests, and nge Congress 90 days to review
the report prior to implementation.

2. Direct the National Academy of Sciences to stli('iytthe feasibifity of lihking state and

\m{mmercial tests to each other and NAEP, with NAGB to reviev;v the study. Prohibit

implementation of national tests without specific authorization if and only if the NAS and NAGB
find that tests given to a majority of the nation’s school children 'can be linked to NAEP. (We

doubt that many tests can be linked in this way, but if we are wrong, we will have made progress
toward a system of natlonal standards and assessments by a dlfferent route')

/\)\&u 3. Cap participation in the test at 50% of the nation’s fourth and elghth grade students .
%@\,&'deeﬁmtely unless and until Congress specifically authorizes the tests. -

L
@

4. Cap partlclpatlon in the 1999 test at 50% of the nation’s fourth and eighth grade students, and
agree that Congress must specifically authorize the tests beyond 1999.

5 Require that NAGB take a fresh start at test developmcnt rather than use the test
specifications that have already been prepared, and the test developrnent contract already
awarded by the Educatlon Department. :
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' Negotiating Proposals . o @/( - L QS’ <
Firét Tier: We could live with any or all of Athese‘ ’ : '
o
1. Prohrbltrons on: S
L Education Department or NAGB development of a national curriculum in
reading or math : ‘
requiring the test as a condition of rece;vmg federal educatron funds ,
Education Department and/or states requiring horme schoolers to take the test
Federal mandates or control of state or local curnculum rnstructlon or use of
resources (already in Goals 2000) :

2 Field Test in 1899 instead of 1mplementat on (Wlth or without capped

participation) -
. We should try to get fundrng for state/local parttcrpatron in the field test

3. NAGB authorized to develop and lmplement a process for hnkmg state or local
tests to the national test ,
. May need addmonal funds for this

4. No implementation for 90- days after delrverlng Congressronally mandated
reports on pilot test (and field test, if included in compromrse)

5. Requirem'ent that test meet Title 1 reporting req‘uirernents (for Caucuses)

Second Tier: These would be tougher to live wrth

1. Funding for FY99 implementation only, wrth no lmplementatlon funding to be

provided in future years

e . Should be coupled with'making test admmrstratron an allowable use of
Chapter 2 funds, : ~ '

2. Prohibit high stakes use of test (most likely, for speeified period of time}

Still Unacceptable

1. No implementation unless specrﬂca”y authorized (including such Ilmrtatron for
FY98) . ‘

2. No implementation until jurisdications with 51% of ;kidS' sign .up

3. No implementation funding.(even if test admlmstratron is made an allowable use
©under Chapter 2)
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Talking Points on Gﬁodling “Compromise” on National Tests

Background
Goodling’s proposed “compromise” would:

° Require the Educatmn Department to cancel the contract it bas awarded to develop the
national tests; .
. ‘Prohibit the Educauon Department from using any funds to develop, plan, lmplcment or

administer natlonal tests; and

. Authorize the National Academy of Sciences to work with the National Gevernors’
Association and the National Conference of State Legislatures to conduct a feasibility
study to determine if test scores from different cominercially available standaxdlzed tests
can be compared

dmini alki int, : ,

° Mr. Goodlmg s proposal is not a compromise at all; it is more of the same. It contains the
same provision the President has already vowed to veto: a prohibition on the
development and implementation of national tests in rcadxng and math. If a bill with this
provision comes to the President, he will veto 1t '

° Mr. Goodling’s plan to compare test scores fromdifferént commercially available tests is
a step backward and away from high standards. This approach would result only in
comparing students with each other, but it would do nothing to set tough standards for
mastering the basic skills. As the President has proposed, we must measure students’
reading and math performance against challenging national standards that cefine
educational excellence. We need tests tied to tough standards, not more standardized
tests. Mr Goodling’s approach--of measuring students against each other--will perpetuate
the status quo, by continuing to tell students and schools that they are above average even
when they do not measure up.

. As we have doii¢ in the Senate, we are willing to work with the Congress to address
reasonable concérns about national standards and test and to find a compromise that will
let us move forward together We are not, however, willing to consider a proposal that
will stop national tests in the basic skills, which are strongly supported by the American
people, as a compromise.
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Proposal to Goodling: : e : S .

We propose to resolve our drfferences with Goodling by (1) postponing a final -
resolution on the issue of the lmplement_atlon of national tests for another two
years; (2) allowing the development and field testing of the tests to proceed over
the next two years {a one-year delay in our original plan) and, (3) simultaneous
with national test development, commissioning the National Academy of Sciences
and the National Assessment Governing Board to conduct a series of studies to
determine which, if any, state or commercially av‘ailable tests could be equated to
the national tests in a valid and reliable manner. (This approach .builds on an
approach initially proposed by Mr. Goodhng ) ’ o '

In effect, both approaches would proceed in the ”devel'opment” phase over the
next two years. There would then be adequate information to determine whether a
single national test is required in order to measure student performance against
national standards, if existing tests can perform that funct on adequately, or if a

" combination of both approaches is needed. :

We anticipate that we will be in a stronger position to. gam support for
implementation of our national tests at the end of the two year perrod as a result
of NAGB's bipartisan leadership, and the completion of development and field
testing. In addition, we believe strongly that the studies of other tests will show
that very few commercially produced or state- deve!oped tests can appropriately be
equated with national standards, though the opportumty to do so may provide an
incentive for commercial test publishers to modify. their tests

More specifically, under this approaoh work on the natlonal tests would proceed as

follows: ~ s
. NAGB would be in charge of test deve|opment ‘as in the Senate -passed bill
.4 Pilot testing of test questions would occur in the Sprmg of 1,998, involving a
national sample of approximately 600 schools and 46,000 students
. Field testing of the tests, including administration and scoring proceduree

would occur in Spring 1999 involving a natronal sample of approx1mately
1,400 schools and 100,000 students '
. It would be possible in the Spring of 1999 to also admlnlster the national
- tests to the'7 states and 15 school dlStrICtS that have already signed up for
the test, as a trial administration. - ‘ ’
e The first natronwrde lmplementatlor\ of the tests would oocur in Sprmg,
' 2000. : ' . ‘ oo

At the same time, feasrb|l|ty studies would be oonducted by the National Academy
‘of Sciences and the National Assessment Governlng Board to determme if specific
tests could be equated to the national test in a reliabler and valid fashion. Tests -
‘that can be equated to the national tests would be able to provide individual
~student scores in terms of the national test achi,evemeht levels (e.g., basic,
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proficient, or advanced). This process would work as follows:

*

NAS and NAGB Would determine the procedure for conductmg the equatmg

studies.
Interested states or commercial test pubhsher would volunteer to partrcrpate

in equating studies
The studies would be conducted during 1998 and 1999 7
NAGB would review the results of the studies and determine which tests

could appropriately be equated to the national tests.
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LABOR-HHS OPTIONS
TESTING

1. Cap nnplementatlon at 50% of students in 1999 (and cap field test at 10% in 1998) cannot
exceed cap in 1998- 99 without Congressional authorization. ’ :

2. Cap implementation at 50% of students mdeﬁmtely -~ cannot expand beyond 50% unless
authorized by Congress. .

3. Ban development of national tests in other subjects and other grades (limit to 4th grade
readmg and 8th grade math). A

4. Stop development of national tests if three-quarters of the nation’s governors requestin
writing by Oct. 1, 1998 (reverse of Goodling’s latest amendment). OR: Direct ACHIEVE
(bipartisan organization of governors and busmess ]eaders) to report to Congress on des1rab111ty
of national tests. : :

5. Take $5 million from Goals 2000 and give it to NAGB to develop equrvalency sca]e for any
state that wants to compare its existing tests to tests in other states or to NAEP, and authorize |

. states to use Goals 2000 funds to admmlster their own state tests and pay for studies to link those
- tests to tests in other states or to NAEP. : :

6. Announce conservative appointments to NAGB: Engler, Ravitch, Bennett, John Saxton.
(conservative math expert) Make Engler chair. A '

7. -Implementation cannot go forward until Jurrsdlctions with 25% of students have signed up.

OTHER POSSIBILITIES

1. One-year moratorium on needle exchange.
OR: White House letter pledging not to exercise Secretary s authority for 6-12 months
OR: Repeal Secretary’s authority. : t
2. Accept Goodling version of America Reads (his bill relies more on teacher training than on
tutors; includes voucher-like program to pay for after-school tutoring). '

3. Accept Coverdell amendment. ‘ ' ' :
OR: Coverdell for D.C. OR: Coverdell for limited number of taxpayers (e.g., 250; OOO)

4. D.C. vouchers.
OR: Minimum competency teaching testing for D.C.

5. FLSA compromise.
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Updated Talking Points on Tentatwe Goodlmg Agreement '
, November 6, 1997 N L?&
, R
s
This is a win-win agreement -- a genuine brpartrsan vrctory for
this-debate , . : r A

The agreement allows continued, timely development of new national tests in
4th grade reading and 8th grade math, as called for by the President in his
State of the Union Address. As provided for by the Senate, control of test
policies and development will be transferred to the Natronal Assessment
Governing Board (NAGB)

At the same time, a-s-thTGUUdng-has—adveea:ted.,.the National Academy of
Sciences, in consultation with NGA, NCSL, and NAGB will study how tests

already developed by commercial publishers and ‘states may be used to
measure student performance against each other and against national
standards. In addition, the Academy will study the technical quality and
other aspects of test item development. '

The Academy will be asked to make an interim report by June 15, 1998 with
a final report submitted by September 1. Further development of the
national tests is not dependent on the findings of the NAS study. NAGB can
. go\f\orward with test development actrvrtr s leading up to pilot testing right
now. Pilot testing is postponed until ~+-988 but does not depend
on the completion or findings of the National Academy study. We-de~expeet-
-af course —that-the-NAS-study-will-inform-test-planning-and-devetoprment-
This timelin‘e represents aagelay, but it's one we'can live with. '
Nolle (ee tmodfles

The compromrse allows for test development in FY 98, and pilot testing
Segnning-CeF It is silent on the subject of further congressrona!

.............. e 91-: =1 .

action. Q{AN &g\’éo

As a result of this ce% we are . now on the road to high national
standards;, and to measuring whether these standards are being met. We will
finally have high expectations for all our students and real accountab|llty for
all our schools.
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Questions and Answers on Tentative Agreement wnth Rep. Goodling on Natlonal

‘Tests
N‘ovember‘ﬁ 1997

Earlier. the Administration had indicated the President would veto this bill if it
required further authorization from Congress to move forward with testing.

- But some suggest that this compromise basically Kills the national test to

clear the way for Fast Track. Has the President given up on a national test?

Absolutely not. The agreement allows us to proceed with development of

the 4th and 8th grade national tests that the President has proposed. It also )

allows us to pilot test the items for these tests next fall. This is a delay
it’s one we can live Wlth At the same time, we will go forward with M. a

( L&:’M

G emlingreorraiont-id s=#¥e» National Academy of Sciences study ow wing,

ways to link state tests to each other and to NAEP, an existing national-
sample test, that reflects high national standards. Both aspects of the
agreement make progress toward a single goal: ensuring that all students,
across the country, are measured by the same high standards.

Is further development of‘ the national tests depe;ndent on the findings of the
National Academy of Sciences study? What is the timeline for this study?

The Academy will be asked to make an interim report by June 15, 1998 with
a final report submitted by Sept. 1. Further development of the national tests
is not contingent on the findings of the NAS study. NAGB can goforward
with test development activities leading up to pilot testing right now, Pilot
tésti\ng is postponed until Getober- T, but does not depend on the completion
or findings of the National A¢ademy study. We-do-expest—ofcourse, that

@,\vwbﬁ

Does the campromlse require further authorization to move beyond the pilot
testing stage?

The compromise allows for test development in FY 98, and pilot testing

beginning-Seteber—l. It is silent on the subject of further congressional
action. a@w Qo\ 3o,
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Questions and Answers on Agreement with Rep. Goodling on Natlonal Tests
November 6, 1997

Published reports this morning indicate that the compromrse over the test has
fallen apart? Is that accurate7 - E

No. As is common in these kinds of negotiations, sometimes the last mile is
the hardest to walk and last night there were some difficult discussions. But
things are on track today and we expect to have a fmal resolution of this
matter shortly. : Co

Earlier the Administration had indicated the President would veto this bill if it
required further authorization from Congress to move forward with testing.
But some news reports suggest that this compromise basically kills the
national test to clear the way for Fast Track. Has the President grven up on
a national test? ‘ '

Absolutely not. The agreement allows us to proﬁceed with development of
the 4th and 8th grade national tests that the President has proposed. It also
allows us to pilot test the items for these tests next fall. This is a delay, but
it’s one we can live with. - At the same time, we will go forward with Mr.
Goodling’s excellent idea to have the National Academy of Sciences study
ways to link state tests to each other and to NAEP, an existing national
sample test, that reflects high national standards. Both aspects of the
agreement make progress toward a single goal: ensuring that all students,
across the country, are measured by the same high standards.

i
Is further development of the national tests dependent on the fmdmgs of the
Natlonal Academy of Sciences study? What is the timeline for this study?

The Academy will be asked to make an interim report by June 15, with a

final report submitted by Sept. 1. Further development of the national tests is
not contingent on the findings of the NAS study. NAGB can goforWard with
test development activities leading up to pilot testing right now. Pilot testing

_is postponed until Sept. 1, but does not depend on the completion or findings

~ of the National Academy study. We do expect, of course, that the NAS
study will inform test planning and development. ~

Does the compromise require further authorlzatlon to move beyond the pilot
testing stage?’ !
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A: The compromise provides for test developnﬁent in FY 98, and pilot testing
after September 1. It is silent on the subject of further congressional action.
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Updated Talking Points on Goodling Agreement
November 6, 1997

- This is a Wlﬂ win agreement -- a genunne blpartlsan victory for both sides of

this-debate.

4
1

The agreement allows continued, ti mely development of new natlonal tests in

4th grade reading and 8th grade math, as called for by the President in his
"~ State of the Union Address. As provided for by the Senate, control of test

policies and development will be transferred to the National Assessment
Govermng Board (NAGB)

- At the same time, as Mr. Goodling has advoCatefd,the National Academy of

Sciences, in consultation with NGA, NCSL, and NAGB, will study how tests
already developed by commercial publishetsand states may be used to
measure student performance against each other arid against national
standards. In addition, the Academy will study the Department of

Education’s test development activities to date.

' The Academy will be asked to make an interim r'epett by June 15, with a

final report submitted by Sept. 1. Further development of the national tests

~is not dependent on the findings of the NAS study: NAGB can goforward-

with test development activities leading up to pilot testing right now. "Pilot
testing is postponed until Sept. 1, but does not depend on the completlon or
findings of the National Academy study. We do expect, of course, that the
NAS study will inform test planning and development This tlrnelme
represents a delay, but it’s one we can !we W|th

The compromise provides for test developmentqin FY 98, and pilot testing
after September 1. It is silent on the subject of further congressional action.

As a result of this compromise, we are now on the road to high national
standards, and to measuring whether these standards are being met. We will
finally have high expectations for all our students and real accountability for
all our schools. - - -



. b — 111 W W . . . o, i . e o 1 s s b s s e St b e e - e B . 2 2 s

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

~November 4, 1997
THE PRESIDENT HAS SEE%

\Q‘) PRESIDENT: nlosiat

We understand these issues are
still in flux as of this evening.

‘%\\\\ﬁ p‘

" You will receive an up-to- date oral S jaeéfd
briefing in the mornlng ' : A
| o
Sean Malone€y R CC%}\Q o
Q% & ,
8('
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. THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON . iHE PRESIDIHT HAS SEER
: ‘ 4 ’ wioslan

November 4, 1997

MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM GOODLING (R-PA)

DATE: Wednesday, November 5, 1997

LOCATION: = Oval Office

TIME: 9:40am - 10:10am

FROM: John Hilley \\m\~ .
Bruce Reed '

PURPOSE

To discuss the national education test.

BACKGROUND = S

The formal conference on the Labor/HHS appropriations bill concluded on Wednesday,
October 29. While the Administration’s top funding priorities for the bill were resolved
satisfactorily, the conference agreed to a compromise on national testing sponsored by
Congressman Obey, that was not acceptable to either the Administration or Chairman
Goodling. The “Obey compromise” would have permitted further development of the test
but required that administration of the test be subject to future authorization. Over

~ thirty-four Senators (a sufficient number to sustain a veto) wrote you indicating that they

would vote to support your veto of this leglslanon To date the conference report has not

been filed and the next steps are unclear. .

John Hllley is meetmg w1th Cha1rman Goodling tomght (November 4). He will brlef you
on the details of their discussion tomorrow morning durmg your pre- br1ef

Goodling Views

As you know, Congressman Goodling has been a fierce opponent of your national
education test initiative. He believes that the test will result in unfair comparisons
between school districts and states, is a precursor to a national curriculum, and is a waste
of federal resources which could be more profitably spent on other education objectives.

‘However, in attempt to work with the Republican leadership, Goodling has proposed a

number of “compromises”, the latest of which would ban development, implementation,
field test, pilot test and distribution of the national test unless future authorizing
legislation is enacted into law. Two studies by the National Academy of Sciences to



evaluate alternative tests and the national test (although 1t is banned by the Goodling
proposal) would also be proposed.

'Proposalto Goodling: ' \Y\ i<\u\), \x\\\g\_\ w\\\ \)»{\;k W at™v

. We prdpose ‘to resolve our differences with Goodlmg b\y, (1) postpomng a ﬁnal resolution

on the issue of the implementation of national tests for another two years; (2) allowing the
development and field testing of the tests to proceed over the next two years (a one-year
delay in our original plan); and, (3) simultaneous with national test development,
commissioning the National Academy of Sciences and the National Assessment Governing
Board to conduct a series of studies to determine which, if any, state or commercially

~ available tests could be equated to the national tests in a valid and reliable manner. (This

approach builds on an approach initially proposed by Mr. Goodling.)

In effect, both approaches would proceed in the “development” phase over the next two
years. There would then be adequate information to determine whether a single national test
is required-in order to measure student performance against national standards, if existing
tests can perform that function adequately, or if a combination of both approaches is needed.

We anticipate that we will be in a ystronger position to gain support for implementation of our

national tests at the end of the two year period, as a result of NAGB’s bipartisan leadership,

and the completion of development and field testing. In addition, we believe strongly that
the studies of other tests will show that very few commercially produced or state-developed

-tests can approprlately be equated with national standards, though the opportunity to do so

may provide an mcentwe for commermal test publishers to modlfy their tests. -

~ More specifically, under this approach, work on the natidnal tests would proceed as follows:

. NAGB would be in charge of test development; as in the S‘enate-pzissed bill.

. Pilot testing of test questions would occur in the Spring of 1998, involving a national
- sample of approximately 600 schools and 46,000 students. -
. Field testing of the tests, including admmlstratlon and scoring procedures would

occur in Spring 1999, involving a natmnal sample of approx1mately 1,400 schools
and 100,000 students.

« It would be possible in the Spring of 1999 to also administer the national tests to the |
7 states and 15 school districts that have already 51gned up for the test, as a trial
administration.

. The first nationwide 1mplementat10n of the tests would occur in Spring, 2000.

At the same time, feasibility studies would be conducted by the National Academy of
Sciences and the National Assessment Governing Board to determine if specific tests could
be equated to the national test in a reliable and valid fashion. Tests that can be equated to
the national tests would be able to provide individual student scores in terms of the national

2
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..« President | .
Erskine Bowles

test achievement levels (e.g., basic, proficient, or advanced) This process would werk as

follows: »
LN

. - NAS and NAGB would determine the ﬁfoCedure for conducting the equﬁﬁng éstu‘d'i’és

. Interested. states or commercial test pubhsher would volunteer to partl(:lpate m

’ equating studies. : ' \3“, oy

. The studies would be conducted during 1998 and 1999.

. NAGB would review the results of the studles and determine Wthh tests could
Yy apprqgrlgjte}y be equated to. the national tests.”

PARTICIPANTS ' : o

Pre-Brief |

John Hilley

‘Bruce Reed - ** “* *

Mike Cohen

~Barbara'Chow . : »
Andy Blocker . e, R

Meeting el e
President ‘

Rep. William Goodling

Erskine Bowles

John Hilley

Bruce Reed

PRESS PLAN

Closed Press.

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS : .

As Usual.

REMARKS

None. -






THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON.

November 3, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: BRUCE REED
: | MIKE COHEN
SUBJECT:  Negotiating Options for National Testing

We will be working to negotiate a final compromise on national tests over the next
several days. Our ebjectlve is to include in the LaboerHS Approprratlons bill a provision that
would:

. enable test development and field testing to proceed under NAGB’s control;
‘e . authorize studies that would determine the feasibility of linking state and commercial
tests to each other, to NAEP and to the national tests; ‘
. if possible, permit test implementation to proceed without additional, specific
authorization. ‘ ;

In order to accomplish thlS we have 1dent1ﬁed a number of compromlses we are prepared
to propose. These are:

1. Cap partlcrpatlon in the 1999 tests at 50% of the nation’s fourth and eighth grade students.

Alternatrvely, postpone full implementation until 2000. |

2. Give up to $16 million from Goals 2000 to NAGB_to develop an equivalency scale for any
“state that wants to compare its existing tests to other states’ tests, NAEP, and the national tests;

authorize states to use Chapter 2 block grant funds to administer their own tests and/or the

national tests. *

3. Announce conservative appointments to NAGB, including Gov. Engler Diane Ravitch, John
Saxton (a conservative math expert), and possibly Bill Bennett. Make John Engler the chair of
NAGB. ‘

4. Prohibit the development of national tests in grade levels and subject areas other than 4th
grade reading and 8th grade math. ' '

If additional proposals are necessary, we are prepared to offer the following:

1. Direct ACHIEVE (an independent, biparﬁsan group of CEO’s and goifernors) to report to ,



Congress on the des1rab111ty and feasibility of national tests and give Congress 90 days to review
the report prior to 1mplementatron - ~

2. Direct the National Academy of Sciences to study the feesibility of linking state and
commercial tests to each other and NAEP, with NAGB to review the study. Prohibit

implemeritation of national tests without specific authorization if and only if the NAS and NAGB- |

find that tests given to a majority of the nation’s school children can be linked to NAEP. (We
doubt that many tests can be linked in this way, but if we are wrong, we will have made progress
toward a system of national standards and assessments by a drfferent route!) .

- 3. Cap participation in the test at 50% of the nation’ s fourth and erghth grade students
indefinitely unless and until Congress specifically authorizes the tests.

4. Cap partrcrpatlon in the 1999 test at 50% of the nation’s fourth and eighth grade studénts, and
agree that Congress must specifically authorize the tests beyond 1999.

5. Require that NAGB take a fresh start at test development ”rather than use the test
specifications that have already been prepared, and the test development contract already
awarded by the Educatlon Department
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_ Scction,524. | (a) Novtwithstaud“ing ény other provision of l'*;cdcral law, funds provided
w thc Dcpartmcm of Education or to an applicable program (as denncd in scciion
. 400(c)(1) of the Gcncral Educatmn Provlsmns Act (20 INC 1221((..)(1))), in this Ac( or
in any other Act wuh respect 1o any ﬁac.al year, shall not bc used to field test or pilot
test any national tests until the feasibility study{(describcdv'iu section 525 of thiz Act) is’
‘submittcd to the Committee on Education and tlic Workfofcc in the House of
Reprcscntatlvcs and the Committce on  Labor and Humau Rcsources in the- Scnate
b) Nothmstandmg any other provision of 1~cdcra1 law, ﬁmds provided to lhe ‘
| Department of Education or to an apphcah!e program (as 'deﬁned in section 400(c)(1) of
the General Education Provisions Act (20 USC 1221(&)(1_5))," in this Act or in any other
' Act with rcspect to any fiscal year, shall not be ﬁscd tQ implcrncnt, adminlster or
- distribute in any way, any national tests that are not speciﬁcally and cxplicitly'provided
for in current or future authorizing legisfatimx enacted into law.
(c) Exception,-—- Subsection (b) shall not apply to the Third Intcmational Math.

and Science Study.

Scction 52'5;. .(a) Sttldy—j4'ifhe National Academy of Scic;nces,' in consultati;:in with the
_National Governor's Association, the National Confcrence of Staie I&glslamrcs,“mc

White IIouéc, the National Assessment Governing Board, ana the Congress, shalil,

conduct a feasibility study ‘to determine if an équivalenc& sc.'g;le can b‘c' developed that |

.
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_wouid:aﬁow test scores from commercially available standardifzed tests and State
asscssments to be comparcd. B . .

(b) Report of Fmdlrigs to Congres.é. Theﬁgﬁpnaﬁl A(;ademjf of Sciences shaﬁ
submit 4 writen report of its findings to the Committee on Educatlon‘and the
Workforce in the House of Representatives und the Co‘mmittef: on Labor and Human

+

. Resources in the Senate not later than September 30, 1998, i}
Section 526. National Assessment Governing Board. | }Iotsjsfimsianding ‘any other
Iprovision of law, the National Assgssmem (‘xo;ez;ning Board é:stablishcd‘uhdcr scction
412 of the National Fklucalion Statistics Act of 1994 (20: US(‘TZ‘ ’9011) (hereafter in (his
section referred to as the “Board”) shall hereafter have cxclusive authority over all
policies, dircctidn, and guidclines for developing vulunt&y p‘atlonal tcats, except as

otherwise indicated.

| Swion 527. Study. The National Académy of Séignce;s sﬁall. not later than
Séptember 30, 1998, submit a written report to the Commiuéé on h‘ducatién and the
Workforce in the House of Representatives, the ACommit{iee on Labor and Human
R;sourcés in the Senate, and the .Conmﬁiicés on Appropﬂati;‘ms in the House kand'
Senate that, - | | -

(1) evaluates all tcst iicms developed §1' funded by the Department of Education

or any other agency of tho Pederal government, in so far as such tcst items

“have been developed prior to enactment of this Act, for---
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(A)‘lﬁe teéhnicil yuality on any test items\for 4" gﬁide ;*0adin’g .and 3“’ _grade
- mathematics; | - |

(B) the validity, reliability, and adequacy of developed tests items;

(C) the validity of any developed design which linl‘cs test results to studém |
performance; ‘ | |

(D) the degree to which any developed test items l;mvi;de valid and usetul
mfommuon to the public; -

(E) whether the test items are free from racxal cultural or gcndcr bias; and

'

(2) rccommends appropriate safcguards to cnsurc that such tests are not used in a
discriminatory manner, and rccommends safeguards to ensure that such tests shall

" not be used for tracking of students.

Section 528. (a) The Federal Government shall not require any State or local

cducational agency or school to administer or implement any.national test in any subject
or grade, nor shall the Federal government requirc any studcnt to take any national test

in any subject or grade.

(b) Nothing in section 4(a) shall bc construed as :;f fecting the National
Assessment of Educational Progress or the Third International Math and Science Study,
. . i .

1

- Section 528.
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"JOHN ASHCROFT

UNITED STATES SENATOR = MISSQURI

For Immedists R):Icmc ) Conm:t Steve Hilton (417) 881-7068
. Wednesday, November 5, 1997 | .+ Greg Harrls (202) 224-4589
) Statcment by Semator John Asheroft
Regarding National Testing

November 8, 1997 .

r “Twill filibuster funding legislation for the Department of Education if it permits the

* Administration to move ahead unobstrucied on its plan for federalized student testing. The
Goodling agreement, es ] understand it, may represent progress against the Clinton drive to
create national tests which would lead direetly to @ de facto national curriculum and a ‘national
school board” located in Washington. 1 have learned to accept no deal until I have examined the
lcgislativo language and have assurances that al] partcs, particularly in the White House, will

~ ebide by the agreement. Senators should not pack their bags for recess yot. 1do not intend to
sacrifice the next genentmn s education for a few days raore of test, '

*Federal tesnng of studcnt! is a dangerous intrsion upon the role of paronts, tcachers, and
local school boards. Schools will teach what is belng tested, 0 curriculum and teaching methods
will follow a dumbed-down federal test. The result will be s fad-laden, inferior national .
curriculum imposed ﬁcm Washlng\on. with parents nnd teachers teplaced by a new layer of
bureaucrats.

“We already know wha caused children to mccced' T‘hc most important factor is the support
and [nvolvement of parents. Federal control of curriculum will shove parents and local boards to
the side, to the detriment of our children, Another key concem is the federal govemment's

record of serving intelicctual jumk food when it has meddled with cducation standards and
curriculuin. The acw math fest, for exaniple, would be steoped in ‘fizzy math' that s associated
with major declines in student computational skill in Defensc Depmmcnt whoals.®
I
-end-

316 Hart Building, “'suhlﬁztou. D.C. 20810 (202) 2246154 fohe_ashoroft@ashorefLoenaia gov www sanate. gov/~arbcredt

(6158 No 034 P o5
. L 7]
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Additions to Conference Agreement on National Testing

Pilot and Field Tests

1. Clarify that development activities include both pilot teqtmg, ; and ficld testing for the
devclopmem of 4"' gr Qdmg and 8" grade math. .

2. Define pilot lesting to meag a preliminary procéss of determiﬁing the appropriateness
of individual test items by tryinp.them out with'a diverse sample of students on a trlal
basis

3. Limit participation in pilot testingto™o more than 1% of total numiber of 4" and 8
grade students or 1% of the total atim ber of schools enmlhng 4" and 8" graders.

4. Define ficld testing to méan a process of determining the appropriateness of
individual test items that were modified during-pilot testing, as well as the
appropriatcness cgtrial operational procedures, bytrying them out with a

n, nationally representative sampleol students that will generate

/g\ scientifically dr, /a
relinble nationfl estimates of student achievement linked to NAFP performance

levels.

5. Limit péirticipation in pilot testing to no more than 2% of total number of 4™ and 8"
grade spidents or 2% of the total number of achools enrolling 4" and 8" graders.

Participation of Minority Students

/é Include language indicating that NAGB shall develop and implement the tests in such

a way that shall ensure the equal participation of all children in those states and
school districts that voluntarily participate in the testing program, if such a national
testing progmm ig authorized.

7. Include language indicating that ifam-sutherzatterrpermitting a national testing
program is enacted and a state, local educational agency or school voluntarily
participates in the national testing progran, the state, local educational agency or
school shall ensure that the tests adequately assess student reading and math
comprehension in the language and form most likely to yield accurate information to
detcrmme student mastery of reading and math skills, %ﬂﬂeh—ammm-tﬁhﬂg

gram (s authoriz
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8. Include language indicating that the compaosition of the National Assessment
. « Governing Board, and any expert panels or advisory committees established by the
\&0}5 % Board, should to the maximum extent feasible, reflect the racial and ethnic
o~ \¢ composition of the population. ‘ ,

9. [nclude language indicating that, with regard to the public hearings to be held by
NAGR, that NAGB conduct outreach to effectively communicate with minority
populations.

10. Include Janguage requiring NAGB (o develop mechanisms to enforce the prohibition -
on the use of national tests for promotion, tracking or graduation, if a national testing &
program is authorized. ‘ o

11, Include language requiring NAGB to ensure that parents, guardians and students
shall be appropriately informed about the content, purpose and use of the tests, if-a
» . . ] H 5 i. :
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Section 3 (a) ‘;ludy The National Academy oi Sciences shall 'not later than June 1,
1998, submit a report to the National Assessment Governing Baard Secretary of
Education, and C‘ongruss that— 1
(1) evaluates the dwclopmcnt of the national tests for 4"‘ grade reading and 8" grade
mathematics, specifically — ;
(A) the technical quality of tests; i
(B) the validity of the design for linking test rcsulta. to studcnt pertonnancc
(C) the degrec to which the tests will provide valid and useful information to the = -
public; and '
(D) the test items to determine whether the tests are free frorn racial, cultural, or
gender bias; and ' ‘

(2) makes recommendations to the federal government, states, school districts and-
schools regarding tests for 4™ grade reading and 8" grade math on appropriate methods,
pracm,es, safeguards and enforcement mechanisms to ensure that such tests are not used
in a discriminatory manner or for student promotion, tracking or graduation, and to
ensure that such tests adequately assess student reading and mathematics comprehension
in the form most likely to yield accurate information regardlng student mastery of reading
and mathematics skills. ; o

I

Section 4. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the National Assessment
Governing Board established under section 412 of'the National Education Statistics Act
of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) (hereafter in this section referred to as the “Board™) shall
hereafter have exclusive authority over all policies, direction,'and guidelines for the
development of voluntary national tests: Provided, That within 90 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Board shall review the national test development contract in
effect on the datc of enactment of this Act, and modify the contract as the Board
determines nccessary: Provided further, That if the contract cannot be modified to the
extent determined necessary by the Board, the contract shall be terminated and the Board
shall negotiate a new contract, under the Board’s exclusive contml for the test
development. ;

(2) Inexercising the Board’s responsibilities under subscction (1) regarding the national
tests, and notwithstanding any action undertaken by the Department of Education or a
person contracting with or providing services for the Department regarding the
planning, or the development of specifications, for the tests, the Board shall—

‘(A) ensure that the content and standards for the tests are the same as the content
and standards {or the National Assessment;

(B) exercise exclusive authority over any expert panel or adwsory committee that
will be or is established with respect to the tests; ~

" PAGE 2
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(C) ensure that the tests are linkcd to the National Assessment to the maximum
degree possible; é

(D) develop test objectives, tcst specmcanons and test mcthodol()gy,

(E) bave final authority over the appropriateness of all test items;

(F) ensure that all items qe!ectcd for use on the tﬁtbtb are tree from racial, cultuml
or gender bias; ‘

(G) ensure that reading and mathematics tests are dcvelopcd in.such a. way as to
assess student reading and math comprehension in the form most likely to
yield accurate information regarding student mastcry of rt:admg and
mathematics skills; and

(H) take such actions and make such policies regardmg test developmem as the
Board determines necessary. : :

Section. S. The National Assessment Governing Board sﬁall hold public hearings on the

test development activities and the recommendations of the National Academy of

Sciences ta ensure that the tests are developed in such a-way as to provide for the equal
participation of all children taking the tests. The Board shall ensure that such hearings

are widely publicized, and that activities conducted to pubhcme such hearings

-communicate effectively with the broad and diverse populatmm that may be affected by
national tests. ~

".‘"“’V

Pr-‘:GE 3

7
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PAGE 2

Section 3 (a) Study. The National Academy of Sciences shall, not later than June 1,
1998, subinit.a report to the National Assessment Governmg Board Secretary of
Education, and C‘ongress that—

(1) evaluates the development of the national 1ests for 4" grade readmz, and 8" grade
mathematics, specifically — .
(A) the technical quality of tests;
(B) the validity of the design for linking test results to student performancc,
- (C) the degrec to which the tests will provide valid Emd useful mformauon to the
public; and
(D) the test items to determine whethur the tebtq are ﬁ'ce from racxal cul tural or
gender bias; and

1
t

i

(2) makes recommendations to the federal government, states, school districts and
schools regarding tests for 4™ grade reading and 8" grade math on appropriate methods,:
pracme:.. safeguards and enforcement mechanisms to ensure that such tests are not used
in a discriminatory manner or [or student promotion, tracking or graduation, and to
ensure that such tests adequately assess student reading and mathematics comprehension
in the form most likely to yield accurate information regarding student mastery of reading
and mathemancs skills. SRR
Section 4. (2)(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the National Assessment
Governing Board established under section 412 of'the National Education Statistics Act
of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) (hereafter in this section referred to as the “Board™) shall
hereatier have exclusive authority over all policies, direction, and guidelines for the :
development of voluntary national tests: Provided, That within 90 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Board shall review the national test development contract in
effect on the date of enactment of this Act, and modify the contract as the Board
determines necessary: Provided further, That if the contract ¢annot be modified to the
extent determined necessary by the Board, the contract shall be terminated and the Board
shall negotiate a new contract, under the Board’s. excluswe control for the test
.devclopment. , L
(2) In exercising the Board’s responsibilities under subsection (1) regarding the national
tests, and notwithstanding any action undertaken by the Department of Education or a
_ person contracting with or providing services for the Department regarding the '
planning, or the development of specifications, for the tests, the Board shall—
(A) ensure that the content and standards for the tests ‘:are the same as the content
and standards for the National Assessment; '
(B) exercise exclusive authority over any expert panel or advxsory committee that
wﬂl be or is established with respect to the tests; '
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(C) ensure that the tests are linked to the National Assessment to the maximum
degree possible; :

(D) develop test objectives, test specitications, amd test methodol()gy,

(E) have final authority over the appropriateness of all test items;

(F) ensure that all items selected for use on the t;cats are free from racial, cultuml

" or gender bias; :

~ (G) ensure that rcadmg ; and mathematics-tests are dcvelopcd in sud1 a way as to

assess student reading and math cOmprchcnsmn in the form most likely to
yield accurate information regarding student mastcry of reading and

~ mathematics skills; and

(H) take such actions and make such pohcues regardmg test development as the
Board determines necessary. o

Section. 5. The National Assessment Governing Board shall hold public hearings on the
test development activities and the recommendations of the National Academy of
Sciences to ensure that the (ests are developed in such a way as to provide for the equal

- participation of all children taking the tests. The Board shall ensure that such hearings
are widely publicized, and that activities conducted to publicize such hearings
communicate elfectively thh the broad and diverse populations that may be aftected by

national tests. ] ‘ ,
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SEC. 094 None of the ﬁmds appx opnated n tlns or .

| an) other Act shall be used to 1mplement admlmstel or
-disseminate for the purpose of nat.lonal testing, national -

‘tests, unless specifically authorized 'in statute: Provided,

That funds may be used for developnient activities (includ-

~ing field-testing) that precede the ilalplélllelltatidlm or ad-

i

ministration of such tests or to carry oué; the National As-
sessment of ‘.Ec&lueational Progress or ‘the Third Inter-
national Math and Science Study (TI;MS;S).

EEC. 525. (a)(1) Not\\'ithstandix}g a:ny other provision
of law, the National Assessment Governing Board estab-

lished under sectmn 412 of the National Educatlon Statis-

- ties Act of 19947(20 U.S.C. 9011) (1e1eafter in this sec- A

tion referred to as the “Board”) shaﬂ hexeaftel have ex-

clusive authority over all policies, djrectibn, and guidelines .

for es‘t.‘ablishing and implementing vfoluntary national

tests: Provided, That within 90 days a&er the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Board shall review the national

test development contract in effect on the date of enact-

“ment of this Act and modify the céntfact as the Board

determmes necessary: Promded further That if the con-
tract cannot be modified to the extent deterrmned nec-

essary by t1e Board the contract shall be ter mmated and

]
1

October 30, 1897 (10:00 a.m.)



e 2 e R A I GAT AT 4Y 2

* F:\RG\TESTING.003 . o - HLC

2 :
I the Board shall negotxate a new COI{tIaCt under the
2 Board’s e\(,luswe control, for the tests |
3 (2) In exercising the Board’s l'esp:()nsibilitie’s under
4 paragraph (1) regarding the national téSts, énd notwith-
5 standing any action ilndel*tél(én by the Dep'artment of
6 Education or a person contracting with or ,t;roviding serv-
7 ices for the Départment regarding jthe{ planning, or the
8 development of VSpeciﬁeations, for t;he ‘tests, the Board
9 -shall—
10 (A) ensure that the content and standards for
11 the tests are the same as the content and standards
12 . for the National Assessment;
‘13 (B) exercise e\clusne authorltv over -any expert
14 panel or adwsory committee that wxll be or is estab-:
15 lished with respect to the tests; -
16 ~ (C) ensure that the tests are hnked to tlte Na-
17 " tional Assessment to the Illé:-dmurrf}'degree pdssible;:
1‘8 (D) develop test objectives, tést specifications,
19 and test methodology; - o
20 (E) develop policiés fof te§t aé:hninistration, in-
21 cluding guidevlines for inclusiénﬁof ‘and accommoda-
22 ‘txons for, students mth (hsabzhtles and fstudents
23 w1th hrmted Enghsh proﬁmencv

October 30, 1997 (10:00 a.m.}
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3 .
(F) develop policies for I‘onﬁting test results, .

including the use of standards or performance levels,

'
il
1

. i
and for test use;

‘(G) have final authority éverﬂthe appropriate-
! 3

ness of all test items;

(H) ensure. that all items se ected for use on the

tests are free from racial, cultmal or oende1 blas

and g
. o
() take such actlons and malxe such policies as
the Boald deternnnes necessary.

(3) The Na.tlona} Assessment Gove:i‘hing Board shall

hold public hearings at which ‘interested? parties may com-
- ment on the testing program within 120 days after the

end of the test development period.

'

(b)(1) Th_e Nationél Academy of Sciences shall, not

later than September 30, 1998, sxibniﬁ a report to the

Board, the Secretary of Eduéation,gand Congress that—

:
i
t

(A) evaluates—
(1) the technical qu%ﬂity» of» the 'national
tests; : : . |
| ‘,(ii) the validit.y, 1‘elial)ili£3ig, and adequacy of
the adininistration of the fieldtests;
(111) the validity of the desxgn for hnkmg

test results to student per fox mance and

‘ .
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(iv) the degree to which the tests: will pro-
vide valid and useful information to the public;

and

; |
i

(B) lecommends applopi late safeguald% to en-
sure that such tests are not used——-—‘
(1) in a (hscrmnna.tory; ma:nner; and -
(1) for -student profnotijon, tracking, or
Agréduatioh, unless such tésts; have been prop-
erly validated for such pur}:).ose" |
(2) The National Academy of S:cie'{lces, thé National
Governor’s Association, and the Nétioﬁal Conference of
State Legislatures shall jointly éondfuct a feasibility study
to detefn‘.ﬁn'e if an equivalency scale eanI be developed that
would allow test scoreés from c’ommer}cially available stand-
ardized tests to be conipared. o
(3) The National Academv of Seiénces the Nétional
Goxel nor’s. Assocxatlon, and the \T‘dtlonal Confelence of
State Leglslatul es shall 30mtlv 1ep01t their f'mdmgs to the

Committee on Edueatlon and the kafm ce 11 the House

of Representatives and the Connmttee on Labor and

Human Resources in the Senate and the Committees on

Appropriatio'né in the House of Réprésentatives and the

| Senate 1{0 later than March 31, 1998.

(c) Section 412 of the National E?;duéation Statistics
Act of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) is anmnded——

A SN I {0 S0 L L a U
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ILL.C
5 V po
(1) in subsection (b)(l)—-— S

(A) by amending subpara@aph (A) to read
as follows:
, .
(A) thlee Govel nols ‘*or fmmel Gov-

| ernons, of \\hom not more than 1 ‘shaﬂ be a

-membel of the same pohtlcal party as the_'

President;’’;

(B) by amenchng subpamm aph (B) to read |

1

as follews: R

“(B) two State ,1egislatc‘>rs' of whom not

[

mme than 1 shall be a membe1 of the same po-

ki

litical paltx as the Pr e%zdent, i

(C) in subparagraph (H), by striking “one
representative’” and ihsert?ng ;“three representa-
tives’’; |
(D) by amending sul){pal'iégraph (I) to read
as follows: o |

“(I) two ma"\fors, of ‘wwhém not ‘more than
1 shall be a njxémbef of the same political party
as the President;”’; _ _

- (E) by striking subpz%rag%*aph (J); and

(F) by redesignating sybparagraphvs (K),
(L), and (M) as subparz'igmiphs (J), (K), and
(L), respectively; |

(2) in subsection (¢)—
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(A) in paldgq aph (1) b\ str 1kmg ‘and
may not exceed a period of 3” and mserting
S :
“and shall be for periods of 4”; and

(B) mn paragraph (2); by inserting ‘“‘con-

i

secutive” after ‘two”’:

(3) by amenchng <;ubsectlon (d) to read as fol-

lows: ‘

s

“(d) VACANCIES,~

As vacancies on ithe Board oceur,
o

new members. of the Board shall be appointed by the Sec-
retary from among individuals who are nominated by the
Board after consultation with repz'esénté}ti\-'es of the indi-
viduals described in sﬁbseétion (b)(l"). I*_i‘or each vacancy,
the Board shall nominate at least -'3:'illdi\iduals who are
qﬁaliﬁed bev experience or training to ﬁll the particular

Boar d vacancy.’’; and

(4) in subsection (e) by addmg at the end the
following: |
~“(7) INDEPENDENCE.—In thié exercise of its
functlons, powels and duties, the Board shall be
mdependent of the Secretary and ‘the other offices
and officers of the Department., The Secretary shall,

by written delegation of aut}ioriﬁy, authorize - the

Board‘to award grants and contraét% and otherwise,

- operate, to the maximum extent practlc'xble inde-

i

pendent of:' the Depa1 tment AP
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(d) Not later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the’ Secretary of Education, n ’éonsulta-
tion with the Speaker and I\".[inority,;Leader of the House

of Representatives, and the Majority Leader and Minority

- Leader of the Senate, shall appoint indjvidu'als to fill va-

cancies on the National Assessment :G0\7e1~11i11g Board
caused by the expiration of the tenﬁs éf vm.e“mbers of the
Board, or the creation of new meprexfship positions on
the Board pursuant to alﬁén(hnents made by ﬂliS Act.

(e) In the event that an auth(’)liizat:ion pernu'tfing the
a.d‘ministravtion of a voluntary natioﬁal ﬁest 18 el:lacted, the
test shall be édminjstered- in éccordénce;' with the following
provisions: o o !

(i) Thé Federal Governmient may not rgquire
any State or local educational“agéncy to administer
or implement national tests. . | |

(2) No State, local eduéé:tional agency, or
sélmol,shaﬂ report, or be 1'e!quif~ed to report, the
scores of individual ,studenté Qo’n axily national tests to
any officer or e'm'ployee of the Fé(le14al Government.

(3) ‘No State, local ectluceitionai agency, or
school may use national tests ?for ;student promotion,
tracking, or graduaiiion. ‘ |

(4) No State or local educéti‘onal agency may

require any private or parochial school student, or

!

{
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. | ! .
home-schooled individual,'tq ‘talie' a:ny test developed
under this Act without jthe m?itteiil consent’ of the
parents or legal guardians of th'e s:t-udent or individ- |
ual. . .
~ (5).Nothing in this Act shall be construed to

mandate, direct, or require a State, local educational

_agency, or school to change its’curriculum, program

of ‘instruction, or allocation of State or local re-

sources as a condition of participating in the na-
. : 0

tional testing program under this Act.

i

i

!
i
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- SEC. 524. None of the funds appro:priated in this or
any other Act shall be uSed_té implémeht, administer, or
disseminate for thé imrpose of naytigp)na}‘ testiﬁ'g, national
tests, unless specifically auﬁhorized‘in statute: Provided,

That funds may be used for development activities (inelud-

ng ﬁéld-test.ing) that precede the il:nplémentation or ad-

ministration of such tests or to carry out the N ational As-
sessment of KEducational Prog’ress ‘or ‘the Third Inter-

national Math and Science Study (TiMSS).

| SEC. 525. (a)(1) Not\\ithstancﬁhg ahy other provision
~of law, the National Assessnient Goverhing Board estab-

lished under section'412 of the National Education Statis-'

tics Act of 1994 (20 USC 9011) (hereafter in this sec-
ﬁion referred to as kﬁhe “Board”’) shall hereaﬁer have ex-
clusive authority éx'er all poﬁeies, direction, and guidelines
for" establjshing and ‘implementing *éoluntary national
tests: Provided, That within 90 dayé after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Board shafﬂmview the national

 test development contract in effect -on the date of enact-

men't.of' this Act, and modify the contract as the Board

determines necessary: Provided further, That if the con-

“tract cannot- be mpdiﬁed to the extent determined nec-

'essaxy by the Board, the contract shall'be terminated and

October 30, 1997 {10:00 a.m.)
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1 the Board shall negotlate a new contlact under the
- 2 Board’s e:xglllsl\'e conmol for the tests. -
3 (2) In exercising the Boa,rd’s l"esﬁonsibilities under
4 paragraph (1) regardjng the national tésts ‘and notwith-
5 standmc any action undeltaken bv the Department of
6 Education or a pe1 son contr aetmg mth or providing serv-
7 ices for the Depa.rtme'nt regarding ?the‘ planning, or the
8 development of‘sp‘eciﬁeations, for. tlie %'te-sts,. the Bi}ard
9 shall— . |
10 (A) ensure that the c’olnteﬁt and standards for
11 the tests are the same as the é%)nféht-aﬁd standards
12 for the National Assessment; ‘ o
13 (B) exercise exélusive authjori@ovef any expert
14 panel or advisory committee that will be or is estab-
15 hshed with respeet to the tests; . - _
16 (C) ensure that the tests are hnked to the Na-
17 tional Assessment to the mam}mm degree poss1‘b1‘e;
18 (D) develop test objectives, t;est' specifications,
19 and test methodology; ; ! |
20 (E) develop policies for teét d(hninistration in-
21 c.ludmg guidelines for 1nclusmn of and accommoda- -
| 22 tions for, students mth chsablhtles and students
23 ‘mt'h limited English proﬁmeney;

October 30, 1997 (10:00 a.m.}
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‘the Board determines necessary.
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_ (F) develop policies for r{iapol;"t»ing test results,
including the use of standards Qr.pérformanée levels,.
and for test use; |

(@) have final aut.hority. fweri .the appropriate-
ness of all test items; - |

(H) ensure that all items s{elécﬁted for use on the
tests are free from racial, culturaﬂl, or gender bias;
and

(I) take 'such actions and make such policies as
]

(3) The Nati_onal Assessment Governing Board shall

hold public hearings at which interefstedi parties may com- .
ment on the testing program within 120 days after the

“ end of the test development period. - ,

(b)(1) The National Academy of Sciences shall, not

later than September 30, 1998, sﬁbmit a repdrt to the

Board, the Secretary of ]E}ducation,i and Congress that—

(A) evaluates— ,
C
(i) the technical quality of the national

tests; *

(i1) the \’(alidity, re]ia};ﬂity, and adequaéy of
- the administration of the field tests; | ‘
(iii) the validity of the design for linking

test results to student peifformance; and

t
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(iv) the degree to which the tests will pro-

vide valid and useful inforﬁmtion to thé.pUblic;
and o

(B) recommends applopnate safegualds to en- -
sure that such tests are not used—-——-f'

(1) ma djscrlmmatoryi'ma_nner# and
(11) for student pl'Olfnotijon, tracking, or
g‘raduétion ﬁnless such tésts have been prop-
erly validated for such pUIpO‘Se |

(2) The Nat10na1 Academy of Sciences, the “Jatlonal

‘Governor’s Assééciation, and the Nation’al Conference of

State Legislatures shall jointly eond:ﬁct a feasibility study
to determine if an equivalency scale 'car'l"'be devéléped that
would allow test scores from commermally av allable stand- )
archzed tests to be compared. ]

(3) The Natlonal Academy of Scnences the Nat10na1

Governor’s Association, and the \Tatlonal Conference of

- State Legislatures shall Jomtlv 1epc>1t then* ﬁndmgs to the

-Committee on Education and- the \\ ozkfmce m the House

i

of Representames and the Conn;nttee on ‘Labor and
Human Resources in the Senate and the Comnnttees on
Appropriations in the House of Replesentatlves and the
Senate no later than March 31, 1998

{c) Secmon 412 of the Nathnal E,ducation Statistics

' Act of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) is amended—
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(1) n subsectlon () (1

-as the Premdent 4

H.L.C.

5

(A) bv amendmg subpaxam aph (A) to read

as. follou S: i

“(A) three Governors, or former Gov-

ernors, of whom not more than 1 shall be a

- member of the same 'politiéal party as the

President;”’;

(B) by amend‘ing-spraragraph (B) to read

as follows: '

i
“(B) two State 1egi_slat6r3, of whom not

more than 1 shall be a mémbér of the same po-

litical party as the Pxemdent, ’;

(C) in subpalaglaph.(H) by striking “‘one
representame and mseltmo “three representa-
tn es” | ,

(D)' bywamendjng s111);pa;fag1'aph (I) to read
as follows: | o

“(I) two mayors, of whom not more than

1 shall be a member of the Same pohtlcal paltv

!
f

(E) by striking subpe?u'ad'rapl h (J); and

(I) by 1ed631gnatmcr subparaglaphs (K),
(L), and (M) as subpalaglaphs J), (K), and 4
(L), respectixely,

(2) in subsection (¢)— - ﬁ
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1 (A) in ‘pamg:raph‘ (1), b} ‘striking “and
2 ma’y not exceed a period :éf ?” an_dA iilsert»ing
3. ““and shall be for periods of,’ﬁ4”;‘i and }}
4 - (B) in paragraph (2); by insérting “con-
5 secutive” after “‘two’’; !
6 (3) by amend’mg subsection ((i‘) to read as fol;
7 lows: | | B
8 “d) VACA\'CIES.——AS vacancies' on Et.he Beard oceur,
9. new 1i1e111bé1*s of the Board shall be eipl.)c;intéd' by ~thé Sec-
10 retary from .émovng jndii-’idu&lg who 2311'9, ;mminate'd by the
11 Board after consultation with repres_,eutétivese of the indi- -
12 wviduals described in subsection (b)(f). I}‘or each vacancy,
13 -the Board shall nominate atV least 3 illgij\i,duals who are
14 qualified by experience or training -to ﬁll the particular
15 Boaid vacancy.”’; and
16 | | (4) in subsection (e) by a;ddjﬁg at thé end the
17 following: - ‘ i
s 1 “(7) INDEPENDENCE.—In tﬁe‘ exercise of its
19 funétions, powers, and duties,; ‘thze Board shall be
20 independent of ‘t141e Secretary and the other offices
21 | “and officers of £Ile Departmentéleﬁe Secretary shall,
22 | by written delegation of autﬁoritﬁy, authc;rize the
23 Board to award grants and eohtlja\éts, and otherwise
24 ~ operate, to the maximum extent fvpracticable, inde-
25 pendent of the Department.”. .

Oclober 30, 1997 {10:00 a.m.)
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(d) Not later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Eduéétion, in consulta-

tion with the Speaker and Minority ‘Leader of the House

of _Représent'ativés, and the Majority' Leader and Minority

Leader of the Senate, shall appoint individuals to fill va-
cancies on the National Assessment Governing Board
caused by the expivation of the terms of members of the

Board, or the creation of new membership positions on

. the Board pursuant to amendments ﬁladé by this Act.

(e) In the event that an authorization permitting the

- administration of a voluntary national test is enacted, the

test shall be administered in accordance with the following

provisions: e

H

(1) The Federal Governnientf may not require
any State or local educational ‘;a.ge:ncy to administer

or implement national tests. =

(2) No State, .local. edpcébional agency, -or

 school shall report, or be reduiréd to report, the

{

scores of individual students orjan& national tests to

any officer or .employee of the; Federal Government.

(3)“ No State, local edﬁcat}ional agency, or
SC}.IOOI may use national tests for étudent promopion,
tracking, or graduation. -

' (4) No State or local edpca'f‘;ional agency may

. . oy -
require any private or parochial school student, or

October 30, 1997 (10:00 a.m.) , . ' i
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- home-schooled individual, to take any test developed

i | S

under this Act without the m{ift.e'ii consent of the

parents or legal guardians of the student. or individ-

1

ual. ‘

:

(5) Nothing in this Act shall be construed to

mandate, direct, or require a State, local educational

agency, or school to change its curriculum, program

of mstruction, or allocation of State or local re-
l

sources as a condition of participating in the na-

- tional testing program under this Act..
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Scctnm 524 (a) Notwnthstandmg any othcr pmwsmn of l*ederal law ﬁmds pmvided
: to the Dcpar(mcnt or Educalion or 1o an apphc.ame pmgmm (as dcnncd in sccuon ,
.400(\:)(1) ot thc General Educatmn Provisions Act (20 U‘SC 122!(&)(1))). In this Act Qr/{z’

‘ in any other Acl with respect o any ﬁsc.al year.

test any natwnal tests until the feasibility smdy (descnbed in scctlon 525 of this Aet) is

all not be used to field test or palot

submltted to the Conumtwe on Lducatmn and thc Workforcc in the Houee of

I

chrescntatlvcs and :hc Coxmmttcc on'Labor and Humanchsom'ces m the Sen‘ate

: . Nothmstandmg any other p: PGVision nof l‘edcml Iaw funds provxdW

Section 525. (a) §tpldye4~'rhc Nationai.Acadcmy of Sciences, in consultation with the
National Govcrnor's Asswiatibn, the Naiioual Confcrcncc of Sate Legislatures, the
thte IIousc the Nanonal Assessment Governing Bom'd and the Congrcss, shail,

corxduc,t a feasxhﬂnty study ‘to determine if an equwalency swle cin be developed that
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-~ would allow te “scores,frbm corimercially available siandérdize‘d tests and Statc -
asscssments/fo be compared.” wity \w‘i% :w.r,\« OTLvA £ A
(b) Report of Findings to Congrém. The Naiiona‘l"v Aé‘.;demy of Sciences shall
submil a writtcn rcport of its findings to the Committez on Education and the

3
f

Workforce in the House of Representutives ittee on Labor and Human

Re'sburées in the Senate not:

~ Section 526, National Assessment Governing Board. Notwithstanding any o'th’er e
provision of law, the Natinnal Ameeqmem Governmg Board catablxshcd under scction £1d
. Ve

412 of me Naucma! Eduwuon Statmm Act of 1994 (20 USC 9011) (hereaﬁer in tﬁfs S el
APPSR m-«k\ﬁ

section referred’ to as the “Board ) shall hcrcaftcr have cxclusivc aumomy aver dIl e ou%_

polimcs‘ dirccticm, and guidclines for dewl‘opmg voluntary njatlonal {CAI(8, cxce‘pl a8 4

otherwise indicated.
‘ 4o
o

Section §2’! Study The Natlonal Acadcmy of ‘icwnceq xhnll ot later tl\an

eptember ‘iO 1998, submit a wrzttcn wport to the Commmee on hducanon and the '(rw; \
Wc»rkforw in the Housc of Reprcscntauvos “the Commlttee on Labor and Human |
Rcsourccs in the Scnale “and the Comnuttccs on Approprxaﬂons in thc House and
Wenate that - | |
(1 ) cvaiuatcs all test items devclopc:d or fuﬁdcd by mc Dcpartmcm of Education

or any other agency of tho Pederal government in s0 far as such test items

have been developed prior tq enactment of this Act, for—--~ :

+ e
4 i
A
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: '(A) the (echmc.ll qualuy of any test xtems for 4% grade readmg and 8"‘ grade

mathemanm "

(B) the validit.yg ;gliabilitx and adequacy of devciopﬁd;tests items;
(C) the vali_dity of any developed design which links test results to éludent.
"pcrfoﬁnén‘cc:

(D) thc degree to whlch any developed test ﬁems pmv:de vahd and usetul

mformanon to the pubhc, o g

i
. ! ’
(E) whether the test items are free from racial, cultural, or gender bias; and
2) rccoxmucnds appro'prialc sa‘fcguards to cisurc (hat such (éi:ts arc' not used ina
d;sc..nmmawry muanner, and’ rccommcnds qafcguardq xo emure that such tcsts shall

o

‘not be uscd i’or tracking of studeuts
Section 528. (a) The I'edcral Gavernment shall not reqmre any State or- local '
cducaucnal agency or ;thuol to adnumster or implemcnt any natmnal test in- any sub_xcct

‘or grade, nor sha]l Ehc Federal govcrmncnt rcqmrc any studcm lo take any nanonal test

i

in any subjcct or gradc.

ing in section4(@ shall be construed as’ ‘afl l'ectmg thc Natmnal B

ssessment of Educatmt_;al Progress or the Thifd Intern_auonal Math and Scicncq Study
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ForlmmedistoRelase - Comtact: Steve Hilton (417) 881-7068
. Wednesdiy, November 51997 " Grea Hanls (200)224-4389.

Statem ent by Senator John Ash croft
Regarding Natioual Testing -
~ November §,1997 = .

v YD will filibuster funding legisiation for the Department of Education If it permits the
' Administration to move ahead unobstrucied on its plan for federalized student testing. The
‘Goodling agreement, s | understand it, may repressnt progress against the Clinton drive to -
'¢create national tests which would led directly to a de facto pational curricwlum and a ‘nationsl
school board* located in Washington. 1have learncd to accept no deal yntil I have ¢examined the
legislativo Janguage aad have assurances that al] partics, particularly in the White Housc, will
- abide by the agreement. Senators should not pack their bags for recess yet. I do not intend 10
saerifice the next s.renenuon s education for a few days horG ofrest. ‘ _

*Federsl twmg of stadents i ns 8 dangcrons intrusion upon me mlo of pamnts, waohers, and
Jocal school boands. Schools will teach what is belng testcd, 5o curriculum and teaching methods
will follow a dumbed-down federal test. The result will ba & fad-laden, inferior national
currictlum imposed from Wsshlngton. with pnrents nnd teachers rcplaned by a new layerof -
buroauc:atu \ “ ‘

*We already know whut causes children to succeed. The most xmpomm factor is the suppoft
und Involvément of parents. Federa! control of curiculum will shove parents and local boards o
the side, to the dstriment of our children, Another key concern is the federal govenment's
record of serving intelloctual junk food when it has meddled with education standards and
~ curriculum. The new math test, for exaniple, would be steeped in ‘fuzzy math' that is assouxmd ‘
thh major declirios in student aomputational skill i in Defensc Dapanment schools.”

oo

336 Hart Building, t\'nblﬁzton. n.C. 10818 (301) 2246154 ]oh_aéhaoﬁ@n\:reﬂnmh.ﬁev m.unutc.:ovléﬁc;oﬁ

16158 “No. 0311 p G5
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‘Sectmn ﬂ24. (a) Notwnhstandmg any other provmon of l*t:deral law. ﬁmds pmwded
.to the Dcpaﬂmcm of Educmion or m an applu.ahle program (as defined in scclion
400(c)(1) of the General Educatmn Provhmns Acl (20 USC 1221(&.)(1))), in this Act or
~in any other Act yyxth respect to any ﬁscal year, shall not be used to field test or pilot
test ar;y' na;iomi tests until tﬁe fensibility stug:fy (dgsc;ib.cd: in :s;cction 525 of this Aci) is’
' stibmiiteil to the Committee on Liducation-and the Worquréé. in ﬁie House of |
Representatives 'an_d the Committce on Labor and i{utnalt;Rcsources in the Semate.
ib)'Notwithstgﬁding any other prqvis{ion of l“cdgr;l la{v. fun&s providcd.to the
Dépaftmcnt of Bducation or 1o an applicable ﬁmgram ‘(aé: defjngd in section 400(c)(1) of
the ‘Gene':a‘l Education Provisions Act (20 UsC 1221(c)(i)));,; in this Act or in any other
- Act with respect to any fiscal year, shall not bc ﬁﬂod to’ implémcut !administcr or
dnstrxbutc in any way, any national tests that are not specifically and cxphcitly pmwded
for in current or future authonzmg leglslanon enacted mto law,
| (©) Ei;cepﬂon.--— Spbsec;ion {s)] shall- not apply tﬁo the Third Intcniélicinﬁll Math”

-and Science Stu‘dy; ‘

Scction 525. (a) Study---The National Academy of Scicncés, in consultation with the
National Governor's Association, the National Conference of Siaie Tegislatures, ’@lle
. White Iouse, the National Assessinent Govéming Bqaj‘d, and the Congress, shall,

conduct a feasibility study to détcrminc if an equivalency scale can be developed that

A
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"would al!ow test scores from commercxally available etandardlzed tt:sts and Statc
: asscssmcnts to bc compared. ‘ |
(b) Report of Findings to Congress. The Naliona:l Ac‘iademy'df Sciéu&:g shail’
| - submit a Owri'ucn rc'poﬁ of ity findings lovthlc VCor‘nmittcc on iidjlcatlon and the o
Worqurcé in the ,iigwusc of Reﬁrcseﬁtaiives and fﬁe Cog;ﬁ;)itte%: on Labqf and ﬂu:xxan ‘

Resources in the Senate not later than September 30, 1998.

- 'sé.cﬁ‘onvszs. National Aéseéshtent Géiferning Board. ﬁot\izithsiénding aﬁy other
provision of law, the. National Aseewmem Governmg Board establxshcd undc:x scction
‘ 412 of the National Eduuuon Statistics Act of 1994 (20 USC 9011) (hereafter in thls
secuon referred to as the "Board”) shall hcreaﬂcr have cxcluswc authomy over all
pohcm dircc:mn. and guxdelmes for dcvclopm;, voluntary natlonal tcsts, exccpt as”

othcrwxse mdxcatcd

| Se&io‘n §27. ‘Stuidy. Thc National Acadcmy“of Scie'ﬁcék sﬁalt. not later thah |

Seiu_temﬁer 30, 1998, submit a writien report (o the Ci)':n:rnilisee un Education and ‘thcAz .

Workforce in the House of Representatives, the Committee-on Labor and Human

Rcsourccs in the Senate, and the Comnuttccs on Approprmtions in the House and

Senate that, --- |

(1) cvaiuéics all (cst itc'ni_s chglo’pcd or funded by the Dcpar‘tmcm'tof E&ucatmﬁ
or uny otﬁer 'agency of the Péderal_ goverf;mi;inc,. i:n‘ s0 far-as such test itﬁmsi

have been dg#elopcd prior to enactment of (his Act, for---


http:standardi1.ed
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A) the te‘cﬁnicai quality uf im_y test items for 4% grade ?eadiné and 8‘"‘. grade |
. mathematics: - S o A
»('B) 't’hc vgiidityl rcliabili;jv{ and aciﬂ;ﬁac’y of dcvelébcd‘tcsts items; |
() the ‘v'alir-i‘ity of any devempéd design which hnks té;t results to student
perfoﬁﬁancc‘. | | o ST
(D} the degree to which any devela@d t(’;Sl items pmv;de vaild and uscful
mformanon to the pubhc, N b ' |
- (E) ~wnether the test items are free from racial, cuﬁﬁra{;, or géndcr bias; and

3
N i
]

(2) rccominends appropriate safcguards 1o cnsurc ihat such tests are not used in a

;4

discriminatory manner, and rccommends safeguards to ensure that such tests shall

i

not be used for tracking of students.

Section 528. (a) The I‘ “ederal Govcrnmcnt qhall not requn‘e any Statc or local
| cducauonal agency or school to adnnmstcr or implcmcnt any natmnal test in any subject
or grade nor shall the Federal govermnem require any studuu to take any national test

in any subject.or gradc : L
Lo

L) Nothing in section 4(a) shall be construcd as af fecting lhc Nauonal
Assessment of Educational Progress or the Third Internauona! Math and Science Study.,

Section 528,
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.&,e.ctlon l (a) Noththstandmg any other provmnn of Federal ‘law ﬁmds promded to
the Departmenr of. Educauon or to an npphcahlc program (as deﬁned in sectian

, 400(:)(1) of the Genera{ Educauon Pr ovnions Act (20 USC 1221(c)( 1))) shall not be
used to develop, lmplement, dminlster ﬁeld test, p:!or test, or dlsmbute in any way,

" any national tests that are not specxﬁcally and expllcnly prov:ded for in current ot

| | fumrc authoming leglslatlon cnactcd mto law
| )] Exceptlons - Subsecuon (a) shall'nm apply 1o ;_V:"
| (1) the Tl}i:d Intcm§tipnal Mnth an§ ScnenccSmdy
‘,(2) test devétopment c.olntract R197153001 (bé:t;wecn the U'nifed' ,
~ States Dépa.n‘menr .Qf'Educalimjﬁ and ‘;thc :A_‘mvenf'ican Institutes fbr‘

- Research cxecuted on August 15. 1997)if 34 only if three

fourths of the Govemon agree in wr:tmﬁhat natxonal test

development shall contlnue w ‘ é.?{}"}' /??f

'~ Section 2. (a) Study--‘!‘hc National Academy of Scxenccs, in consultation with the

Natlonal Govemot s Assocmuon and the Nauonal:Conference of'Sta;e Lesisla:ures.
shall conduet a feaslblhty smdy to derermxne if an equwalency scnle can be developed .

that would allow tcst scores from commercxal y avaslable standardmed tests and State

assessments to be compared fg' »
.'3 ;’

(b) Report of Fmdmgs to (_ongress The Nattonal Academy of Scnences &ha!l |

‘ report its findings to the CO(HII!I((C{“OII Education and the qukfo:g;e in the House of

¢
: |
H .
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Representatives and the Committee on Labor and Humsn R:esoqrces;»_ln the Sennté not

later than March 31, 1998.

i’,‘%f
Sect:on 3 (a) Study Thc Nauonal Acadcmy of Scnences shall n0t later man

i

Scptcmber 30, 1998 submit a repoit to the Boasd lt\: Secretary of Education. the
.Commntec on Education and the Wcrkforce in the Houseof Represenmuves, the
-' ‘Commutee on Lahor and Human Remurcee in the Qenmo nnfl the Committees on

Appropndllons in the House and Scnate that—-—

(1) evatuates---

(A) the techmcal quamy of the national tcsts for 4«. grade readmg and 8% grade’

mathematics. N SR AT
. N ." jt‘w

(B) the validuy. relxabxhty and adequacy of developcd tcsts.
(C) the validity of the design for lmkmg test results to student pcrfonnance and

(D) the degree to Whlch the fests will pmvxde vahd and usefm information to the
public; ’ ) ( ” | o

.
. g
! ' "z,’;;,é C

(E) the V;AV:st items in the developed tests to detcmi;pewhe:hc'éﬁ the ‘tests arc free

" from racial, cultural, or gender bias; and
) recomniends a;:propria‘te safeguards to ensure that such tests af@‘ not used in a

dlscnmmatory manner.

f i

‘ Section 4. The Federal Government shall not requu'e any Statc or local educational

agency or school :o admituster or unplcmem any national fest in any sub_lcct or grade.

H

nor shall any smdem be rcqulrcd to tah.c any nauonal test m arzy bubjcct or grade.
. L. o i ;J
1:3,

'

H
i
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Nothing herein shall be construed as»a.'ffccting the National AssgSsmcni of Educational

R

Progress or the Third International Math and Science Study. -
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Provides that no funds In !hls Act orany othor Act shalt be shall be used to :mﬁle;'n“g‘m. A ,g

" “administer, or disseminate for the purposes of national testing, national tests, unless.

specifically authorized in statute, except that funds may be used for development activities
that precede the implementation or adminlstration of such tests or to carry out the National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) and the Third International Math and Science

Study (TIMSS),

Gives the Natlonal Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) ﬁxe exclusive authonry over all
policies, direction and guidelines for establishing voluntary national tests.

Directs NAGB to ensure that the content and standerds for the test shall be the same as the
current National Assessment of Educational Progress Test. .

Directs NAGB to ensure that all items selected t‘or use on thc tests are free from raeial,
cultural, or gender bias. :

Changes the composition of the 2§ member NAGB to ensure that it fs a bi-partisan and
inde‘pendcm board and gives NAGB the authority to nominate individuals to that board.

Requxres NAGB to hold public hearings within 120 days after the test development penod in
which interested partics may comment on the testing program. X

Reqmres the National Academy of Seiences to subrmt a report to Congress no later than
September 30, 1998 that (1) evaluates the technical quality of the test development, the
adequacy of the administration of the field tests, the validity and relisbility of the field tests,
the validity of the design for linking test results to student performance, and the degree to
which the tests provide valid and useful information to the public, and (2) recommends
appropriate safeguards to ensure that such tests are not used in a discriminatory manner, and
for student promotion, trackmg or graduation, -

Reqmrcs the National Academy of Sciences, National Govemor § Association and National
Conference of State Legislatures to jointly conduct a feasibility study to determine ifan
equivalency scale can be developed that would aflow test scores from commarcially
avajlable standardized tests to be compared, and to submit & report to the authorizing and
appropriations committees no later than March 31, 1998.

Provides thatthe following shall spply to national tests if authorized:

" 1. The federal government may not require any state or local educational sgency to
admlmstcr or umplement national tests, A

2. No state, local educational agency, or school shall repon, or be required to report, the
scores of Individual students on any national tem to any officer or employee of the

Federal govemment.

3. No state iocal educational agency, or school may use nauonal tests for student
promotion, tracking or grsduatwn. S : .

4. No state or local educational agency may requim any private, parochial or home~
) schooled student or individual to take eny test developed under this Act without the
. wmtem msent oftbe parens or hgal guardxans of the student or mdividunl.
{ . .
$ Nothmg in thts Act shall be eonsuued to mandate, dxreet, or reqmm that a state, local
* educational agency, or school change its curriculum, program of instruction, or
allocation of mte or local resources as a condmon of pmﬁctpaﬁng in nahonal tsstmg

prom X s ;
T oo ’J
TR v y - N . '.
[ v vt
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SEC. 524. None of the funds :appropriated in this or
any other Act shall be used to implerﬁent administer, or
disseminate for the purpose of natxonal testing, national
tests, unless speclﬁcally authouze& in statute: Provided,
That funds may be used for dexelopment activities (includ-
ing ﬁeld~testmg) that precede theE implementation or ad.

ministration of such tests or to carry out the National As-

sessment of Educational P1 ogress or the Third Inter-

national Math and Science Study (TIMSS)

SEC. 525. (a)(1) Noththsta,ndmg any other provision
of law; the National Assessment Governing SOQrd estab-
lished under section 412 of the N_ationél Education Statis-
ticis Act of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) (l';ereafter in this sé_c—
tion referred to as the “Board”) éhal} hereafter have ex-
clusive authority over all policies, direction, and gﬁidelines
for eStab]ishing and implementi!nyg voluntary »national
tests: Provided, That within 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Board shall review the national
test development contract in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and mod.xfy the contract as the Board
detenmnes necessary: Provided fwthgr, That if the con-
tract cannot be modified to the extent determined nec-

eséaxy by the Board, the contract shall be Abei-minated»and |

October 30, 1997 (10:00 am.}
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the Board shall negotxate a new contract under the

Board’s exclusive contr ol for the tests
(2) In exercising the Board’; responsibilities under
paragréph (1) regarding the natiq'nal‘ tests, and notwith-
standing any action undertaken by the Department of
Eduéation 6r a pefsor; céntracting with or prdviding serv-
ices for the Department regardixig the plz;nm'ng, of the.
development of speciﬁéations, for the tests, .the Board
shall— - | : |
(A) ensure that the cou'tgnf; a@d standards for
the tests are the §ame as. the' coﬁte’ﬁt and standards
for the National Assessment " .' | |
(B) ekercxse exclusive authonty over any expert -
| panel or advxsory committee that wﬂl be or is estab-
hshed with respect to the tests; |
| (C} ensure that the tests are lmked to the Na-
tional Assessment to the maxiroum degree possible;
(D) develop test obJectlves test spemﬁcatmns,
and test methodology, L |
(E) develop pohc1es for test adlmmstratlon in-
cludmg gmdehnes for mclusxon of and accommoda—
tions for, students with d.lsablhnes and students

with limited English proﬁcxency; )

October 30, 1687 (10:00 a.m.)
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l (F) develop policies qurl reporting test results,
2 including the use of sténdard:s oxf’ performance levels, .
3 and for test use; | | o ‘
4 (G) have ﬁm'il authouty over the appropriate-
5 ness of all test items; '
6 (H) ensure that all itemé seiected foi‘ use on the
7 tests are free from racial, cultural, or gender bias;
8 and | | |
9. (I) take such actions and niake such polic.ies as
.10 ' the Board determines necess‘aixy. |
11 (3) The National Assessment Governing Board shall
12 hold public hearings -ét which interested parties may com-

[y—y
(WA

ment on the testing program within 120 days after the

end of the test development period.

Dot ek
LV R - N

(b)(1) The National Academy of Sciences shall, not

,_.‘
(o))

~later than Septe’mber 30, 1998, sﬁbinit a report to the

—
b §

Board the Secretary of Educatmn, and Cona'ress that— -

18 (A) evaluatés— , , o

19 (1) the techmcal quahty of the national
20 tests; , o

21 (ii) the fa]idity, reli;bility, a;nd‘adequacy of
2 the administration of the field tests;

23 (il the validity of the design for linking
24 test results to student perfdfmance; and

Octobar 30, 1997 {10:00 a.m,)
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(iv) the degree to which the tests will pro-
vide valid and useful information to the publié;
aﬁd |
(B) recémmends appropriate safeguards to en-
sure that such tests are not Qsed‘—-—'« ‘
(i) in a disériminatm'y fnanner; Aand
(ix) for student promotlon ‘tracking, or
gmaduatlon, unless  sucly tests have been prop-
erly validated for such purpose. |
{2) The Natmnal Academy of Scxenees, the National
Governor’s Association, and the Natmnal Conference of
State Leg:islatures shall jointly conduct a feas1b1hty studw.
to determine if an equivalency scale can be developed that
would‘ allow test scores from commiercially available stand-
ardized tests to be compared, A
(3) The National Academy of Sciences, the National
Governor's Association, ‘and the Natxonal Conference of -
State Legzslamres shall Jom’clv report thelr findings to the |
‘Cominittee on Educatlon and the Workforce in the House

of Representatives  and ‘the Comnuttee on Labor and

‘Human Resources in the Senate and; the Committees on

Appropriations in the House of Repfesentatives and the

_ Senate no later than March 31, 1998,

(c) Sectlon 412 of the Natmnal Educatxon Statxstlcs
Act of 1994 (20 U.sS.C. 9011) is amended-

October 30, 1887 (10:00 a.m.)
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ILLC.
(1)-in subsection (b](l)-i- E

(A) by amending subpm agraph (A) to read
as follows: | |

“(A) ‘three. Governors', or former Gov- |
ernors, of whom 1101; rnior.ef than 1 shall be a
member of the same ipolitical pél'ty as the
President;”; |

(B) b} amending subparag1 aph (B) to read
as follows: ' |

“(B) two State Ieglslators, of whom not
more than 1 shall be 2 member of the same po-
litical party as the Pres1dent; ;

(C) in subparagrapﬁ (H), by striking “one
representative’’ and insei'ting “three representa-
tives’ », '

(D) by amendmg subparacrraph (I) to read -
as fo]lows |

“(I) two mayors, of uhom not more than

1 shall be a member of the same political party |

as the President;”;

(E) by striking sub'barégaph (J); and
(F) by redesignating j&lbparagx'apims (K),

- (L), and (M) 'as‘subpairagraphs (), (K), and -

(L),I' respectively;

(2) i_n subsection (¢)—
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(A) in pziragréph ”(1),:‘ by striking “and
may not exceed 8 perioa of 3" and inserting
“énd shall be for periéds‘of 4”; and |

(B) in paragraph (3) éby.inserting “con-
secutive” after “tvo"; |

(3) by amending subsect:iont\(d) ‘fo i‘ead as fol-

~ lows:

*(d) VACASCIBS.——AS vacancies on the Board occur,

new members of the Board shall bé ajSpointed by the See- |
retary from among individualmvhq alfe nominated by the
Board after consultation with representatives of the indi- .
viduals described in subsection (h)(l) For each vacancy,
the Board shall nommate at Ieast 3 mdmduals who are
'quahﬁed by experience or trammg to fill the pamcular

Board vacancy.”; ; and

(4) in subsectmn (e) by addmg at the end the
following: ‘
“(7) INDEPENDENCE.—In the exercise of its -

functions, powers, and dutiés, the Board shall be

. independent of the Secretary and the other offices

and officers of the Departmeﬁt. The Secretary shall,
by written delegation of auithqrity, authorize the
Board to award grants and cfmtx%,acts, and otherwise
operate, to the maximum exftenp practicable, in&é- :

pendent of the Department.”,
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| (d) Not later than 30 days a:fteli tﬁe date of enacf;-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Educatioh, ’in consulta-
tion with the Speaker and Liixmori£3; .L'eader of the House
of Representatives, and the ] \Ia;orm Leader and Minority
Leader of the Senate, shall appoint mdmduals to fill va-
cancies on the National Assessment Governing Board
caused by the expiration of the terms of members of the
Board, or the creation of new membership positions on
the Board pursuant to amendmenté made by this Act.
~ (e) In the event that an authclzrizétidn permitting the
administration of a voluntary natiénalwtest is enacted, the
test shall be administered in accordanée with the fo]l.owing
pl';)x*isionsi | v |
(1) The AFederal Government may not -require
‘any State or local educational aéency to administer
or implement national tests. o N
(2) No’ S.taté,. local 'e;iucati'onal' agency, or
- school shall report, or be required to report, the
scores of individual st'udenits‘én ainy national tests to
any officer or employee of the Federal Government.
(3) No State local educatxonal agency, or
school may use national tests for student promotion,
tracking, or graduation. ‘ .
(4) No State or local educational agency may

require any private or parochial school student, or

Oclober 30, 1957 (10:00 a.m.)
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Oclober 30, 1897 (10:00 a.m.)

8
home-schooled individual, to itake any test developed
under this Act without the written consent of the
parents or legal gnardians of the student or individ-
ual. | o |

(5) Nothing in this At shall be construed to

mandate, divect, or require a State local edueational

agency, or school to change 1ts currxculum ‘program

of instruction, or allocatlon of State or local re-
sources as a condxtlon of pamclpatmg in the na-

tional testmg program under this Act.
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SEC. 524. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, the Office of Educational Rescarch and Improve-
ment shall submit to the Committee on Appmpriations of
the ITouse of Representatives and the Sengte a spending
plan for activities funded under this title under the head-
ing “EDUCATION RESEARCH, STATISTI(S, AND IMPROVE-
MENT", prior to the obligation of the ﬁlnds.

(b)(1) Notwithstanding any other pro\fision of law,
the National Assessment Governing Board established
under section 412 of the National Education Statistics Act
of 1994 (20 U.S.C. 9011) (hereafter in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘,fBoard”) shall hereafter have exclusive
authority over all policies, direction, and guidelines for es-
tablishing and implementing voluntary national tests for
4th grade English reading and 8th gra;(ie mathematies:
Provided, That the tests shall be made available to a State,
local educational agency, or privale or parochial school,
upon the request of the State, ageﬁcy, or school, and the
use of the tests shall not be a condition for receiving any
Federal funds: Provided further, That within 590 days after
the date of ensctment of this Act, the Board shall review
the national test development contractjin effect on the
date of enactment of this Act, and modify the contract
as the Bonrd determines necessary: Provided further, That

October 29, 1997 (3:64 a.m.)

# 2/ 9
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1 if the contract ecannot be modified to the extent deter-

2 mined necessary by the Board, the contract shg.ll be termi-
3 nated and the Board shall negotiate a new contract, under
4 the Board’s exclusive control, for the tests. |
5 (2) In exercising the Board’s responsibilities under
6 paragraph (1) regarding the national tests, and notwith-
7 standing any aetion undertaken by the Department of
8 Education or & person contracting with or pl;ﬁviding serv-
9 ices for the Department regarding the planning, or the
10 development of specifications, for the fests, the Board
11 shall—
12 (A) ensure that the content and sﬁandards for
13 the tests are the same as the content and standards
14 for the National Assessment;
15 (B) exercise exclusive authority over any expert
16 panel or advisory committee that will be or is estab-
17 lished with respect to the tests; ‘
18 (C) ensure that the tests are linked to the Na-
19 tional Assessment to the maximum degree possible;
20 (D) develop test objectives, te#t specifications,
21 and test methodology; -
22 (E) develop policies for test administration, in-
23 cluding guidelines for inclusion of, and accommoda-
24 tions for, students with disabilities and students
.25 with limited English proficiency;

October 28, 1807 (2:5¢ am.)

# 39
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(F') develop policies for reporjting‘;’ test results,
including the use of standards or pe;r-for‘imancc levels,

and for test use; |
(G) have final authoxity over :thc% appropriate-

- ness of all test items; o
(H) ensure that all items selected for use on the
tests are free from racial, cultural, orf'gendsr bias;

and o

(I) take such actions and maké suéh policies as

the Board determines necessary. |
(3) No voluntary national tests for 4§h érade reading
and 81;}1 grade mathematics shall be nnplemenbed or ad-
ministered until the end of the 60-day perxod follomng the
development and field-testing of such tests, du_rmg which
period the National Assessment Govern'inngoard shall
hold public hearmgs at which interested pames roay com-

ment on the test.mg program. |

(¢) The Federal Government may ‘not:'x?eqtlire, any.

State or local educational agency to adminisfer or imple-
ment national tests for 4th grade readmg and Bth grade
mathematics. oo

(d) No State, local educational agency, or school shall
report, or be required to reporﬁ the sco;‘es iot‘ individual
students on any tests deseribed in this sectlon to any offi-
cer or employee of the Federal Govemment '

Cetober 20, 1997 (8:54 a.m.)

#4779
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(e) No State, local educational agency, or school may
use national tests fo‘r\/ith grade reading aﬁd 8th gradé/}
mathematics for student ;fomoticn, tracking, graduatfion,
or any other purpose unless such tests have been properly
validated for such purpose. |

() No State or local educational agency may require
any privatc or parochial school student, or hdme~schooled
individual, to take any test developed under this section

W oo 3 0N ol W

without the written consent of the parents or legal guard-
juns of Lhe student or individual.

—_—
- O

(g) The National Academy of Sciences shall, not later
than September 30, 1998, submit a report to the Board,

b e
[FUI -

the Secretary of Education, and C(mg;resssxfthaté~
(1) evaluates—
(A) the technical quality of the national
tests for 4th grade reading and 8th grade

[ N O
[« SV S . N

ma.thematics;

(B) the validity, reliability, and adequacy
of the administration of the field tests;

(C) the vahdlty of the design for linking
test results to student performance; and

(D) the degree to which the tests will pro-
vide vahid and useful information to the public;
and “

BOMNON N R e e e
W N = O 00

October 29, 1997 (:54 a.m.}
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1 (2) recommends appropriate safeguards to en-
2 sure that such tests are not used—
3 (A) in a diseriminatory manner; and
4 (B) for any purpose, including student pro-
S motion, tracking, or graduation, unless such
6 ' tests have been properly validated for such pur-
7 pose.
8 (h) Nothing in this section is, or shall be construed
9 to mandate, direct, or require a State, local educational
10 ageney, or school to change ils t’:urriuulurx'jn, program of in-
11 struction, or allocation of State or local resources as a con-
12 dition of participating in the national testing program
13 under this section.

14 (i) Section 412 of the National Education Statistics
15 Act of 1994 (20 17.8.C. 9011) is amended—

16 (1) in subsection (b)(1)—

17 (A) by amending subparagraph (A) to read
18 as follows:

19 “(A) three Governors, or f;)nner Gov-
20 . ernors, of whom not more than 1 shall be a
21 member of the same political party as the
22 President;”;

23 (B) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
24 as follows;

Ociobar 29, 1997 (8:54 am.)

#6779
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“(B) two State legislators, of whom not

more than 1 shall be & member of the same po-

- litical party as the President;”;

(C) in subparagraph (IH), by striking “‘one
representative” and inserting “t,hreg representa-
tives”;

(D) by amending subparagraph (1) to read
as follows:

“(I) two mayors, of whom not more than
1 shall be a member of the same p;)litieal party
as the President;”’;

(BE) by striking subparagraph (J); and

(F") by redesignating subparagraphs (K),
(L), and (M) as subpamgmpﬁs ), (K), and
(L)), respectively, ’

(2) in subsection (c)— o

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “and
may not exceed a period of 3” aﬁd inserting
“and shall be for periods of 4”'; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by ingerting “con-

secutive” after “two’’;

3) by amendmg subsection (d) to 'read as fol-

“(d) VACANCIES.—As vacancies on the Board oceur,

25 new members of the Board shall be appointed by the See-

October 29, 1997 (9:64 a.m.)

#7/9
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retary from among individuals who are nominated by the
Board after consultation with representadtives of the indi-
viduals described in subsection (b)(1). For each vacancy,
the Board shall nominate at least 3 individuals who are
qualified by experience or fraining to fill ihe particular
Board vacancy.”; and ; |

(4) in subscction (c) by adding at the end the
following:

“(7) INDEPENDENCE.—In the exercise of its
functions, powers, and duties, the Board shall be
independent of the Secretary and t.he. other offices
and officers of the Department. The Secrctary shall,
by written delegation of authority, authorize the
Board to award grants and contracts, and otherwise
operate, to the maximum extent iaracﬁeable, inde-
pendent of the Department.”.

() Not later than 30 days after the date of enactment

of this Act, the Secretary of Education, in consultation
with the Speaker and Minority Leader of the House of
Representatives, and the Majority Leader and Minority
Leader of the Senate, shall appoint individuals to fill va-

" cancies on the National Assessment Governmg Board

caused by the expiration of the terms of members of the

Board, or the creation of new membership positions on

the Board pursuant to amendments made by this Aet. .

Oclaber 29, 1997 (9:54 a.m))
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SEc. 525. Notwithstanding any other provision of

P,

this Act, none of the funds appropriated in this or any

W N

other Act shall be used to implement or administer any
national testing program in 4th g‘rade reading or 8th
grade mathematies, unless specifically anthorized in stat-
ute, Provided, That funds may be used for development
and field-testing activities that precede the' implementa-
tion or administration of such tests or to carry out the

L= 2 - T R« Y A

Nationul Assessment of Educational Progress or the Third
10 International Math and Science Study (TIMSS).

Qctobar 20, 1997 (1:54 p.m.)
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Parental Choice in Tutoring

Chairman Goodling’s version of the America Reads legislation includes a requirement -
that States provide grants to high-poverty schools (in empowerment.zones, etc.) for programs in
which the parent chooses from a list of approved tutors (this is known as TAG, or “tuition
assistance grants™). This was a provision that the conservative wing of his Committee insisted
on. In moving the bill out of his Committee, he agreed to work with the Democrats to make it a
bipartisan provision. There is no deal yet.

We have objected to the provision as “unnecessarily costly” and “disconnected” from the
regular school program. We have already gone a long way in their direction: On Thursday, the
Education Department provided language that would allow a State to use up to 20 percent of its
funds for a program that requires the school to “make reasonable efforts to accommodate the
parents’ request” for a particular tutoring provider. Possible further concessions: In the context
of the design that Education has put forward, we could increase or eliminate the percentage cap,
and/or could strengthen the “choice” language so that parents have a clear right to choose from
among the providers that have been approved by the school district. '




Nov.3,1997 - - -

'MEMORANDUM FOR THEPRESIDENT ") .

FROM: . BRUCEREED . - o
. MIKECOHEN . S B

SUBJECT Negotlatmg Optrons for Natlonal Testmg

We w1ll be working to negotlate a final compromlse on natronal tests over the next several days.
Our objective is to include in the Labor/HHS Appropriations bill 4 provision that would:

. enable test development and ﬁeld testing to proceed under NAGB’s control.

. authorize studies that would determrne the fea51b111ty of lmkmg state and commercral
" tests to each other and to NAEP; :

. if possible, perrmt test nnplementatron to proceed w1thout addmonal spec1ﬁc

authonzatlon .
In order to accompltsh this, we have 1dent1ﬁed a number of compromrses we are prepared to
' propose These 1nclude L : o

1. Cap 1mplementatron to _]UI‘ISdICtIOnS servmg 50% of the students in 1999. In addrtlon 1f
necessary, cap the 1998 field test to 10% of the students

lemhen tj ctions'with 50%of the students in mexpansron beyond
K%fzﬁ@f f&y@l}/ty@m

3. Move $3- 4 rmlllon from Goals 2000 and give it to NAGB to develop an equlvalency scale for

tate that wants to compare its existing tests to tests in other states or to NAEP, and authorize
states to use Goals 2000 funds to-administer their own tests and to pay for studies to.link state ‘
tests to tests in other states or to NAEP (Goals 2000 funds can already be used for these

purposes) T - . N

' : 4. Announce conservatrve apporntments to NAGB mcludmg Gov Engler, D1ane Rav1tch John
Saxton (a conservative math expert) and Brll Bennett. I”lél& Br\(le/ chaly .

-5 Dzrecf ACH[E VE to reporf to Congress on the deszrabzlzty and feaszbzlzty of natzonal tests :

k 6. Prohibit rmplemenratzon of the national tests unl.ess rhe Goodlmg—proposed Natzonql
Academy of Sciences study of the feasibility of linking state and commercial tests to each other -
shows that this approach is unworkable for the tests used by a majority of states. Weare
- conf dent that thzs wzll turn out to be the case if the study is conducs‘ed responszbly

7 Proceed wzth development field testmg and linking studzes,x cap zmplemem‘atzon in 1999 to
jurzsdzctzons wzth 50% of the students and agree that- speczf ic zmplementatzon will be needed for

R

bon\(;(» \ \eyal alur. /S«&XMM



‘ implementation beyond 1 999.

In addition, we are prepared to offer several compromises unrelated to the de51gn of the testing
initiative. These are: ) - : ‘

1. Agree to a one-year moratorium on needle ekcharige Alterﬁétively,' previde a White House
letter pledging not to exercise the Secretary’s authonty for 6- 12 months or agree to repeal the
- Secretary’s authonty ~ . : - :

2. Accept Goodling’s proposal for an early reading (America Reads) bill, as currently under
negotiation with the Education Department. "Goodling’s proposal provides for both extra tutoring"
help for kids and additional teacher training. It does not require volunteer tutors, and it requires
high-poverty schools to reimburse parents for the expense of private tutors. While may of the
education groups view this as a voucher-like program, the Education Department is workirig to
develop language that minimize the SImllarmes between vouchers,and this after-school tutoring

program. -
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HEADLINE: WEBWIRE DELIVERS REPUBLICAN RESPONSE TO THE PRESIDENT'S RADIO
ADDRESS ; WASHINGTON D.C. : : : : .

SPERKER: . - L : o
U.S. SENATOR TRENT LOTT (R-MS), SENATE MAJORITY LEADER . Lo

BODY: , ' L
REPUBLICAN RADIO RESPONSE : S )

NOVEMBER 1, 1997

SPEAKER: U.S. SENATOR TRENT LOTT (R-MS), MAJORITY LEADER

[

i

LOTT: Hello. This is Trent Lott. It's no accident that -the Congress has
spent so much time this year working on issues related to education. The’
American people are deeply concerned about the quality of educatlon, and not
only for their own children but also for the youngsters who are. now trapped in
dead-end, dangerous schools. .

Your Republican Congress shares that concern. Every Member of the House and
Senate knows the problems that parents, teachers, and students are facing back
home' in ocur own states and communities. :

on the brighter side, we also know how much progress is. being{made -~ in’
classrooms, at PTA meetings, in partnerships between schools: and local
businesses. After all, when the American people set thelr m1nd to somethlng,
nothing can keep them from their goal Co

Nothing, that is, except Washington government working agalnst their w1shes
On Capitol Hill, we're going to make’ sure. that doesn't happen

We've all had the experience, in our own school days, of rushing thrdugh a
test because the answers seemed go easy -- only to find out,' when we got a poor
grade, that we should have been more careful about the fine prlnt

.I don't want the Congress to make that same mistake\when it deals with
matters that are important to your family and your schools.  Let me give you.a

few examples. . . : . ‘ ;

Every community should be able to measure the success -- or the failure -- of
its school system. . One important way to do that is by testing students Every
conscientious parent wants to know how well Sally or Jimmy is. d01ng in class,
and whether they need extra help .in particular subjects. - b
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But most parents -- and I count m&self among‘them -- do not'want agents of
"the federal government dev151ng those tests,. making all students take them, or
passing judgment on the results. .

that's why congressional Republicans are'fesisting President Clinton's plan
for national testing. . We need to know how "the students are learnlng We do not
need the educational equivalent of an IRS for the classroom !

: i

And by the way, when it comés to testing,-congressional"Republfcans want to
start with the teachers. The very first step.in improving our schools is to
vmake sure teachers are quallfled to teach. o L .

That's accountability, -and accountability‘is’what education reform is all

- about. : : o RN I
- D

My own mother spent many years teachlng in publlc schools, énd'l'
partlcularly proud of the dedicated womern and men who teach at Trent Lott.Middle

+ School 1n Pascagoula, Mississippi. ' : o

{

They, and others like them across'America,,desérve our,support;—— and local
teacher testing, not dictated by Washlngton, D.C., will make sure; that every-
school has first-rate teachers -- because every Amerlcan chlld 1s[a first- rate
child. - o . ; ~;

, S . : ! b

That's why the top Republican educatlon prlorlty is to secure parental rights
-- and consumer choice -- in schooling. We want to apply to educatlon the same
forces of competltlon and quality that operate in eveéry other part of the
economy . . . ‘ : o i

. . Sy
That weans assuring families -- éspecially poor families -- tﬁe right to .-
choose the best available school for their children. ©No boy or girl in America
should be. forced to attend a drug infested, rat-
plagued, v1olence ridden school.. And yet, millions of our young§
expected to learn in such places, when 1t's hard enough merely t? survive in

them. : . . . I

people are

'Tfagiéally, President Clinton disagrees He has threatened to veto our
attempts to establish school choice in the District of Columbla,[where the
government schools are among the worst .in the country %

And he has oppoSed Senator Coverdell‘s A+ plan -- to let parehts use their
tax-free sévings accounts (like IRAs for educatlon) to cover the costs of’
elementary and secondary schoollng ‘

) |
4

But this reform -- which would be especxally helpful for- famrlles with
special-needs chzldren 4- is- too 1mportant for any one person to stand in the
way. So we're going to keep trying, to help parents save for the kind of
SChOOllng that ‘best suits théir children. if‘. ) . ;
. I
. We! re'tired of asking why Johnny can't read or Joanie can't;count, or why
their teenage brothers ‘and sisters aren't prepared for college or good jobs.
The problems, over the last 20 years, have been studied to death -- and

llterally bllllons of dollars have been spent on them ' !
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Now it's time for answéers. And believe me, we have some of those answers.

Accountability for students) teachers, and édministrators;‘active involvement
by parents and the community, especially local businesses; protecting family
rights, espebially school choice. And last, but certainly not least,
redirecting billions of federal dollars away from programs that have failed
students and into local programs that actually: improve our schools. . - ‘

. It all éomes down to trusting the American people to decide what's best for
their children. Congressional Republicans trust parents, good ‘teachers, and
local education leaders. Don't you wish everybody did?

END

NOTES : _
???? - Indicates Speaker Unkown :

- Could not make out what was being -said.
off mike - Indicates Could not make out, what was being said.

£
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LABOR-HHS OPTIONS

TESTING
i

Cap implementation at 50% of students in 1999 (and cap field test at 10% in 1998) cannot
€xceed cap i 1998-99 without Concressmna] authorization. MAGB recorim.

2. Cap 1mplementat10n at 50% of students mdeﬁmtely - cannot expand beyond 50% unless
7 authorized by Congress. - . A

Ban development of national tests in other subjects and other grades (limit to 4th'grade
.~ reading and 8th grade math).

4. Stop development of national tests if fhfee-quarters of the nation’s governors request in
writing by Oct. 1, 1998 (reverse of Gpddling’s Tatest amendment). OR: Direct ACHIEVE

(bipartisan organization of governgfs and business leaders) to report to Congress on desirability
of national tests.

@Take $5 million from Goals 2000 and give it to NAGB to develop equivalency scale for any
state that wants to compare its existing tests to tests in other states or to-NAEP; and authorize
states to use Goals 2000 funds to administer their own state tests and pay for studies to link those
tests to tests in other states or to NAEP.

@Announce conservative appomtments to NAGB: Engler, Rav1tch Bennett, John Saxton
(conservative math expert). Make Engler chair.

7. Implementatién cannot go forWdicﬁons with 25% of students have si gned up..

OTHER POSSIBILITIES !

1. One-year mor um on peedle exchange. : : o ’
OR: 1M pledging not to exermse Secretary S authorlty for 6-12 months.

= Rep ecretary s authority.

@Accept Goodling version of América Reads (his bill relies more on teacher training than on o
utors; includes voucher-like program to pay for after-school tutoring). .. _ (Y \ \o\ﬂ.

Accept Coverdell amendment. ' ‘ ' | Q’f
OR: Coverdell for D.C. OR: Coverdell for 11m1ted number of taxpayers (e.g., 250,000)

4. D.C. vouchers. : ‘
OR: Minimum competency teaching testing for D.C. J\O“w)

5, LSWmise. o S : ) ﬁ
C Goads 20 T
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MEMORANDUM

The Honorable Newt

To: mgnch and the chorable Trent Lott
From: William J. Bennett /2

Date: November 3, 1997 . :

Re: . National Testing Impasse: One Last Chance .

Below is a slightly different approach to national tcsﬁng:~
D Scfa’p the Clinton tests and the work done so far on them.

2) Authorize the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) to take the
existing "NAEP” tests and develop an individual version for states,
communities and schools. (Pcrhaps limit initial authorization to fourth-grade
reading -- and to a three-year périod followed by Congressional review.)

3) Authorize the Board to "license” that individual test to interested states, test -
publishers and tutoring firms, perhaps to make a form of it available (via
Internet) directly to schools and parents.

4) Strengthen the Board's independence (as the Senate amendment would do),
give it full control of NAEP, and give it the necessary resources.

$) Beef up the Board's membership (and conservalisin) by appointing ﬁeoplé
like John Engler, Lynne Cheney, E.D. Hirsch, Diane Ravitch, Checker Finn.

Background: the NAEP student tests are generally respected. However, no
student takes the entire NAEP test (because it is'such a large test) and smdents
are given the test only on a "sample" basis. They are presently given to the
whole country and to states that choose.to participate (most states do.) Creating
a "mini-NAEP" that would yield individual scores was more-or-less what the
President set out 10 do, before his Education Department messed it up.

Politics: my hunch is that the White House would agree 1o this plan, and it's

consistent with what the Senate voted for. The House might view it as a “pilot"
project -- one subject, one grade level, voluntary participation, separated from
the Education Department -- with expansion dependent on subsequent
decisions by Congress. :

Given the controversy surrounding this issue, I think this approach is
‘'substantively sound and pohucally smart. Call me 1f you would like to discuss
_ it in more detail.

Contrihirinne nve nas tnv Ascuntibls fne Sadasnl ae Somen Tedea s e
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HEADLINE: GOP RESPONSE TO PRESIDENT CLINTON'S
WEEKLY RADIO ADDRESS '
"BY: ) ' -
SENATE MAJORITY LEADER TRENT LOTT (R-MS)

BODY :
, ‘ ‘ . ‘ . , | | ‘ .
SEN. LOTT: Hello, this is' Trent Lott. It's no accident that_ﬁhe Congress has
spent so much time this year working on issues related to education. The
American people are deeply concerned about the quality of education, and not
only for their own children, but alsc for the youngsters who are now trapped in
dead-end dangerous schodls. Your Republican Congress shares that concern. -
Every member of the House and Senate knows the problems that parents, teachers
and students are facing back home in our own states and communities. On the
brlghter side, we also know how much progress is being made in classrooms, - at
PTA meetings, in partnershlps between schools and local businesses. After all,
when the American people set their mind to something, .nothing can keep them from
their geal -- nothlng that 1s except Washlngton government worklng against their
wishes.

Oon Capltol Hill we are going to make sure that doesn't happen. We have all had
the experience in our own schooldays of rushing through a test because the’
answers seem so easy only to find out when we got a poorer . grade that we should
have been more careful about the fine print. I don't want the Congress to make
that same mistake when it deals with matters that are 1mportant to your family
‘and your schools. Let me give you a few examples.

Every community should be able to measure the success or the failure of its
school system. One important way to do that is by testing students Every
conscientious parent wants to know how well Sally or Jimmy is doing in class,
and whether they need extra help in particular subjects. ‘But both parents, and
I count myself among them, do not want agents from the federal government
devising those tests, making ‘all the students take them, or passing judgment on
the results. That's why congressional Republicans are resisting President
‘Clinton's plan for national testing. We need to know how thé students are
learning. We do not need the educational equivalent of an IRS for.the
classroom. S D ‘ .
And, by the way, when it comes to testing, congressional Republicans want to
start with the teachers. The very first step in improving our schools is to
make sure teachers are gqualified to teach.  That's accountability, and
accountability is what education reform is all ‘about. My own mother spent many
years teaching in public schools, and I'm particularly préoud of the dedicated
women and men who ‘teach at Trent Lott Middle School in Pascagoula, Mississippi.
They and others like them across America deserve our support, and local teacher
testing not dictated by Washlngton,’D C., will make sure that every school has
first-rate teachers, because every Amerlcan child is a flrst rate child.

That's why the top Republigah education pribrity is to secure parental 'rights '
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"and consumer choice in schooling. We want to apply to education the same forces
of competltlon and gquality that operate in every other part of the economy

That ‘means assuring families, especially poor families,. the right to choose the
best available school for their children. No boy or girl in America should be
forced to attend a drug infested, -rats plagued, violence ridden school. And yet
millions of our young people are expected to 1earn in such places, when it's

hard encugh merely to survive in them.

Tragically, President Clinton dlsagrees"f He has threatened to‘veto our attempts
to-establish school choice in the District bf‘Colﬁmbia, where the government ‘
schools are among .the worst in the country. And he has opposed Senator
Coverdell's A-Plus plan to let parents use their tax-free savings accounts, like
IRAs for education, to cover the cost of elementary and secondary schooling.

But this reform, which would be especially helpful for families with special
needs children, is too important for any one person to stand in the way. So we
are going to keep trying to help parents save for the kind of schooling that
best suits: their children. We are tired of asking why Johnny can't read or.
Joanie can't count, or why their teenage brothers and sistérs aren't prepared
for college or good jobs. The problems over the last 20 years, have been studied
to death, and literally billions of dollars have been spent on. ‘them.

Now it's time for answers. And, believe me, we have some of those dnswers --
accountability for students, teachers and administrators; activé involvement by
parents and community -- especially local businesses; protecting family rights,
especially school choice; and, last, but certainly not least, redirecting
billions of federal dollars. away from programs that have failed students and
into local programs that actually improve our schools. It all comes down to
trusting the American people to decide what's best for their children.
Congressional Republicans trust parents, good teachers and local educatlon
leaders. Don'‘t you wish everybody did? :

END

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH

LOAD-DATE: November 2, 1997 - S
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A BILL TO lmprove the readlng and l;teracy skills’ of chlldren and fam;lies by
improving | ln—serv1ce Lnstructlonal practlces for, teachers who teach readlng,‘to

“

support extended learnf gwtime opportunlties for~ chlldren, to ensure that

C children can read well and lndependently not later than th;rd grade,.and for
L other purposes._ . : ) J -

- ' : A
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- : A BILL :
To lmprove the readlng and lxteracy skllls of chlldren and famllles by
1mprov1ng in-service. lnstructlonal practlces fors teachers who - teach )

' readlng, to stlmulate ‘the development of more’ h;gh-quallty fam;ly -'-'f,lk
~literacy. programs, to' support extended. learnlng—tmme opportunities  for, -

chlldren, tp ensure that- chlldren ‘can read well and lndependently not .
later than thira grade, and for other purposes.' AUE :"‘h

A PR R OCTOBER 24, 1997 aw :
Reported w;th ‘an amendment,\commltted to the Commlttee of the Whole HOuse B
on the State of the Unlon, and ordered to be. prlnted o SR
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,For text of lntroduced bill, see copy of blll Y- 1ntroduced on 0ctober‘

’To lmprove the readlng and 11teracy skills of chlldren and famllles«by

_*SEC 161 AMENDMENT 'TO 'ESEA FOR 'READING GRANTS. L T
L The ‘Elenmentary . and Secondary Educatlon Act of 1965 (20 U.S5.C. 6301 et
: *seq ) is- amended by adding at’ the end the following: - .= = =~

.*"SEC. 15101. PURPOSE. ol Sl

x0T "(A) as soon as they are ready to, read' or, R R

) .
! N

.- H.R.2614 OCTOBER 27,1997 - VERSION: 2 /* "~ = ..
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) . ~ L : v

To lmprove the readlng and llteracy Skllls of children and famllles by
improving ln-serVLCe Lnstructlonal practlces for teachers who- ‘teach

+reading, to stlmulate the development of more, hlgh-quallty famlly B o
fllteracy programs, to support extended 1earn1ng-t1me opportunltles for f.”
'chlldren, to ensure that’ children can read well and lndependently not

1ater than thrrd grade, and for other purposes.‘~

e e IN THE 'HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,J?“I"
e V5',”'w' OCTOBER .6, 1997 L ;
GOODLING lntroduced the followlng bill; which was referred to the‘”

» Commlttee on Educatron and the WOrkforce ',,.-

P -

NN o . OCTOBER 24, 1997

~£,Add1tlonal sponsors- Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. RIGGS Mr. GREENWOOD,‘X

R Mr.'NORWOOD and. Ms. DANNER :

o v

OCTOBER 24, 1997 5‘".

iReported thh an amendment commltted to the Commlttee of the Whole House'u

’ on the state of" the Unron, and ordered to be prlnted o

'\V
Yo

Strlke out all after the enactlng clause and lnsert the part prlnted ln ‘Lv

oo v lltalxc_]':n‘

k!

1997 o E ) R
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I

'\A BILL . . Lo T

meroVLng in-service, 1nstructlonal practlces for teachers who teach
readlng, to stlmulate the development of’ more hlgh quallty family

. literacy programs, to’ support extended learnlng-tlme opportunltlesAfor —
‘chaldren, to ensure that chrldren can read well .and Lndependently not JERT:

. -~j;. i later than thlrd grade, and for other purposes.fi}

- w Be it enacted by the Senate)and House of Representatlves of the Unlted*
'_“*States of Amerlca in Congress assembled - S o L S * 0
‘"*SECTION 1.. SHORT TITLE.1 S L TR
oo Thls Act may be cited as the "Readlng Excellence Act“ ot ' s

_%TITLE I-READING GRANTS . = - 1. "o | - 7

.‘*"TITLE XV-READING GRANTS

* i"The purposes of this tltle are as. follows.' ! ‘

#‘_«.' “(1) To teach every child’ to read ‘in. thelr early chlldhood years-

B T N I

%

T X Report No. 105-348 N -~jh

e

.*.

-
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f“(B) .as soon as possxble once they enter school, but not later*

T

PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN READING INSTRUCTION ‘TO TEACHERS ‘THAT IS
BASED ON RBLIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING.~
o "(2) ELIGIBLE RESEARCH INSTITUTION ~THE TERM 'ELIGIBLE RESEARCH'
INSTITUTION . MEANS’ ANfINSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION AT WHICH
" RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING HAS BEEN CONDUCTED. L
' "{3) FAMILY LITERACY SERVICES —THE TERM FAMILY LITERACY SERVICES'
MEANS SERVICES PROVIDED TO PARTICIPANTS ON A VOLUNTARY BASIS THAT.
° ARE OF SUFFICIENT INTENSITY IN TERMS OF. HOURS, AND OF SUFFICIENT
i'( DURATION, TO MAKE SUSTAINABLE CHANGES IN B FAMILY (SUCH‘AS . .
. ELIMINATING OR. REDUCING WELFARE DEPBNDENCY) AND THAT INTEGRATE ALL .
OF THE FOLLOWING ACTIVITIES. R .
" (A} INTERACTIVE LITERACY ACTIVITIES BETWEEN PARENTS AND THEIR*
CHILDREN.~ - e e
P "(B) EQUIPPING PARENTS TO PARTNER WITH THEIR CHILDREN IN 'f
. LEARNING. ’ -i» . . ' .
" (C) Parent lIteracy tralnlng, Includlng traxn;ng that
contrlbutes to economIc ‘self-sufficiency: A .
(DY Approprxate Instructlon for chlldren of parents receIVIng*

Lo

_"(A) THE ABILITY TO USE; PHONICS SKILLS, THAT IS, KNOWLEDGE OF *
‘LETTERS ' AND. SOUNDS, 'TO DECODE PRINTED NORDS QUICKLY AND
EFFORTLESSLY ; BOTH SILENTLY AND ALOUD; .° ‘*‘»»z»
. w(B) THE ABILITY TO USE PREVIQUSLY LEARNED STRATEGIES FOR o

SR R R % kTR R R R K B kLR R R R X R R K K K ¥ K EE K K %K % R % R F T kb k. F '; N %k k. %A %

A

.. _READING' COMPREHENSION; AND ' - con Vel :
. '"(C) ‘'THE ABILITY TO THINK CRITICALLY. ABOUT_ THE. MEANING, \
. MESSAGE, AND AESTHETIC VALUE OF THE TEXT.
" (5) READING READINESS.-THE TERM 'READING READINESS' NEANS
ACTIVITIES. THAT— ‘ o
"(A) PROVIDE EXPERIENCE AND OPPORTUNITY FOR LANGUAGE "~
DEVELOPMENT;  ~ » _— .v;-*F .
. "(B) CREATE APPRECIATION OF THE WRITTEN WORD; . ..
~"(C) DEVELOP AN AWARENESS ‘OF PRINTED’ LANGUAGE, THE ALPHABET
“AND PHONEMIC AWARENESS; AND. e
" (D) DEVELOP AN UNDERSTANDING. THAT, SPOKEN' AND WRITTEN LANGUAGE*

% » * K % R k. % E X % g;*

ST a

‘“(6) RELIABLE REPLICABLE RESEARCH.—THE TERM RELIABLE, REPLICABLE*

.“* I,'L u“(A) INCLUDE RIGOROUSLY DEFINED SAMPLES OF’ SUBJECTS THAT ARE

-t . ",1,..‘ ’ A

*, . - . - A s - . : . oy

N,

than 3d. grade. T . : A oW e
Cowi2y To Improve the- readxng skIlls of studenta, and the 1n~serv;ce*’=_ﬁ
Lnstrucﬂlonal practlces for teachers .who teach readlng, through the *o0

E N T

ﬂ\use of flndlngs from. relIable, replxcablejresearch on readlng, :.,*
Includlng phonics. R . S Lo
T w"{3) .To expand the number of hxgh-quallty famlly ilteracy f KR
programs., o ¥ o o*
"{4) To reduce- the number of chIldren who are Inapprcprlately s
referred to speCIal educatlon due ‘to readlng dlfflCultleS-- ‘ *
*"SEC. 15102.' DEFINITIONS. T N
: "For purposes of this. title: . ‘ o '\”f{\‘ Co ',f“ Ck
- " (1) ELIGIBLE PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROVIDER.-THE TERM T
'ELIGIBLE PROFESSIONAL DEVBLOPMENT PROVIDER"MEANS A: PROVIDER OF - k-

*

* % *'».% P w w w*a

parent literacy serv1ces. '.:f : T Tk
i " (4) - READING.-THE TERM ' READING' MEANS THE PROCESS OF .77 . %
" 'COMPREHENDING THE MEANING OF WRITTEN TEXT BY DEPENDING ON- . = .

«

1S -MADE UP OF PHONEMES, SYLLABLES AND WORDS. = ' : Coxe

" RESEARCH' - MEANS OBJECTIVE, :VALID, SCIENTIFIC STUDIES .THAT- .. . = L@('
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ISUFFICIENTLY LARGE AND REPRESENTATIVE TO SUPPORT THE GENERAL ‘
\UCONCLUSIONS ‘DRAWN; g w'“- R v ; N

“RELIABILITY "AND VALIDITY,

N

"'*"sgc. 15

\*‘.4

T R bk % TR R RF k% ok % K F A R R % % K A b % h-k ok A Ak % * * 4 ok * i

ll(a) P

“V*COMPETITIVE BASIS TO READING AND . LITERACY PARTNERSHIPS FOR THE PURPOSE%\
';.*OF PERMITTING SUCH PARTNERSHIPS TO MAKE SUBGRANTS UNDER SECTIONS 15104 -
“*AND 15105.. : . -

“(B) R
v v..(

" THIS SECTION, A STATE SHALL ESTABLISH A READING AND LITERACY )
PARTNERSHIP CONSISTING OF AT, LEAST THE FOLLOWING PARTICIPANTS.,

.

"', EDUCATION POLICY. ;| -

L‘JOINTLY BY “THE' GOVERNOR (AND. THE CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER,I"
~‘WHICH MAY INCLUDE- - . - *«“ R

f o070 H.R. 2614 OCTOBER 27, 1997  VERSION: 2 * .~ [\
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i

.

/ \ ;
s v . B X
)

'“(B} RELY .ON MEASUREMENTS THAT MEET ESTABLISHED STANDARDS OF ‘
“(C) TEST COMPETING THEORIES, WHERE MULTIPLE THEORIES EXIST,V,
"(D) ARE SUBJECTED TO PEER REVIEW BEFORE THEIR RESULTS ARE

PUBLISHED; _AND. "m ;

f"(E) DISCOVER EFFECTIVE STRATEGIES POR IMPROVING READING

103. ‘GRANTS TO, READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIPS.' L
ROGRAM AUTHORIZED , ~THE SECRETARY MAY MAKE GRANTS ON-'A ”._T‘: vt

EADING AND: LITERACY pARTNERSHIPs. - k» Lo
1). COMPOSITION.- ~ . - N o
" (A) REQUIRED PARTICIPANTS.—IN ORDER “TO RECEIVE A GRANT UNDER

(1) THE GOVERNOR OF 'THE STATE.QH e
(I THE . CHIEF . STATE SCHQOL'OFFICER.- . - .. "+ & "
#(IIT) THE CHAIRMAN AND ‘THE RANKING MEMBER OF EACH SN

. ‘COMMITTEE OF THE STATE. LEGISLATURE THAT’ 1s RESPONSIBLE FOR .

vy A REPRESENTATIVE, SELECTED\JOINTLY 'BY THE GOVERNOR.
AND THE CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER, OF AT LEAST 1 'LOCAL.
'EDUCATIONAL AGENCY ‘THAT HAS AT LEAST 1 SCHOOL THAT IS
IDENTIFIED FOR.SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT UNDER ‘SECTION 1116(0) IN
" 'THE GEOGRAPHIC AREA SERVED BY THE AGENCY. . = .» 1 ..
.~ "(V) A REPRESENTATIVE, SELECTED JOINTLY BY THE GOVERNOR
" _AND THE CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER; OF A COMMUNITY-BASED.-
' ORGANIZATION WORKING WITH. CHILDREN TO -IMPRQVE, THEIR READING
i SKILLS, PARTICULARLY A COMMUNITY -BASED ORGANIZATION USING
VOLUNTEERS. . . * IR

* % *’1*»'x‘ L A T T R % 4* %

k% { %“&,@ * T % x‘}.&<% *

Y (B) opTIONAL PARTICIPANTS —A READING AND LITERACY' PARTNERSHIP*';

MAY INCLUDE’ ADDITIONAL PARTICIPANTS, WHO SHALL BE SELECTED

“(I); STATE DIRECTORS oF APPROPRIATE FEDERAL OR STATE B

' PROGRAMS  WITH A STRONG :READING COMPONENT, S
- "(II) A PARENT OF A PUBLIC OR PRIVATE SCHOOL STUDENT OR A
PARENT WHO' EDUCATES - THEIR CHILD OR CHILDREN IN THEIR HOME,-
. " (III) A TEACHER WHO TEACHES. READING, OR . ‘
' " (IV) A REPRESENTATIVE. OF (I) AN INSTITUTION OF. HIGHER .
EDUCATION GPERATING A.PROGRAM OF TEACHER.PREPARATION IN/ THE

*' STATE; (II) A LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY; (III) AN ELIGIBLE..

o RESEARCH'INSTITUTION,,(IV) ‘A.PRIVATE' NONPROFIT OR FOR- PROFIT*

* % k% TRk % KX %

ELIGIBLE PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROVIDER PROVIDING\ } 3= ;f.v't

‘ *- INSTRUCTION BASED ON RELIABLE,. REPLICABLE: RESEARCH ON Lo
* READING; (V). A FAMILY LITERACY SERVICE PROVIDER; (VI), AN kLo
.

ADULT EDUCATION PROVIDER, (VII) A VOLUNTEER ORGANIZATION
"THAT IS INVOLVED IN READING PROGRAMS,AOR (VIII) A SCHOOL OR

" A'PUBLIC LIBRARY. THAT OFFERS READING: OR' LITERACY PROGRAMS “AT*"
R

'FQR CHILDREN OR FAMILIES.“ [ L,“
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o “(2) AGREEMENT —THE ‘CONTRACTUAL - AGREEMENT THAT ESTABLISHES A R
" 'READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP- ;'g”t.,, T
‘ ©"(A) SHALL, SPECIFY-' T e
4 »{I) THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF ‘THE ASSOCIATION 'AMONG - THEV'
{" - ' PARTICIPANTS REFERRED.TO IN PARAGRAPH (1), ‘AND- e
.- "(II) THE ROLES.AND DUTIES OF EACH SUCH PARTICIPANT; AND
‘"(B) SHALL ‘REMAIN IN' EFFECT DURING THE ENTIRE GRANT PERIOD
PROPOSED IN THE PARTNERSHIP s GRANT APPLICATION UNDER«SUBSECTION*
(E) T - . KR

x;x * % R X%

‘QCSHALL PREPARE AND SUBMIT’AN APPLICATION UNDER SUBSECTION (E) AND IFf:
“THE PARTNERSHIP RECEIVES A, GRANT UNDER THIS SECTION-?: A *

. "(B)- SHALL. OVERSEE THE PERFORMANCE OF THE SUBGRANTS AND SUBMIT*‘
pERFORNANCE 'REPORTS "IN ACCORDANCE WITH SUBSECTION (H),« - T
LM (Cy TIF SUFFICIENT GRANT. FUNDS - ARE AVAILABLE UNDER THIS TITLE-A
' "(I), WORK TO ENHANCE THE CAPACITY. OF AGENCIES IN THE STATE*
TO DISSEMINATE. RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH. on' READING 'TO™ *
SCHOOLS, CLASSROOMS AND PROVIDERS OF EARLY EDUCATION AND . *

Ll "’ CHILD CARE;-. & - ¢ SRR TS

s .+ 7 m(II) FACILITATE. THE PROVISION OF TECHNICAL ‘ASSISTANCE TO *
“. ' SUBGRANTEES UNDER SECTIONS 15104 AND 15105 BY PROVIDING THEM*.
" INFORMATION ABOUT TECHNICAL' ASSISTANCE, PROVIDERS; AND = - *

T PROGRAMS IN THE _STATE, IN ORDER TO INCREASE THEIR  -. e X

“(D) SHALL ENSURE THAT EACH LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY TO, WHICH *j

R I A R R R R R TS

(III) BUILD ON AND PROMOTE COORDINATION AMONG, LITERACY o

B }
' o+ . U"™(A). SHALL SOLICIT APPLICATIONS .FOR, AND AWARD, SUBGRANTS Lo
7" 'UNDER . SECTIONS.15104 AND. 15105; | . N SRk

, -

[

., - THE.PARTNERSHIP MAKES A SUBGRANT UNDER SECTION 15104 MAKES o
w. . AVAILABLE, UPON REQUEST AND IN AN UNDERSTANDABLE AND. UNIFORM *
‘" . FORMAT, TO ANY PARENT OF A STUDENT ATTENDING ANY |SCHOOL" SELECTED*

« . . UNDER SECTION 15104(A}(2) IN THE. GEOGRAPHIC AREA SERVED ‘BY THE.' *,'
*. . RGENCY, INFORMATION REGARDING THE QUALIFICATIONS ‘OF THE - *
# /- 'STUDENT'S CLASSROOM TEACHER TOPROVIDE INSTRUCTION IN READING., *
% "{4) .FISCAL AGENT.-THE STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY SHALL'ACT AS THE *

* ' FISCAL AGENT ‘FOR THE READING AND LITERACY "PARTNERSHIP FOR THE -~ %

*  PURPOSES | OF RECEIPT. OF FUNDS 'FROM THE SECRETARY, DISBURSEMENT OF  “*
‘% FUNDS TO SUBGRANTEES UNDER SECTIONS 15104 AND- 15105 AND. ACCOUNTING *
*  'FOR 'SUCH'FUNDS.. .. g : R
* "(C) PRE-EXISTING PARTNERSHIP IF, 'BEFORE . THE DATE OF THE' ENACTMENT OF* =

*THE READING EXCELLENCE ACT, A,STATE. ESTABLISHED -A CONSORTIUM, . =~ = ‘' x .
*PARTNERSHIP,_OR ANY OTHER SIMILAR BODY, THAT INCLUDES .THE GOVERNOR AND

~*THE CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER AND HAS, AS A CENTRAL PART OF ITS, , . ¥

H

.‘*MISSION, .THE PROMOTION ‘OF LITERACY FOR CHILDREN IN THEIR EARLY CHILDHOOD*";

N

EFFECTIVENESS AND/TO AVOID DUPLICATION .OF THEIR EFFORTS AND*«')

[

“(3) FUNCTIONS ~EACH READING AND LITERACY’ PARTNERSHIP FOR A STATE T

P
5

oA

. *YEARS THROUGH 'THE 3D" GRADE, ‘BUT THAT DOES NOT SATISPY 'THE REQUIREMENTS f-vf‘

. *OF SUBSECTION (B)(IS THE STATE MAY ELECT TO, TREAT.THAT CONSORTIUM, - j*'v
*PARTNERSHIP, OR BODY AS THE READING AND LITERACY. PARTNERSHIP FOR THE 'fif

| *STATE. NOTWITHSTANDING ‘SUCH SUBSECTION AND IT SHALL BE CONSIDERED A" - /%

‘.*READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP FOR PURPOSES OF THE OTHER PROVISIONS OF
*THIS TITLE._‘ L e ' . LA
'~"(D) MULTI- STATE PARTNERSHIP ARRANGEMENTS —A READING . AND LITERACY *:f*_‘

" *PARTNERSHIP THAT, SATISFIES THE: REQUIREMENTS OF 'SUBSECTION (B) MAY JOIN, * -

“*WITH. OTHER SUCH PARTNERSHIPS IN- OTHER. STATES" TO' DEVELOP A‘SINGLE ko

*APPLICATION THAT SATISFIES THE REQUIREMENTS OFrSUBSECTION (E} AND *ooo
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“*IDENTIFIES WHICH STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY, 'FROM! AMONG THE STATES J‘. :i*”

\*JOINING SHALL ACT AS THE FISCAL AGENT FOR THE MULTI- STATE ARRANGEMENT. *f‘

*FOR PURPOSES OF THE OTHER PROVISIONS ‘OF THIS TITLE,: ANY SUCH MULTI STATE*

PR .

-

r .

' *ARRANGEMENT SHALL BE CONSIDERED TG -BE A READING ‘AND LITERACY ;»f; Cox
*PARTNERSHIP. . - L R L
* "(EY APPLICATIONS. - READING' AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP THAT DESIRES TO' T
*RECEIVE A° GRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL SUBMIT AN APPLICATION TO THE ;| *
*SECRETARY. AT SUCH :TIME, IN SUCH MANNER, AND INCLUDING SUCH TNEORNATION *
"*AS' THE SECRETARY MAY REQUIRE. THE APPLICATION- N
- A.P~ " (1), SHALL DESCRIBE, HOW THE.PARTNERSHIP WILL: ENSURE THAT 95 . . *
* . | PERCENT OF THE GRANT FUNDS ARE'USED TO MAKE SUBGRANTS UNDER SECTIONS*‘
%" 15104 AND 15105; @ . ' S
R m(2) SHALL BE INTEGRATED, TO. THE MAXIMUM EXTENT POSSIBLE, WITH . *
% STATE PLANS AND PROGRAMS UNDER THIS ACT, THE INDIVIDUALS WITH *
L 'A DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT, AND To THE EXTENT APPROPRIATE, CTHE. . ¥
“ ' ADULT EDUCATION: ACT,< D \ - : *,
% .. +"(3)" SHALL DESCRIBE HOW THE PARTNERSHIP WILL .ENSURE THAT o
ok PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT FUNDS 'AVAILABLE AT THE: STATE 'AND. LocaL =
* 'LEVELS 'ARE USED EFFECTIVELY TO IMPROVE INSTRUCTIONAL, PRACTICES: FOR . *
¥ . READING AND, ARE BASED - ON RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING'- *
* <" (4) 'SHALL DESCRIBE P T .y'*f
* { "(R) THE CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENT THAT 'ESTABLISHES THE | *
* ~ PARTNERSHIP, INCLUDING AT LEAST. THE ELEMENTS OF THE AGREEMENT L *
* 'REFERRED: TO IN SUBSECTION.{B)(2); = .. ! L x
o - "(B).'HOW THE PARTNERSHIP WILL ASSESS:, “ON a REGULAR EASIs, THE *
* - . EXTENT TO WHICH THE ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN BY THE PARTNERSHIP AND* -
* 'THE PARTNERSHIP!S SUBGRANTEES UNDER THIS TITLE HAVE BEEN -~ = *'
* ,EFFECTIVE’ IN ACHIEVING THE PURPOSES OF THIS TITLE; ;:-“ : A
* . "(C) WHAT EVALUATION INSTRUMENTS. THE PARTNERSHIP WILL USE To &
* DETERMINE. THE SUCCESS OF LOCAL EDUCATIONAL ‘AGENCIES TO WHOM Do
& /SUBGRANTS UNDER SECTIONS' 15104 AND 15105 ARE MADE IN ACHIEVING *
x THE PURPOSES .OF THIS' TITLE; - ca *
o " (D) HOW SUBGRANTS MADE BY THE- PARTNERSHIP UNDER SUCH SECTIONS*'
* . WILL MEET 'THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS TITLE, .INCLUDING' HOW - THE =~ * ..
A PARTNERSHIP ‘WILL ENSURE THAT:.SUBGRANTEES WILL USE PRACTICES " * . U
Lk »r;’,' BASED ON RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH. ON READING; AND S e
x "(E) HOW THE PARTNERSHIP WILL, TO THE EXTENT pRACTICAELE MAKE*‘
* " GRANTS To SUBGRANTEES IN BOTH RURAL AND. URBANAREAS; - *
x “(5) SHALL INCLUDE AN ASSURANCE 'THAT EACH LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY*
' 'TO WHOM THE 'PARTNERSHIP MAKES A SUBGRANT UNDER SECTION 15104— T
*, . . . "(A)'WILL:CARRY OUT FAMILY LITERACY  PROGRAMS BASED ON THE' EVER*.
%4 . START FAMILY LITERACY  MODEL AUTHORIZED UNDER PART'B/OF ‘TITLE. 1%
* ;1' | TO ENABLE PARENTS - TO'BE THEIR CHILD'S' FIRST- 'AND MOST' IMPORTANT -
* 'TEACHER, AND WILL MAKE PAYMENTS FOR'THE RECEIPT:OF TECHNICAL Lok
x .o ASSISTANCE FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF SUCH PROGRAMS, . Sk
* v w(BY WILL CARRY OUT PROGRAMS' TO+ASSIST THOSE KINDERGARTEN *
* . STUDENTS WHO ‘ARE NOT.READY FOR THE TRANSITION TO 1ST GRADE, .  *
* . PARTICULARLY 'STUDENTS. EXPERIENCING DIFFICULTY wITH READING Tk
o ' SKILLS; ., . k L
« oL wecy WILL USE- SUPERVISED INDIVIDUALS (INCLUDING‘TUTORS), WHO' %
* HAVE BEEN APPROPRIATELY TRAINED USING RELIABLE,. RERLICAELE Lok
* RESEARCH ON' READING, ‘'TO PROVIDE ‘ADDITIONAL SUPPORT, “'BEFORE . *
* g\; SCHOOL, ‘AFTER SCHOOL, ON WEEKENDS, 'DURING . NON- INSTRUCTIONAL x
*

z o8

PERIODS OF THE: SCHOOL. DAY, OR DURING THE SUMMER,‘FOR STUDENTS IN*

AR . B S

a3


http:HOW.THE:PARTNERSHIPWI.LL

L. i+ 70 UHUR. 2614'OCTOBER27, 1997 — VERSION: 2. - ©- .

1 . . . + — v, ,' - v . . - '.‘--y'\
S .

;N GRADES l THROUGH 3 WHO ARE EXPERIENCING DIFFICULTY READING, AND *
"(D} WILL CARRY ouT PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT -FOR THE CLASSROOM*
TEACHER AND OTHER" APPROPRIATE TEACHING STAFF ON~ THE TEACHING OF: ¥

“will be used to make subgrants under sectlon 15105.~, I
x“(f) PEER REVIEW PANEL.- . Ceao ‘“,v CL e
'"(1) COMPOSITION OF PEER REVIEW PANEL.- ' " . TR
" (AY IN GENERAL.-THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR LITERACY IN
CONSULTATION WITH ‘THE ‘NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL OF 'THE". NATIONAL
' ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ‘'CHILD . HEALTH AND
HUMAN DEVELOPMENT, AND THE SECRETARY, SHALL ‘CONVENE A .PANEL TO ,

N

R K R T % ®TK R % % % F % ok F ok % % % % A % %

o READING '‘BASED ON RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING, AND *f .
r"(6) shall descrxbe how ‘the- partnershIp will ensure that a portlon*E3
: of the grant funds that - the partnershlp recelvea in. each’ fIscal year*],

*,*-g;* *: % %

* % ¥ %R i’*;*ﬁi *

) EVALUATE APPLICATIONS UNDER THIS SECTION AT A MINIMUM THE- PANEL*'f

-~

A

:-SHALL "INCLUDE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR
LITERACY,. THE NATIONAL RESEARCH: COUNCIL OF, THE 'NATIONAL ACADEMY .
'OF SCIENCES) THE NATIONAL: INSTITUTE (OF ‘CHILD - HEALTH AND HUMAN -
- DEVELOPMENT, . AND. THE- SECRETARY. . ' . R
. "(B) EXPERTS.-THE. PANEL SHALL INCLUBE EXPERTS WHO ARE '~ .
" COMPETENT, BY VIRTUE OF THEIR TRAINING, EXPERTISE, OR: g
- . EXPERIENCE, TO EVALUATE APPLICATIONS UNDER THIS-SECTION, CAND.
' 'EXPERTS 'WHO PROVIDE PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT.TO TEACHERS OF
' READING TO CHILDREN AND. ADULTS, BASED OoN RELIABLE, REPLICABLE;*J
" RESEARCH ON READING. . = 7"~ T
" .'"(c) LIMITATION.-NOT MORE THAN 1/3 OF THE - PANEL MAY BE- < x|
"% .. COMPOSED OF. INDIVIDUALS wao ARE, EMPLOYEES OF THE" FEDERAL L e
" GOVERNMENT-. , S e
"(2) PAYMENT OF- FEES .AND - EXPENSES OF CERTAIN MEMBERS,-THE . . .

" THE EXPENSES AND FEES OF PANEL MEMBERS WHO ARE NOT EMPLOYEES OF THE *

/

4""(3) DUTIES OF PANEL.- ,;;. B
" "(A) MODEL APPLICATION FORMS. ~THE. PEER REVIEW PANEL SHALL'
- DEVELOP A  MODEL APPLICATION FORM FOR READING AND LITERACY.
PARTNERSHIPS DESIRING :TO APPLY FOR A GRANT. UNDER THIS SECTION.
. THE 'PEERREVIEW -PANEL SHALL SUBMIT. THE, MODEL APPLICATION [FORM TO™

S R R N Y E R

‘ B p : e
oL R L N R e

_SECRETARY SHALL USE FUNDS RESERVED UNDER SECTION 15109(3)(2) TO PAY *

* ¥ % %

. FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. . . .- S A-‘ S O

'THE 'SECRETARY FOR FINAL APPROVAL. [ .. . *
~"(B) 'SELECTION OF APPLICATIONS.>- : Co e
_ L) RECOMMENDATIONS OF PANEL.f S e
. " '"(I) IN.GENERAL.-THE. SECRETARY SHALL, RECEIVE GRANT %
| APPLICATIONS' FROM READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIPS . *.
. o UNDER THIS' SECTION 'AND 'SHALL PROVIDE THE ARPLICATIONS TO*
- o j”THE PEER REVIEW PANEL, FOR EVALUATION. WITH RESPECT TO - *
« "~ - EACH APPLICATION, THE PEER REVIEW PANEL SHALL- INITIALLY *
( ' - RECOMMEND -THE APPLICATION FOR FUNDING ‘OR FOR . . ox
s . DISAPPROVAL.. : c
7 ST (1T PRIORITY. <IN RECOMMENDING APPLICATIONS TO THE L
'SECRETARY, THE PANEL SHALL GIVE PRIORITY TO APPLICATIONS*I}
' .. FROM STATES THAT HAVE MODIFIED, ARE ‘MODIFYING, OR *
,' .. PROVIDE AN ASSURANCE THAT NOT LATER THAN 1 YEAR 'BFTER | L
‘ .. - 'RECEIVING A’ GRANT UNDER THIS. SECTION THE STATE WILL - %
. ©7 ... MODIFY,. STATE TEACHER CERTIFICATION 'IN. THE AREA.OF.- *

‘ »ffVREADING TO REFLECT RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH, "EXCEPT* ", .
. THAT NOTHING IN THIS ‘ACT - SHALL BE - CONSTRUED O, ESIABLISH*%
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" *THAN" 3 PERCENT OF THE GRANT FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.a- Lo v

'k
*
% " A GRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL SUBMIT PERFORMANCE REPORTS TO THE
%
*

-, R T . -
SR A AR S SEE JEE BN S IR IS - A A

~
»

* <"(G) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES -A. READING AND LITERACY }.
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R ¥ NATIONAL SYSTEM OF . TEACHER CERTIFICATION.«AA~‘
.~ 7 7 ®(II1) RANKING OF APPLICATIONS "-WITH RESPECT TO EACH
SR APPLICATION RECOMMENDED. FOR 'FUNDING, THE PANEL. SHALL
T " 'ASSIGN THE . APPLICATION. A. RANK, RELATIVE TO OTHER
RECOMMENDED: APPLICATIONS,” BASED ON THE PRIORITY .
' DESCRIBED 'IN SUBCLAUSE (II)," THE EXTENT TO, WHICH THE -
' APPLICATION FURTHERS THE PURPOSES OF THIS PART, AND THE
.. 7 - OVERALL QUALITY OF THE APPLICATION. .
"W . .7l ™(IV) RECOMMENDATION OF AMOUNT.-WITH RESPECT "TO’ EACH:
L . APPLICATION ‘RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING, THE PANEL SHALL
. MAKE A RECOMMENDATION ‘TO THE'SECRETARY WITH RESPECT TO
* THE. AMOUNT' OF THE GRANT THAT SHOULD BE MADE. -
"(II) SECRETARIAL’ SELECTION._. o e
' "(I). IN GENERAL.-SUBJECT TO CLAUSE (III), THE
~:SECRETARY "SHALL DETERMINE, BASED ON THE PEER REVIEW

r

“N~i,'AND ‘LITERACY.. PARTNERSHIPS SHALL RECEIVE FUNDING AND THE *
)f”;.,THE SECRETARY" SHALL TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE" TOTAL 'AMOUNT -

7. THE TYPES OF ACTIVITIES«PROPOSED TO ‘BE CARRIED OUT BY .
L R PARTNERSHIP. - . R ,

4., .= 7 “(IT) EFFECT OF RANKING BY PANEL. -IN MAKING GRANTS
© ¥ 7 UNDER THIS SECTION, THE SECRETARY SHALL SELECT - '
IR 'APPLICATIONS ACCORDING' TO THE RANKING OF THE «
o .  APPLICATIONS BY THE PEER REVIEW PANEL, EXCEPT IN CASES

* ' .. WHERE THE SECRETARY DETERMINES, FOR :GOOD CAUSE, THAT A
* VARIATION FROM THAT ORDER IS APPROPRIATE.

"(III) MINIMUM’GRANT AMOUNTS.-EACH READING AND- 'LITERACY.
PARTNERSHIP SELECTED.TO RECEIVE A GRANT UNDER THIS SECTION'
SHALL RECEIVE AN AMOUNT FOR 'EACH FISCAL YEAR - THAT 18 NOT .
“LESS THAN $100,000. . .. ¢ } :

*PARTNERSHIP THAT RECEIVES 3 GRANT UNDER THIS: SECTION MAY USE-NOT - MORE~

“"(H) REPORTING.= . -
R {1y IN GENERAL A READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP THAT RECEIVES
L ,SECRETARY PURSUANT TO . ‘A SCHEDULE ‘TO BE DETERMINED, BY THE SECRETARY, .
' BUT NOT'MORE FREQUENTLY THAN  ANNUALLY. SUGH REPORTS -SHALL INCLUDE- *

x % w(A) THE RESULTS OF .USE 'OF THE EVALUATION INSTRUMENTS REEERRED*“ e
TO IN. SUBSECTION (E)(4)(C},» e R

1

" (B)* THE PROCESS USED TO SELECT SUBGRANTEES,”fﬁ: PR )
. "(C) A DESCRIPTION OF . THE SUBGRANTEES RECEIVING FUNDS UNDER “
o THIS TITLE, AND - ) , -

AL e "(D} with respect to subgrants under sectlon 15104 the model
o & -or’ models of readlng lnstructlon, based on relxable, repllcable
. research on:" readlng, selected by subgrantees._ s
) “{2) PROVISION TG PEER REVIEW PANEL ~TBE: SECRETARY SHALL PROVIDE

,THE REPORTS. SUBMITTED UNDER PARAGRAPH (1) TO THE PEER REVIEW PANEL L
, CONVENED UNDER SUBSECTION (F). .THE' PANEL SHALL USE SUCH REPORTS IN
<*RECOMMENDING APPLICATIONS FOR' FUNDING ‘UNDER. THIS SECTION.“4‘””
*x"SEC. 15104. LOCAL READING IMPROVEMENT SUBGRANTS.- St
“(a) IN GENERAL - SR S P

N s .
L T N *,* * % % % %

.. PANEL'S" RECOMMENDATIONS WHICH APPLICATIONS FROM READING*.

< oF FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL GRANTS UNDER THIS SECTION AND*?

S ok R % kTR % %k % L% * % % % &‘£ *

C\E,}_* #‘*55** R

AMOUNTS OF SUCH GRANTS IN DETERMINING GRANT AMOUNTS . *



'?,SUBORANT IN-A MANNER CONSISTENT WITH THIS SECTION TO ADVANCE' REFORM -
- .OF READING INSTRUCTION IN ANY SCHOOL SELECTED BY THE AGENCY THAT- -
,ff;-‘”"{A) IS IDENTIFIED FOR SCHOOL: IMPROVEMENT UNDER SECTION

R T I I R R I A A T A
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: . '

“(1} SUBGRANTS —A READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP THAT RECEIVES A* .

UGRANT UNDER SECTION 15103 SHALL MAKE SUBGRANTS, ON’ A COMPETITIVE ey

- BAS1IS, TO: LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES THAT HAVE ‘AT LEAST 1 SCHOOL: _-S‘“‘
1THAT is IDENTIFIED FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT UNDER’SECTION 1116(0) IN
‘“THE GEOGRAPHIC AREA SERVED BY THE' AGENCY.

- "{2) ROLE OF LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—A LOCAL EDUCATIONAL ',
AGENCY THAT RECEIVES A~ SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL USE THE .

’
-

~1116(C) AT, , THE TIME. THE AGENCY RECEIVES -THE SUBGRANT, AND
" (BY HAS A CONTRACTUAL ASSOCIATION WITH 1 OR MORE e
COMMUNITY BASED ORGANIZATIONS THAT- HAVE ESTABLISHED A RECORD OF
) EFFECTIVENESS WITH RESPECT TO READING READINESS READING
Tl INSTRUCTION FOR CHILDREN IN KINDERGARTEN THROUGH 3D GRADE, AND
/ EARLY CHILDHOOD LITERACY. Cow :

* % *.w’wﬂf * ® % *’&‘*’#

"(B) GRANT PERIOD -B SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL BE FOR A PERIOD*

'Q*OF '3 YEARS JAND MAY NOT BE‘REVOKED OR TERMINATED ON THE. GROUND THAT a

v*SCHOOL CEASES, DURING: THE GRANT PERIOD, ° TO BE IDENTIFIED FOR SCHOOL i f*'

/

. *IMPROVEMENT 'UNDER SECTION 1116(cy. L e

'““(C) APPLICATIONS -A LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY THAT DESIRES TO RECEIVE**' ‘\
*A SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL SUBMIT AN APPLICATION TO - THE READING*‘ "

CJ*AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP AT SUCH TIME, IN "SUCH . MANNER, AND. INCLUDING A
”*SUCH INFORMATION AS . THE PARTNERSHIP MAY REQUIRE .THE APPLICATION~- L

R R R A R A T e R S R A A

S"(1) SHALL SELECT’ 1 OR MORE MODELS OF READING' INSTRUCTION,h',ﬁff 2
DEVELOPED 'USING RELIABLE; " REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING, AS A.MODEL*
. FOR IEPLEMENTING AND” IMPROVING READING INSTRUCTION BY ‘ALL.TEACHERS *~
AND’ FOR ALL CHILDREN IN EACH OF THE ‘SCHOOLS- SELECTED ‘BY THE AGENCY T
UNDER SUBSECTION (A)(2) AND, " WHERE . APPROPRIATE, THEIR PARENTS, *
*f"(z) SHALL' DESCRIBE". EACH. SUCH MODEL,‘ Ca A
.~ "(3) SHALL DEMONSTRATE THAT A PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR THE T
DEVELOPMENT OF EACH SUCH- MODEL, OR A.PERSON WITH EXPERIENCE OR B *
'EXPERTISE ABOUT SUCH NODEL AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION, HAS AGREED TO‘ *
WORK ‘WITH THE APPLICANT IN. CONNECTION WITH SUCH IMPLEMENTATION AND“*
. IMPROVEMENT EFFORTS; . o R

"(4) SHALL DESCRIBE- ' ﬂ;“' U Ly .j\' *

) "(A) -HOW' THE - APPLICANT WILL ENSURE THAT FUNDS AVAILABLE UNDER * L
“THIS TITLE, AND- FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR READING FOR GRADES j” o L

HKINDERGARTEN THROUGH GRADE 6 . FROM OTHER APPROPRIATE SOURCES, ARE*
- ‘EFFECTIVELY COORDINATED AND,‘WHERE APPROPRIATE, INTEGRATED, WITH*
- FUNDS UNDER THIS ACT IN ORDER TO, IMPROVE EXISTING ACTIVITIES IN * .

.THE AREAS" OF READING INSTRUCTION, PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT,]V" *
_vPROGRAM IMPROVEMENT,vPARENTAL INVOLVEMENT, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE * !
" AND OTHER ACTIVITIES THAT CAN HELP MEET THE PURPOSES OF THIS : .K
- TITLE; AND o ’ . e
*"(B) “THE AMOUNT OF FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR READING FOR GRADES e }. )

. . KINDERGARTEN : THROUGH GRADE 6 FROM APPROPRIATE SOURCES OTHER THAN*
" THIS TITLE, INCLUDING TITLE T OF’ THIS ACT (EXCEPT THAT SUCH *

f ;DESCRIPTION SHALL NOT BE REQUIRED TO INCLUDE FUNDS MADE *
:AVAILABLE UNDER PART B OF ‘TITLE I OF" THIS ACT" UNLESS THE ‘ o
'APPLICANT HAS . ESTABLISHED A CONTRACTUAL ASSOCIATION IN .“' : "‘*’f
ACCORDANCE' WITH SUBSECTION (D)(Z) WITH™ AN ELIGIBLE ENTITY . UNDER .*» 7
SUCH PART" B}, THE , INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT, *
'AND ANY OTHER LAW PROVIDING FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR *

> - 0 RV - . N . ¢«

S e Page
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PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT FOR TEACHERS OF SUCH GRADES WHO TEACH -k
READING, WHICH WILL BE USED TO HELP ACHIEVE THE PURPOSES OF THIS*
, TITLE, ‘ :

?"(5) SHALL'. DESCRIBE THE AMOUNT AND NATURE OF FUNDS FROM ANY OTHER
PUBLIC OR PRIVATE SOURCES,'INCLUDING FUNDS "RECEIVED" UNDER THIS ACT
AND 'THE INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACTU THAT WILL BE’ \;

- COMBINED WITH FUNDS RECEIVED UNDER THE SUBGRANT PR f'j,'f-u'/
"(6) SHALL\INCLUDE ‘AN ASSURANCE THAT THE APPLICANT— L e,
“{A) WILL CARRY OUT FAMILY LITERACY PROGRAMS BASED ‘ON THE EVEN*
; START FAMILY ‘LITERACY MODEL AUTHORIZED UNDER' PART B OF TITLE I[
S "TO ENABLE PARENTS TO BE THEIR CHILD® S FIRST. AND MOST IMPORTANT *
M TEACHER, WILL MAKE PAYMENTS FOR THE ‘RECEIPT . OF TECHNICAL - *
) ’jASSISTANCE FGR THE DEVELOPMENT OF SUCH' PROGRAMS, T A ex
' \"(B) will carry out programs ‘to assist those klndergarten-'* B
* gtudents who are .not ready’ for ‘the transxtlon to lst grade, *
partlcularly studente experxencxng dlfflculty thh readlng, o *;”:"
. . *
*
*
*
*

S *g* *

N

s skills;’ : .
Let(e) will .use supervxsed 1nd1v1duals (lncludlng tutors), who
. . “have been, approprxately tralned usmng rellable, repllcable e
R ﬂreaearch on - readlng, to prov1de addltlonal support, before
‘ ('school ‘after school, on. weekends, durlng non~1nstructlonal ] .
o perlods of the school day, or durlng the summer, for students in* o
- g*jgrades 1 through 3. who are experxencxng dlfflculty readlng,‘and\ :
- '"(D} will. -carry out professxonal development for' the crassroom*
Qteacher and other teachlng staff on the teachlng of readlng ;1 :
. based on reliable,’ replicable research on reading; - :
"(7) shall descrlbe how" the ‘local- educatlonal agency prov1des
Tnstructlon in readlng to chlldren who have: not been determlned to
‘be a chila- with'a dlsablllty (as deflned 1n sectlon 602 of the ',
IndIVLduals with . stabxlltles Educatlon Act),~ pursuant to sectlon
614(b)(5) of such Act because of a lack of " lnstructlon 1n readlng,

. and - "
A

*A%'i~*'»

i * %

the‘appllcantvwlll use to’ carry out the dutles descrlbed in: sectlon * _
15105(b)(2} T . * o
“"(d) PRIORITY -IN APPROVING APPLICATIONS UNDER THIS SECTION A READING* '

" *AND LITERACY PARTNBRSHIP SHALL GIVE PRIORITY TO APPLICATIONS SUBMITTED ifu

*BY APPLICANTS WHO DEMONSTRATE [THAT 'THEY ‘HAVE ESTABLISHED-. . o *
*. . "(1) A’ CONTRACTUAL ASSOCIATION WITH 1 OR. MORE' HEAD START PROGRAMS *

% " 'UNDER THE" HEAD START ACT UNDER WHICH-. . : N Y *¢~
i%, “‘; SRRtV ‘THE HEAD START PROGRAMS. AGREE TO SELECT THE SAME MODEL OR*

* MODELS OF  READING - INSTRUCTION, AS ‘A MODEL FOR IMPLEMENTING AND" *l
L IMPROVING, THE READING READINESS OF CHILDREN, PARTICIPATING IN THE*,

o PROGRAM, 'AS was SELECTED. BY THE APPLICANT,iAND e i
"% . .. ''m(B) THE APPLICANT AGREES- . . L
e T m(Ty 'TO SHARE WITH THE HEAD. START PROGRAMS AN, APPROPRIATE *
ok AMOUNT OF THEIR INFORMATION 'RESOURCES WITH RESPECT TO THE - *

* 'MODEL, SUCH AS CURRICULA MATERIALS; AND w0 o
R ~"(II) TO TRAIN PERSONNEL FROM THE' HEAD START PROGRAMS,_~' *
Uk "(2) A CONTRACTUAL ASSOCIATION WITH 1, OR MORE STATE= OR . IV
‘f" " FEDERALLY~FUNDED' PRESCHOOL PROGRAMS “OR FAMILY LITERACY PROGRAMS, Sowo 0
* " UNDER WHICH-' '~ . '/~ * )
‘ﬁ) —_ "(A) THE PROGRAMS AGREE T6 SELECT THE SAME 'MODEL" OR MODELS "OF, * »
* &

£

READING INSTRUCTION, AS A MODEL FOR IMPLEMENTING AND IMPROVING

"{8} shall lndlcate the amount of the subgrant funds (lf any) that* " ﬁ ;;

PREENN
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*

o WHO WORK WITH CHILDREN AND PARENTS IN SCHOOLS RECEIVING FUNDS,
A UNDER THE SUBGRANT, OR

‘PROVIDING READING OR LITERACY SERVICES .TO PRESCHOOL CHILDREN,
PRESCHOOL CHILDREN AND THEIR FAMILIES UNDER WHICH- PRRI o

LN S

Callr

* Ok R K E % * X

B

‘READING" INSTRUCTION IN.THE. LIBRARY'S READING OR LITERACY -

PROGRAMS,, AS WAS SELECTED BY THE APPLICANT; AND T s
T By THE APPLICANT AGREES - “TO . TRAIN PERSONNEL, INCLUDING . . :
Lo VOLUNTEERS, FROM , SUCH PROGRAMS/WHO WORK WITH, PRESCHOOL CHILDREN, *
s ‘_j; OR PRESCHOOL CHILDREN AND THEIR FAMILIES IN SCHOOLS RECEIVING
R - ", FUNDS “UNDER THE SUBGRANT.‘; S ,,‘, L N
- "(E). USE. OF FUNDS.f Lo T ;“-i IR > ' P
 "(1) -IN GENERAL. —SUBJECT To ‘PARAGRAPH (2), AN APPLICANT wHo :

-

PR

LA R SRR N N

- ' Ll
* ¥

-

S

'IN. THE SUBGRANT APPLICATION, INCLUDING THE FOLLOWING: = .-
- /"(A). MAKING REASONABLE: PAYMENTS FOR 'TECHNICAL "AND OTHER
ASSISTANCE TO A PERSON RESPCNSIBLE FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A’

' :MODEL OF READING INSTRUCTION, OR A PERSON WITH EXPERIENCE OR

 "EXPERTISE ABOUT SUCH MODEL AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION,.WHO HAS
AGREED TO WORK WITH THE RECIPIENT N CONNECTION WITH. THE L
IMPLEMENTATION .OF THE" MODEL.,;.“ Sy v
S "(B) CARRYING OUT A’ CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENT DESCRIBED IN -£.~
SUBSECTION (Dy. - - e
""(C) PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT (INCLUDING TRAINING OF
VOLUNTEERS),:PURCHASE OF CURRICULAR AND, OTHER SUPPORTING

% MATERIALS, AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. - . ‘
" "{(D). PROVIDING, ON _A..VOLUNTARY BASIS, TRAINING To PARENTS OF

ot

©.,ON. HOW 'To  HELP THEIR CHILDREN WITH SCHOOL WORK,»PARTICULARLY IN *

o DIRECTLY ‘BY THE SUBGRANT RECIPIENT, OR THROUGH A GRANT OR -
'{’ CONTRACTLWITH ANOTHER PERSON. SUCH TRAINING SHALL BE. CONSISTENT
f] WITH READING REFORMS TAKING PLACE IN ‘THE. SCHOOL SETTING.
‘__. "(E) CARRYING ouT FAMILY LITERACY PROGRAMS 'BASED. ON THE EVEN
E; START FAMILY LITERACY MODEL, AUTHORIZED UNDER PART B:OF TITLE I
iy ENABLE PARENTS TO BE THEIR CHILD'S FIRST AND MOST IMPORTANT
TEACHER,fAND MAKING . PAYMENTS FOR THE RECEIPT OF TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF SUCH PROGRAMS. :‘*31, ’

% 'A SCHOOL SELECTED. UNDER :SUBSECTION (A)(2), AND OTHERS WHO ' ' . *
‘; VOLUNTEER ‘TO" BE- READING 'TUTORS. FOR SUCH CHILDREN, IN THE. <

+ ON- READING USED BY THE APPLICANT. .
"{(G) PROGRAMS TO ASSIST ‘THOSE KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS ENROLLED .
"IN A SCHOOL SELECTED UNDER SUBSECTION- (A)(2) WHO ARE NOT READYI

EXPERIENCING DIFFICULTY WITH READING SKILLS. BRRY .
L "(H) PrOVIdIng addItIonal support for students, enrolled In a’

Vvi

L I A O P e A I T I PO B TE T R T R S S

n “ - . -

v

Tt w READING INSTRUCTION IN THE PROGRAM 3 PROGRAMS As wAS SELECTED ~%Vj,
o “*%  BY THE APPLICANT; AND . = - S T
'".(B) THE APPLICANT. AGREES TO- TRAIN' PERSONNEL FROM" THE PROGRAMS *

*

. B

(3) A CONTRACTUAL ASSOCIATION WITH 1 OR MORE PUBLIC LIBRARIES j’;~*a
‘k
*

£ %k k% *,Nf*f*'kf*g*"*

L% x-‘:r EE N P

“(F) PROVIDING INSTRUCTION FOR PARENTS OF CHILDREN ENROLLED IN*;

INSTRUCTIONAL PRACTICES BASED ON RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH *

*
*
* .
FOR THE TRANSITION TO 1ST GRADE, PARTICULARLY. STUDENTS *- g-*..;\'
Cw
*

© "{(a) /THE LIBRARIES AGREE TO. SELECT THE SAME MODEL OR. MODELS OF*
" READING INSTRUCTION, AS A MODEL FOR IMPLEMENTING AND IMPROVING L

lRECEIVES A SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION MAY USE. THE SUBGRANT FUNDS TO*
CARRY ouT ACTIVITIES THAT ARE AUTHORIZED BY THIS TITLE AND. DESCRIBED*,’

L ‘CHILDREN ENROLLED IN ‘A SCHOOL SELECTED. UNDER SUBSECTION A2y * .-

THE DEVELOPMENT OF. READING SKILLS SUCH TRAINING ‘MAY BE PROVIDED* :
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,'*SCHOOLS, OR LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES,VTHAT ARE NOT RECETVING SUCH A
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- school selected under subsectlon (a)(2) “in’ grades 1 through 3,9
}'who are experlenCLng dlfflculty readlng, before school after
school, on weekends, durlng non-xnstructlonal perlods of the
“school day, or durlng the summer us;ng supervxsed 1nd1v1duals
) (Includxng tutors), who have been- approprlately traxned usmng
‘»rellable, repllcable research on readlng... s
R “(I} Carrylng out the dutles described in sectlon 15105(b)(2)
e for chxldren enrolled 1n a. school selected under subsectxon r*f
Hay(2y. . T '
o “(J} Providlng reading asszstance to chlldren who have not
been determlned to be a- chxld ‘with a" dlsabllxty (as deflned ln'
sectlon 602 of the Inlelduals thh Dlsabxlltles Education Act),
pursuant to. sectlon 614(b)(5) of such Act, because of a lack of -
‘xnstructxon in readlng.. o , ‘ *;‘
: ‘"(2) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES ~A, RECIPIENT OF A SN
SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION MAY USE NOT MORE THAN 3 PERCENT OF THE
) SUBGRANT FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS. o
“(F) TRAINING NON—RECIPIENTS <A RECIPIENT OF A SUBGRANT UNDER THIS o
*SECTION MAY TRAIN 'ON A FEE FOR-SERVICE BASIS, PERSONNEL ARE FROM

5o e
[

*SUBGRANT IN< THE INSTRUCTIONAL PRACTICES BASED ON RELIABLE, REPLICABLE‘
*RESEARCH ON READING USED BY THE RECIPIENT SUCH A NON- RECIPIENT SCHOOL

LL*MAY USE FUNDS RECEIVED UNDER TITLE I OF THIS ACT, 'AND OTHER APPROPRIATE'

*FEDERAL FUNDS USED FOR READING INSTRUCTION, .TO PRY " FOR SUCH . ‘TRAINING; TO*
*THE EXTENT CONSISTENT WITH THE LAW, UNDER WHICH. SUCH. FUNDS WERE RECEIVED *

HAVE ANY SUCH EMPOWERMENT ZONE OR, ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY IN THE
“STATE IN. WHICH THE AGENCY 1s LOCATED, LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES*

-

o * % feza* e, ‘* Hk % i } T

P

*. % % %fx

: *"SEC '15105. TUTORIAL" ASSISTANCE SUBGRANTS.'ﬁz“," 3“..v' ) DRt
~"(a). IN GENERAL.-' -~ ' .. IR AR *
' (1) SUBGRANTS.-A READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP THAT 'RECEIVES A% "
GRANT UNDER’ 'SECTION 15103 SHALL MAKE, SUBGRANTS ON'A COMPETITIVE AP
. JBASIS TO- . - - S
o “(A) LOCAL’ EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES THAT HAVE AT LEAST 1 SCHOOL IN*
~ THE GEOGRAPHIC AREA SERVED BY THE AGENCY THAT- * o
. ' . "(I) IS LOCATED IN AN AREA DESIGNATED AS‘ AN EMPOWERMENT °. *
o - ‘“ZONE UNDER -PART I.OF SUBCHAPTER U OF- CHAPTER 1 OF THE _ ' ' *
. INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986; OR: o ST
"~ “(II) IS LOCATED:IN AN AREA DESIGNATED’ AS AN’ ENTERPRISE L
. . . COMMUNITY UNDER PART 1 OF SUBCHAPTER.U OF CHAPTER 1. OF THE \*7
‘-.,;ﬁ"“"INTERNAL REVENUE: CODE OF 1986; OR. . - ~ S
~ "(B) 'IN THE 'CASE OF LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES: THAT DO NOT %
*

; ' THAT.HAVE AT LEAST 1 SCHOOL THAT IS IDENTIFIED FOR SCHOOL;. . *
. IMPROVEMENT UNDER SECTION- 1116(C) IN THE -GEOGRAPHIC AREA- SERVED " *
, " BY THE AGENCY.. . . - b L
_ "(2) APPLICATIONS.-A’ LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY THAT DESIRES 'TO = *
RECEIVE A.SUBGRANT 'UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL SUBMIT AN APPLICATION TO* .’
THE READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP AT SUCH TIME; IN SUCH'MANNER, :
_* .. “AND INCLUDING SUCH INFORMATION AS THE PARTNERSHIP MAY REQUIRE. THE
*  APPLICATION SHALL INCLUDE AN ASSURANCE THAT THE AGENCY WILL USE THE
"*. " SUBGRANT FUNDS. TO .CARRY; OUT THE DUTIES DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION ‘(B) -,
*  “FOR CHILDREN ENROLLED JIN 1 OR MORE SCHOOLS SELECTED BY. THE AGENCY -
* . AND. DESCRIBED' IN PARAGRAPH (1) ‘;' R AR A,
% "(B) .USEOF EUNDS.- ""’ﬁf ‘ o .
*x

I

-"(1) IN GENERAL —A LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY THAT RECEIVES A N .
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" SUBGRANT UNDER THIS SECTION SHALL 'CARRYOUT," USING' THE - FUNDS -
“PROVIDED UNDER THE SUBGRANT, EACH OF THE DUTIES DESCRIBED NG
«@mammmim) Co e ‘ »

'PROVISION OF . TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE IN. READING TO CHILDREN WHO HAVE\v‘

o

/ "(A)- THE.PROMULGATION, MAINTENANCE, AND APPROVAL OF A LIST OF
_TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE .PROVIDERS WHO- . . ' °~ . c
‘ . "(I) HAVE ESTABLISHED A RECORD OF EFFECTIVENESS WITH
' . 'RESPECT | TO READING READINESS, READING INSTRUCTION FOR.-~ ™',
' CHILDREN IN KINDERGARTEN THROUGH 3D GRADE, AND EARLY
.+ .. CHILDHOOD LITERACY, :
IR “(II) 'ARE LOCATED IN A GEOGRAPHIC AREA CONVENIENT TO THE
i ' .SCHOOL; AND .~ ' - , .
e “(III) ARE CAPABLE. OF : PROVIDING TUTORING N READING TO )
. . “'CHILDREN' WHO. HAVE DIFFICULTY READING, USING “INSTRUCTIONAL
IR PRACTICES. BASED ON THE' _PRINCIPLES -OF - RELIABLE, 'REPLICABLE -
' “RESEARCH AND CONSISTENT' WITH THE. INSTRUCTIONAL 'METHODS. USED
'~ “BY THE S$CHOOL THE CHILD ATTENDS. o d RO
1=,,.<' *(B)- THE DEVELOPMENT OF PROCEDURES' FOR THE RECEIPT ‘OF.
" ¢ APPLICATIONS' FOR TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE; ' FROM PARENTS 'WHO ARE |

*°

: \Vp A TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE PROVIDER FROM " THE LIST REFERRED TO IN

> OR WILL ENROLL, FOR TUTORING IN READING..‘ . ST
N L "¢y THE DEVELOPMENT OF A SELECTION PROCESS' FOR FUNDING

ASSISTANCE TO CHILDREN WHO- HAVE - DIFFICULTY READING, INCLUDING

SKILLS. -~ *~ .. = e
. ’"(D) THE DEVELOPMENT OF PROCEDURES FOR’ FUNDING APPLICATIONS

UNDER SUBPARAGRAPH (B), TO’ BE USED IN CASES WHERE INSUFFICIENT
' FUNDS' ARE: AVAILABLE TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE WITH RESPECT /TO ALL.

]

{:rDESCRIBED IN SUBPARAGRAPH (C),. THAT- = . . -
.- "(I) GIVES PRIORITY TO CHILDREN WHO ARE DETERMINED,
- " " THROUGH' STATE OR’LOCAL, READING ASSESSMENTS TO’BE MOST" IN
. NEED' OF TUTORIAL. ASSISTANCE; AND - L
% (II)*GIVES PRIORITY, IN CASES WHERE CHILDREN ARE -ﬂ.y

1 -":iSELECTION PRINCIPLE. .- . .° '« ¥

' 7~",”(E) ‘The development of, a methodology by thch payments are’

. made dIrectlyrtO tutorlal ass;stance ‘providers identified in
appllcatlons under subparagraph (B) that are selected for Lt
fundxng,ﬂand the makxng of . such payments.u-g - - L

*“SEC. 15106 ! PROGRAM. EVALUATION. ?v" Rt 4

% "(a). IN GENERAL.-FROM FUNDS’ RESERVED UNDER SECTION 15109(3)(1), THE
© *SECRETARY SHALL CONDUCT A NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF THE PROGRAMS UNDER’ THIS*

‘

*TITLE IN. DEVELOPING THE CRITERIA FOR THE - ASSESSMENT, THE SECRETARY
*SHALL' RECEIVE. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE PEER REVIEW PANEL CONVENED UNDER

R *SECTION 15103(F)

v"(B) SUBMISSION TO PEER REVIEW PANEL -THE SECRETARY SHALL SUBMIT THE

Low2y. DUTIES. -THE DUTIES DESCRIBED IN THIS PARAGRAPH ARE THE ,:',”\

*‘DIFFICULTY READING USING INSTRUCTIONAL PRACTICES 'BASED ON” THE'. 3“
PRINCIPLES OE RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH THROUGH THE FOLLOWING.g

%"E‘ﬁ * f-*e*lxjg;* * % % ok %‘E'N,%uwIw-w~

SUBPARAGRAPH (RY WITH WHOM THE CHILD OR. CHILDREN ARE ENROLLED, -

DIFFICULTY MASTERING ESSENTIAL PHONIC, DECODING, .OR VOCABULARY

S AfDETERMINED, THROUGH . STATE . OR LOCAL’' READING ASSESSMENTS, TO - ¥
“. .+ ... BE EQUALLY"IN NEED OF TUTORIAL ASSISTANCE, ‘BASED_ON A RANDOM* I

Lk,

B Page'l4":‘ .

j“f SEEKING SUCH ASSISTANCE FOR THEIR CHILD OR CHILDREN, THAT SELECT*

\U‘APPLICATIONS UNDER SUBPARAGRAPH (B). THAT LIMITS ‘THE PROVISION OF*’

'3(5 1- % N % K

:,COMPLETE APPLICATIONS RECEIVED FROM ELIGIBLEVPARENTS OF CHILDREN*.'

A J L

'E- o

ot
N s
B I

Sk
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IJ*RELIABLE REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING AND INFORMATION ON SUBGRANTEE
"l3.*MINIMUM, THE INSTITUTE SHALL DISSEMINATE SUCH INFORMATION TO ALL.

.~f‘*THIS ACT, THE, HEAD START ACT, THE INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES o

e e

¢

. *FINDINGS FROM "THE. ASSESSMENT UNDER SUBSECTION (A) TO THE PEER REvIEN,
. *PANEL", CONVENED UNDER "SECTION 15103(F) U e ;

*"SEC. '15107: 'INFORMATION DISSEMINATION. -~ .« . = ' .. .
* - "(a) IN GENERAL. -FROM FUNDS RESERVED UNDER SECTION, 15109(8)(2), THE

: fNATIONAL INSTITUTE ‘FOR LITERACY SHALL DISSEMINATE INFORMATION ON-
" *PROJECTS" UNDER SECTION 15104 OR 15105 THAT HAVE 'PROVEN EFFECTIVE AT A
:*RECIPIENTS OF FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER TITLES I AND VIT OE

' *EDUCATION ACT, AND THE ADULT EDUCATION:ACTi : . 7 'f. . s
. % ["(B) COORDINATION.-IN CARRYING OUT THIS SECTION, THE NATIONAL
. *INSTITUTE FOR LITERACY- . . EL
%, . -w(i) SHALL USE, TG THE" EXTENT PRACTICABLE, " INFORMATION NETNORKS
'A'DEVELOPED AND. MAINTAINED 'THROUGH OTHER PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PERSONS,
INCLUDING THE SECRETARY, -THE NATIONAL ‘CENTER FOR FAMILY LITERACY, =
AND- THE READLINE. PROGRAM, ,
. '"(2). SHALL WORK. IN" CONJUNCTION WITH ANY PANEL CONVENED BY THE
' ‘NATTONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD HEALTH AND HUMAN DEVELOPMENT 'AND THE
'SECRETARY AND ANY PANEL CONVENED BY THE OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL .
RESERRCH AND. 'IMPROVEMENT TO ASSESS THE CURRENT - STATUS OF *
'RESEARCH-BASED. KNOWLEDGE.ON READING DEVELOPMENT, INCLUDING THE
EFFECTIVENESS OF VARIOUS APPROACHES TO TEACHING. CHILDREN [TO:READ;
. WITH RESPECT TO DETERMINING THE CRITERIA BY ‘WHICH THE NATIONAL . ' ~
_“INSTITUTE..FOR LITERACY JUDGES "RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH -AND THE
" DESIGN.OF STRATEGIES.TO DISSEMINATE SUCH INFORMATION; AND -

* % KK KR K % *

%

‘"(A). IN. DETERMINING WHETHER APPLICATIONS FOR SUBGRANTS Lo

2N

* % % % K % ¥ % * ¥

ﬁ*GRANT UNDER THIS TITLE SHALL RESERVE NOT MORE THAN 2- PERCENT OF SUCH &
. *GRANT. 'FUNDS. FOR THE: PURPOSE OF EVALUATING THE 'SUCCESS OF ‘THE ° - sk
J*PARTNERSHIP s SUBGRANTEES IN MEETING THE PURPOSES OF THIS TITLE. AT A *.

% % -

% % K% R * b xTHE % F.% »j*‘»'*'*'* * # * %
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. SUBMITTED TO. THE PARTNERSHIP MEET THE. REQUIREMENTS OF THIS TITLE*

RELATING TO. ‘RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ON READING; AND s
. 0:7"(B) IN THE DEVELOPMENT' OF SUBGRANT APPLICATION FORMS._N: ok
"ssc. 15108. "STATE EVALUATIONS. = . . o DI A
* - n(d) IN GENERAL -EACH READING -AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP. THAT RECEIVES Ax

P

oo

*MINIMUM, THE EVALUATION SHALL MEASURE THE EXTENT TO WHICH STUDENTS WHO' & *~

*RARE- THE INTENDED BENEFICIARIES OF THE SUBGRANTS MADE BY THE PARTNERSHIP *
*HAVE IMPROVED THEIR READING.’ v"‘ { e ﬂ

. Y(B) CONTRACT‘*A READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP SHALL CARRY OUT THE *

‘*EVALUATION ‘UNDER' THIS' SECTION BY . ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT WITH AN
*ELIGIBLE RESEARCH INSTITUTION UNDER WHICH THE INSTITUTION WILL PERFORM ,
*THE EVALUATION.‘ ‘
¥ "(C) SUBMISSION —A READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP SHALL SUBMIT THE

-*FINDINGS FROM THE EVALUATION UNDER THIS SECTION TO THE SECRETARY AND THE*

. *.* %

. *PEER 'REVIEW PANEL "CONVENED 'UNDER SECTION 15103 (F). THE SECRETARY AND THE* . -
. *PEER: REVIEW PANEL SHALL SUBMIT ‘A -SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS FROM THE,

*
.. *EVALUATIONS UNDER THIS SUBSECTION TO' THE'APPROPRIATE. COMMITTEES’ OF | THE *
. *CONGRESS, INCLUDING THE 'EDUCATION- BAND ' THE WORKFORCE COMMITTEE OF\THE .
. *HOUSE OF ‘REPRESENTATIVES.. ' ~ - | o foow
L*"SEC.' 15109.; AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, RESERVATIONS FROM *
, *APPROPRIATIONS SSUNSET. . L T : *

' V"(3) SHALL ASSIST ANY- READING AND LITERACY PARTNERSHIP , SELECTED TO*
RECEIVE A.GRANT: UNDER SECTION:, 15103 AND THAT, REQUESTS SUCH B
ASSISTANCE— o “ . N

o,
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“(a) AUTHORIZATION~-THERE ARE AUTHORIZED TO" BE APPROPRIATED TO CARRY
-*OUT, THIS TITLE 5260 000,000 FOR- FISCAL YEARS. 1998 1999 -AND 2000.n

" (B} RESERVATIONS —FROM AMOUNT APPROPRIATED UNDER SUBSECTION (A), THE

*SECRETARY—

f&‘*’t'* * % %

v

'“(l) SHALL RESERVE 1.5 PERCENT OF THE -AMOUNT APPROPRIATED UNDER '

 SUBSECTION '(A) ‘FOR. EACH FISCAL YEAR TO CARRY OUT SECTION 15106(A); "

"(2) SHALL RESERVE §5,075,000 TO’ CARRY,OUT SECTIONS 15103(F)(2) .

. AND 15107, OF WHICH ss ooo ooo SHALL BE, RESERVED FOR SECTION 15107;

. AND :
,"(3) SHALL RESERVE $10 000 000 TO CARRY OUT SECTION 1202(0).‘

"{C) SUNSET.-NOTWITHSTANDING SECTION 422(A) OF THE GENERAL EDUCATION

"*PROVISIONS ACT,. THIS TITLE I8 REPEALED, EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 30, 2000,;

*AND. IS NOT SUBJECT TO EXTENSION UNDER SUCH - SECTION.“}

*

*TITLE II~AMENDMENTS -TO EVEN START FAMILY: LITERACY PROGRAMS

E*SEC.‘201.,RESERVATION FOR GRANTS. S Lo : w'
.Section’ 1202(0) of the Elementary and Secondary Educatlon Act of 1965\

*(20 U.s. Cn 6362(0)) 'is "amended to read ‘as follows. ﬂj' '%n R

Tk

SRk kR R R R R A R R R R ok ok K kR oh Kk o d R Rk R X R R % % %k % #

R
. o

S

| %(c) RESERVATION. FOR GRANTS.- . - SR :f‘

(1) GRANTS. AUTHORIZED. ~FROM - FUNDS . RESERVED UNDER SECTION
15109(8)(3),.THE SECRETARY SHALL AWARD GRANTS, ON A COMPETITIVE
.BASIS, TO STATES: TO ENABLE SUCH- STATES TO PLAN 'AND IMPLEMENT, )

.‘STATEWIDE FAMILY LITERACY" INITIATIVES TO COORDINATE AND INTEGRATE

~EXISTING FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL LITERACY RESOURCES CONSISTENT‘T
" WITH THE. PURPOSES OF THIS PART SUCH COORDINATION AND INTEGRATION

';\ SHALL INCLUDE ‘FUNDS AVAILABLE UNDER THE. ADULT . EDUCATION ACT, HEAD .

START, THIS PART, PART A OF THIS TITLE,  AND PART A OF TITLE 1V OF
' THE SOCIAL SECURITY ‘ACT. .. - N N ,
"(2) CONSORTIA.- . -, . =~ - = .0 o
- "(A); ESTABLISHMENT.-TO" RECEIVE “A’ GRANT 'UNDER THIS\SUBSECTION,

" A STATE SHALL ESTABLISH ‘A CONSORTIUM OF STATE LEVEL PROGRAMS :

UNDER THE FOLLOWING LAWS: . o
‘* . "(I) THIS TITLE. .5 . . - ,,} o

-"(1I) ‘THE HEAD START ACT. R SR

Nt

» #(III) “THE: ADULT EDUCATION ‘ACT: ~ . . % L
_"(IV) ALL, OTHER 'STATE-FUNDED PRESCHOOL PROGRAMS AND .
PROGRAMS PROVIDING LITERACY SERVICES TO ADULTS.‘. o f(“
“".(B) .PLAN.-TO RECEIVE A GRANT "UNDER THIS SUBSECTION, . THE
' CONSORTIUM ESTABLISHED BY A STATE SHALL CREATE A PLAN TO USE A
. PORTION. OF THE STATE'S RESOURCES,. DERIVED FROM THE PROGRAMS'

. o .-
¢ R o i

.’\‘

E I N B #<}<& * - % *f‘

~

%

T WK TR % %% iuxf*'? E A P S A *m}Q* *

REFERRED TO IN SUBPARAGRAPH (A), TO STRENGTHEN AND EXPAND FAMILY*.»

LITERACY SERVICES IN SUCH STATEu“ Lo
"(C) COORDINATION WITH TITLE XV. —THE CONSORTIUM SHALL

v

L x
LN
*,'

COORDINATE ITS ACTIVITIES ‘WITH THE - ACTIVITIES OF - THE READING AND*

LITERACY PARTNERSHIP FOR THE STATE ESTABLISHED UNDER, SECTION ;-
) ‘15103, IF THE STATE RECEIVES A° GRANT 'UNDER -SUCH SECTION.
“(3) READING INSTRUCTION.—STATEWIDE FAMILY LITERACY INITIATIVES

ke

%

*-\,‘.

IMPLEMENTED UNDER. THIS. SUBSECTION SHALL BASE READING. INSTRUCTION ON *-

RELIABLE, REPLICABLE RESEARCH ‘ON READING (AS SUCH TERMS ARE DEFINED *

'IN SECTION-15102). L R .
. "(4) - TECHNICAL' ASSISTANCE.-THE SECRETARY SHALL PROVIDE DIRECTLY

OR THROUGH A" GRANT OR: CONTRACT WITH AN ORGANIZATION WITH EXPERIENCE *f'yﬁ

". IN THE 'DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATION, OF SUCCESSFUL FAMILY LITERACY
SERVICES, TECHNICAL- ASSISTANCE TO STATES 'RECEIVING A’ GRANT UNDER
| THIS-SUBSECTION. - = . . . 7. . = -7 oo AP

! . i . - o R N B . . , N
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_'*SEC.
R Sectren 1209. of the Elementary,and Secondary Educatlon Act of 1965 (20*

'*U S

kK.

* % % %

EJNE B .5

*SEC
* (a

'*AMEN

*

_ )

”“*"sac

* ‘ME

‘*the
’*qual
. *used
. *Such
. *
x

"%

" to part;cxpants on-a voluntary bas;s that! are of suffrcrent-?:
.,rntenSIty*In terms of hours,‘and of suffrcxent duratron, to make.l\
”sustalnable changes in a. famlly (such as. ellmlnatlng or reducrng
"welfare dependency) and that lntegrate all\of the followxng

Arnsertxng'"; and"' ‘and

vk

xS Lo L

- : [ . s
. ; . ‘

. "(5) MATCHING REQUIREMENT~—THE SECRETARY SHALL NOT MAKE A GRANT TO*“
B ¢ STATE UNDBR THIS SUBSECTION UNLESS THE' STATE AGREES THAT, WITH
- RESPECT TO THE COSTS TO BE- INCURRED BY THE ' ELIGIBLE CONSORTIUM

CARRYING ouT THE ACTIVITIES FOR WHICH THE GRANT WAS' AWARDED,_THE 5‘
STATE, WILL MAKE A?AILABLE NON- -FEDERAL CONTRIBUTIONS IN AN AMOUNT.’
EQUAL TO NOT. LESS THAN THE FEDERAL FUNDS PROVIDED UNDER THE GRANT "
202, DEFINITIONS. PO S : .
ctlon 1202(e) of. the Elementary and Secondary Educatxon Act of 1965

(20 U 5. €. 6362(e)). is . amended— o : Co
S (1) by redesrgnatrng paragraphs (3) and (4) as paragraphs (4) and*
‘(5), respectlvely, and . . g ‘

v

{2} by Insertrng after paragraph (2) the followxng Lo
"(3) the term ‘famlly llteracy servxces‘ means. services provrded

:{,
act1v1t1e5°—( ) “ .

* *fﬁ % % *,*3*3*'*,*v».w‘* * £ %

"{A) Interactrve llteracy actrvrtles between parents and thELr*E'

‘children. ST e s : R - : : S
"(B) Equlpplng parents to partner wrth thelr chlldren In

*.Jlearnlng S : AR '
ey pParent lIteracy trarnlng, lncludlng tralnrng that

: mfv.xcontrlbutes to economlc self suffLCIency.‘ N P -
hfi.w."(D) Approprlate rnstructlon for chlldren of parents recexvrng*

parent llteracy servxces.,‘”A E [ L;‘ o .13 ST
203. EVALUATION. e A o ' P

C.a6369) is amended-, = : . ~ -
(1) in paragraph (1)' by strrklng “and" at the end, .
(2) xn paragraph (2), by strlklng the perlod at the, end and
"(3) by addlng at - the end the followlng. ) ‘

-3y to provxde States and elxglble entltles rece1v1ng a subgrant

>m%under thrs part, dlrectly or through a grant or contract with an
'.erganlzatlon with experrence Ln the - development and: operatlon of

successful famlly llteracy services, techn;cal assistance to ensure

* % % N

*

*

*

& * * % -

* .

* o

local ‘evaluations undertaken under- sectlon 1205(10) provxde accurate*'~'

o lnformatlon on the'effectxveness of programs assxsted under thLSf‘
'part.. R - : -

204.- INDICATORS OF PROGRAM QUALITY.'
) IN GENERAL -THE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 IS
DED~ B S RN (
(1) BY REDESIGNATING SECTION‘lZlO '‘AS SECTION 1212,,aﬁb;;,g R
(2)MBY INSERTING AFTER SECTION 1209 THE FOLLOWING," - y .”.
1210 INDICATORS OF PROGRAM QUALITY.V' A =V i '
ach State recervrng funds. under this part shall develop, based on
best. avallable research and evaluatron data, lndxcators of . program
Ity for programe asslsted under thls part. Such. Indlcaters shall be "
to monltor, evaluate, and 1mprove such. programs WLthln the State.
indicators. shall lnclude the followrng. o o L
"(1) Wlth respect to ellgzble partxc;pants In a program who are g
adults— G . N : : -

'

-'“(A) achlevement in the areas of readlng, wrltlng, Englrsh

- . . ! . . [ ;.

* % K ok ® ELE X H A K K A E_* #
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language acquleltxon, problem solvzng, and numeracy, L ‘”",T\
"“{B) receIpt ‘of ‘a- hIgh school deloma or a general equIvalency
dlploma, R S . e on .
~"(C) entry Into a poetsecondary schoel, ]Ob retraInIng«
program, or employment or’ career advancement, Includlng the
mIlItary,»and R S ‘gw; : L v
“(D} such other Indlcators as’ the State may develop
M2y Wlth respect to elIgIble partxcxpants in-a’ program who are
chIldren~ i i S
‘"(A) Improvement in abxlxty to read on grade level or. readIng
readlness, S oo S - Lo :
R " (B) school attendance, o Lo ]; ax;“
ey grade retertion and promotlon, and ' o
S MDY such other IndIcators as- thefstate may develop "
{b) STATE LEVEL ACTIVITIES -SECTION 1203(A) OF THE ELEMENTARY AND

g

(1) -IN. PARAGRAPH. (1), BY  STRIKING "AND" AT THE- END; .. Lo
(2) IN PARAGRAPH. (2), BY STRIKING' THE PERIOD AT THE END AND' "'~
INSERTING "; AND"; AND -, - ot R ' S

SN

(3) BY ADDING AT -THE .END'THE FOLLOWING: : -f'\7; ry :ﬂ"j‘ﬁfi_;@

o F

'"(3) CARRYING OUT. SECTION 1210.". : : SEay
(C) AWARD OF- SUBGRANTS.—PARAGRAPHS (3) AND. (4) OF" SECTION 1208(8) OF .

*THE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (2O U s. C 6368) AREﬂ
*AMENDED ‘TO READ AS- FOLLOWS‘i k

A ¥ % % %

u*DISSEMINATE PURSUANT TO SECTION 15107, THE RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH

1

. ON THE INDICATORS OF PROGRAM QUALITY DEVELOPED ‘BY THE STATE UNDER ~

" OF THE STARTUP PERIOD,' IF ANY. . - SR

w“"(3) CONTINUING ELIGIBILITY.-IN. AWARDING SUBGRANT FUNDS TC I

.‘-CONTINUE A, PROGRAM UNDER-. THIS PART FOR THE SECOND THIRD, OR FOURTH

-‘YEAR, THE STATE. EDUCATIONAL AGENCY SHALL EVALUATE .THE- PROGRAM BASED
SECTION 1210 'SUCH EVALUATION SHALL TAKE PLACE AFTER THE CONCLUSION

. "(4) INSUFFICIENT PROGRESS -THE STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY MAY
'ZREFUSE TO AWARD SUBGRANT FUNDS IF 'SUCH AGENCY FINDS THAT. THE

' 1ELIGIBLE ENTITY HAS NOT SUFFICIENTLY IMPROVED THE PERFORMANCE ‘OF THE

‘-PROGRAM, 'AS EVALUATED BASED ON' THE . INDICATORS ‘OF PROGRAM QUALITY

* . . L .
&fSEC 1205, RESEARCH.i fa; R . Bz,vx » 4~;) T
' - The Elementary and, Secondary Educatlon ‘Act of 1965, as amended by -
*aectxon 204 of this Act - is further amended by Lnsertlng after sectlonf

#1210 the followlng.‘ S o o Lo e V,h,;- <
»*"SEC 1211. RESEARCH.,“ilf ‘ R
rot{ay IN GENERAL*~THE SECRETARY SHALL CARRY OUT, THROUGH GRANT OR .
‘*CONTRACT, RESEARCH INTO THE COMPONENTS OF SUCCESSFUL FAMILY.' LITERACY '
"*SERVICES TO USE— i S

DEVELOPED BY-THE STATE 'UNDER\SECTION 1210, AFTER- .

' “"(A)., PROVIDING TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO THE ELIGIBLE ENTITY,
AND VR :
By AFFORDING THE ELIGIBLE ENTITY NOTICE AND AN OPPORTUNITY
FOR.A HEARING. R -

Y *'a * *'i A R % % £¥}<*~*5*1» #

B

./,,‘ v "«~,\' S - _,_3~

L

“" (1), TO IMPROVE THE. QUALITY OF. EXISTING PROGRAMS ASSISTED UNDER _
‘THIS PART OR OTHER FAMILY LITERACY PROGRAMS CARRIED ‘our UNDER THIS
'ACT.OR THE ADULT EDUCATION ACT; AND . .

."{(2) TO DEVELOP MODELS , FOR NEW PROGRAMS TO BE CARRIED ouT- UNDER
_THIS ACT OR THE ‘ADULT EDUCATION ACT.. - :

"(B} DISSEMINATION ~THE-NATIONAL INSTITUTE. FOR LITERACY SHALL

-
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*DESCRIBED IN SUBSECTION {A) TO STATES AND RECIPIENTS OF SUBGRANTS UNDER
*THIS PART.". = : N : R

*SEC.

*
B

L N O I I o N R

;j/'l".(C) by inserting. after. subparagraph (A) ‘the followxng ‘new

L

;:'*TITLE III FUNDS FOR FEDERAL WORK-STUDY PROGRAMS j" . -
301. USE OF WORK-STUDY FUNDS FOR TUTORING AND LITERACY.,, ‘{ -

Sectlon 443 of the ngher Educatlon Act of 1965 (42 U.5. C. 2753) 18 ~f
*amended—‘ Sy et : o e ‘ff~ ~

Doy ', N N

(1) in subsectlon (b)(2)- :.~73" T
" (A) by strlklng "and" at the end of subparagraph (A)

(B) by redesxgnatxng subparagraph (B) as subparagraph (C},»and*

subparagraph" L - .
e"'(B) in, academxcyyear 1998 and succeedlng academlc years, an.

Instxtutlon shall use at least 2, percent of the’ total amount’ of *

’ﬂ funds granted to-such:’ lnstltutlon under thIs section for such
academxc year in accordance ‘with subsectlon (d}ﬂ’and"' and
(2) by addxng ‘at the end the followxng new subsectlcn~~

-"(d) TUTORING AND, LITERACY ACTIVITIES.=.-

'"(1) USE OF FUNDS.“IN ANY ACADEMIC YEAR TO WHICH SUBSECTION

‘.(B}(Z)(B) APPLIES AN INSTITUTION SHALﬂ USE THE" AMOUNT REQUIRED TO -

.BE. USED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THIS SUBSECTION TO COMPENSATE (INCLUDING

B

T

*;#7*'§ *

*

' TCOM?ENSATION FOR TIME SPENT‘IN DIRECTLY RELATED TRAINING AND TRAVEL}*

L7l

15104. - - » - SR .
3y FEDERAL SHARE. -THE FEDERAL 'SHARE OF THE COMPENSATION OF NORK
'STUDY STUDENTS COMPENSATED UNDER THIS SUBSECTION MAY 'EXCEED |75 ,

PPERCENT.~“*- o N a :
. :'%(&4) WAIVER.-THE SECRETARY 'MAY WAIVE. THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS
. “SUBSECTION IF THE SECRETARY DETERMINES. THAT ENFORCING SUCH . .
. REQUIREMENTS' WOULD CAUSE A HARDSHIP FOR STUDENTS AT THE .
- INSTITUTION."." o : N
‘ : *TITLE v- REPEALS o e ‘
401 REPEAL OF CERTAIN UNFUNDED EDUCATION. PROGRAMS. o

’_*SEc.

*
L%
%
%*
*
*

4

‘STUDENTS~

“(A) EMPLOYED AS' A READING TUTOR FOR CHILDREN WHO ARE N
PRESCHOOL THROUGH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL; OR- o o S
" (B) EMPLOYED IN FAMILY LITERACY PROJECTS. . -
(2) PRIORITY FOR SCHOOLS -AN INSTITUTION SHALL- = .. . e
"(A) GIVE PRIORITY "IN USING SUCH FUNDS, TO. THE EMPLOYMENT OF
STUDENTS! IN THE PROVISION OF 'TUTORING SERVICES IN SCHGOLS THAT—
‘jﬁ*'w'“(I) 'ARE - IDENTIFIED FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT UNDER SECTION
1116(0) OF ' THE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF:
. 1965; OR . - . o . e
- “(11) are selected by a local educatlonal agency under
) sectIon 15104(a)(2) of such Act*‘and S ‘
v“{B) enSure that any student compensated with such. funds who
' Is»employed In a: school selected under section. 15104(a}{2) of

g

'é:
*
*

*
*
*
*
*
*

the Elementary and Secondary Educatxon ‘Act of - 1965 Is tralned in*

'

" the- Instructxonal practxces based . on relxable, repllcable o

'research on readlng uséd by the school pursuant to such sectlon *

’(a) ADULT" EDUCATION ACT.~THE FOLLOWING . PROVISIONS ‘ARE’ REPEALED. .

(1) BUSINESS, INDUSTRY, LABOR, AND EDUCATION- PARTNERSHIPS FOR .
WORKPLACE LITERACY ~SECTION 371 OF. THE ADULT 'EDUCATION, ACT (20
U.s.C,:1211). e . .

3

'{2) "ENGLISH LITERACY GRANTS.—SECTION 3?2 OF THE ADULT EDUCATIONM«

acT (20 U.s.C.| 1211A) L 7
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1*ACT;-THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS ARE . REPEALED._"V K .

*7&:M I R I B T T N N

. *ACT (CONTAINED INrPART B OF TITLE V. ‘OF “THE-, IMPROVING AMERICA s SCHOOLSr

- » (D) EDUCATIONAL. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, DIESEMINATION,,AND IMPROVEMENT -
. *ACT OF 1994.-SECTION 941(J) OF THE.EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, -
|+ *DISSEMINATION,- AND IMPROVEMENT ACT - OF 1994 (20 u.s. c. 6041(J)) s, ‘
"., *REPEALED. . * .© e o

;*PROVISIONS ARE . REPEALED'- - e ¥ S

*
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(3) EDUCATION PROGRAMS FOR COMMERCIAL DRIVERS —SECTION 373 OF THE

_ ADULT EDUCATION ACT- (20 U.$.C. 1211B). N S A
. (4). ADULT- LITERACY VOLUNTEER TRAINING~—SECTION 382 OF THE ADULT .. ‘
EDUCATION ACT (2O U.S.C. 1213n). S “y, :

“{(B) CARL D. PERKINS VOCATIONAL AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION

(1) BUSINESS—LAEOR-EDUOATION PARTNERSHIP FOR, TRAINING.—PART D OF
TITLE III OF THE CARL;D. 'PERKINS VOCATIONAL AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY
EDUCATION ACT. (20 u.s.c. 2391 'ET 'SEQ. )« ' s

(2) SUPPLEMENTARY 'STATE GRANTS FOR EACILITIEs AND EQUIPMENT AND
OTHER PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT ACTIVITIES.-PART ‘F .OF TITLE III.OF THE.
CARL D. PERKINS VOCATIONAL "AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION ACT (20

g, S.C. 2395 ET SEQ. ) e . S

(3) COMMUNITY. EDUCATION:EMPLOYMENT CENTERS AND VOCATIONAL "1 B
EDUCATION LIGHTHOUSE SCHOOLS.=PART G OF -TITLE III“OF THE: CARL DL o
. PERKINS’ _VOCATIONAL .AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION ACT (20 U S. C.._
2396 ET SEQ.). L ; R P o ;
; (4) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS ~PART B. OF TITLE IV\OF THE CARL Do
PERKINS VOCATIONAL AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION ACT (20 U s C.
2411 ET SEQ. ). g- S .

(5 CERTAIN EILINCUAL PROGRAMS SUBSECTIONS (B) 'AND {C) OF SECTIONC"
441 OF THE ‘CARL D. PERKINS - VOCATIONAL AND APPLIED TECHNOLOGY j, hlx

. -EDUCATION ACT: (20°0.5.C. 2441) L S K e
(C) COMMUNITY SCHOOL- PARTNERSHIPS. ~THE' COMMUNITY SCHOOL PARTNERSHIP

e

;@'*f*A*'* Tk ok H F %% L
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N
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*ACT -OF 1994 (20 U.s.cC. 1070 NOTE) Is REPEALED._' .

* {E) ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965.-THE FOLLOWING

(1) INNOVATIVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEANSITION PROJBCTS.—SECTION 1503
oF THE BLEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 U\S c.
6493} . Ly

2) SCHOOL DROPOUT ASSISTANCE -PART C' OF TITLE v OF “THE ELEMENTAEY*fa%
cﬂ1'AND SECONDARY EDUCATION. ACT OF 1965 (20 .U. S.Cr 7261-ET SEQ.). - | S
! (3) IMPACT AID PROGRAM.-SECTION 8006 OF ‘THE ELEMENTARY .AND .- . %

‘LSECONDARY EDUCATION-ACT -OF 1965 (20 U.s. C..7706) Is REPEALED.}'; T
' (4). SPECIAL PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS TO IMPROVE 'EDUCATIONAL " . R ‘
~3OPPORTUNITIES 'FOR INDIAN CHILDREN.-SUBPART 2. OF PART. A OF TITLE IX- % 0
. 'OF' THE ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 U.s. c.
7831 ET SEQ.). .. T . . R
~"1.(5), SPECIAL PROGRAMS RELATING TO ADULT EDUOATION FOR
' INDIANs ~SUBPART 3 OF ‘PART A OF TITLE IX OF.THE ELEMENTARY AND
SECONDARY. EDUCATION ‘ACT. OF, 1965 (20’ v §.C. 7851 ET SEQ.).
S (6) EEDERAL ADMINISTRATION.-SUBPART. 5 OF .PART A OF TITLE X OF TEE*,’
a ELEMENTARY AND* SECONDARY EDUCATION AOT OF . 1965 {20 U.s.c. 7871 ET.
"SEQ.): ' :
(7). AUTHORIZATION oF . APPROPRIATIONS —SUBSECTIONS (B) AND (C) OF -
SECTION 9162 OF THE ELEMENTARY*AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT ‘OF 1965
(20 u.s.c. 7882) " ~ﬂLgf~ S )
(8),DE LUGO TERRITORIAL : EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT PROOEAM PART H OF
3 TITLE x OF: THE ELEMENTARY AND, SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20
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'7*EDUCATE AMERICA ACT (20;U,s. C., 5951(3)) IS8 REPEALED.E‘ S
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*ENDEAVOR SCHOOLS ACT (42 U.s.c. 13792) IS REPEALED."

*REPEALED. PR S o

S ‘(1) STATE, AND LOCAL PROGRAMS FOR TEACHER EXCELLENCE —PART A oF

*. TITLEV OF THE HIGHER. EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 u. S. C. 1102 ET
SEQ. ). T

HIGHER EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1992 (20 U.s. c. 1070 NOTE) IS REPEALED.;

TR k- AT % R

‘;~EDUCATICN "ACT OF 1965 (20 U.S. C. '1103.ET SEQ.).

'T'TITLE V OF THE HIGHER EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 U. S c. 111? ET ff'ﬁ

"'SECTION 302 OF SUCH ACT (29 U.S.C. 771A(E))". - .

N”TRAINING FOR INCARCERATED YOUTH OFFENDERS -PART E OF TITLE X OF THE
_" HIGHER EDUCATION ACT 'OF. 1965 (20 U.s. C. 11356) ‘ N

. RN
. . .y

HR%WMW@%@HWWM@MF‘?LE

U S. C.\822l ET SEQ ) SR T -0 o co ?
- (9) EXTENDED' TIME FOR LEARNING AND. LONGER SCHOOL YEAR.-PART L OF
CTITLE X OF THE ELEMENTARY - AND. SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF, 1965 (20
1U.s.C. 8351). » *
~'(10) TERRITORIAL ASSISTANCE “PART M.OF TITLE X OF THE ELEMENTARY
AND SECONDARY 'EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8371). o
(F) FAMILY. AND: COMMUNITY ENDEAVOR SCHOOLS .-THE FAMILY AND COMMUNITY

,

"(G) GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERTCA ACT.-SECTION 601(B) -OF THE GOALS 2000:

{(H)" HIGHER EDUCATION ACT OF | 1965.—THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS ARE

(2)° NATIONAL TEACHER ACADEMIES.-PART B, OF TITLE 'V OF- THE HIGHER

(3) CLASS SIZE DEMONSTRATION GRANT.—SUBPART 3 OF PART D OF TITLE V

OF THE HIGHER EDUCATION  ACT - OF 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1109 ET SEQ.).
o (4) MIDDLE ‘SCHOOL TEACHING DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS . —SUBPART 4 OF -
_ PART D OF \TITLE V' OF" THE HIGHER EDUCATION ACT OF 1965 (20 U- ‘5. c.m a
<1110 ET SEQ.). _' L : '
(5} SMALL STATE TEACHING INITIATIVE -SUBPART 3 OF* PART F OF TITLE
V:OF .THE HIGHER EDUCATION :ACT OF 1965 (20 u.s.c. 1115) e
(6) EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION TRAINING.-SUBPART 5 OF PART F OF

SEQ ) R . . ¢ .
(7)’GRANTS TO STATES FOR WORKPLACE AND COHMUNITY TRANSITION
(I);HIGHER EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF .. 1992.-PART E OF TITLE XV OF THE

(J) REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973. ~The" followxng provxsxons are . repealed-
(l) 'CAREER; ADVANCEMENT TRAINING CONSORTIA.—SUBSECTION (E) OF

'(2) VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION SERVICES_ FOR’ INDIVIDUALS WITH
“.DISABILITIES.—SECTION 303 OF 'SUCH 'ACT (29 u.s.c. 772). 0

-.°/ (3) LOAN GUARANTEES 'FOR COMMUNITY REHABILITATION PROGRAMS -SECTION*
, 304 OF SUCH ACT (29 U.s.C. 773). . oo o I

(4) COMPREHENSIVE REHABILITATION CENTERS —SECTION 305 OF SUCH ACT.

"N(29 UiS.C.0775). .7 , N L

»

t

', E3

e, .

' .(5).SPECIAL DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS -SUBSECTIONS (B) AND (E) OF‘
_SECTION 311 OF SUCH ACT /(29 U.S. C..777A(B) AND, AE)) . .
(6) READER SERVICES FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE BLIND. —SECTION 314 OF
SUCH ACT (29 U.S.C. 777D). -

(8) COMMUNITY SERVICE EMPLOYMENT PILOT PROGRAMS FOR INDIVIDUALS

' ‘WITH DISABILITIES .~SECTION 611 OF SUCH 'ACT (29 U.S.C. 795).
'(9) BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES.?PART*

- D OF-TITLE VI OF THE REHABILITATION.ACT OF 1973 (29 u.s. C.,795R)
- (10) ' CERTAIN DEMONSTRATION ACTIVITIES.-

(A) TRANSPORTATION SERVICES GRANTS. -SUBSECTION (R) OF SECTION

1802 OF 'SUCH ACT (29.uls.C. 797A(A)). L e

R T %’*V*.} * *'*j» o
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(7) INTERPRETER SERVICES FOR. INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE DEAF —SECTION 315*"'
"OF SUCH ACT (29 U. S.C. 7?7E) '
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(K) STEWART B. MCKINNEY HOMELESS ASSISTANCE ACT.-SUBTITLE A OF TITLE
*VII OF THE. STEWART B. MCKINNEY HOMELESS ASSISTANCE ACT (42 U s. C 11421
*ET SEQ.) IS REPEALED. ..-ﬁ s S L

{LY . TECHNOLOGY-RELATED ASSISTANCE FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES

*
‘%
*
. ' .-OF SECTION 802 OF SUCH.ACT (29.U.8.C.\797A(C) ). . .-% L
*
’k
K}

'SKILLS.~SUBSECTION (J) OF SECTION 802 OF SUCH ACT (29 U.s c.
. ?97A(J)) e - S

& '(x) OF SECTION 802 'OF SUCH ACT (29, U.S. C..797A(K))
(11) CERTAIN TRAINING ACTIVITIES.- SR BTN

5
‘ i
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{

(B} PROJECTS TO 'ACHIEVE HIGH QUALITY PLACEMENTS -SUBSECTION
(B) OF SECTION ‘802 OF SUCH. ACT. (29 U.S.C, 797A(B)). . :
(C) EARLY INTERVENTION DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS . -SUBSECTION (cy

L

.+ (D) TRANSITION DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS. —SUBSECTION (D) oF B
' SECTION 802 OF SUCH ACT (29 U.S.C. 797A(D)). g :

e

" (EY BARRIERS TO SUCCESSFUL REHABILITATION OUTCOMES FOR

MINORITIES.rSUBSECTION (E) OF SECTION 802 OF SUCH ACT (29\0 S C *:

CI97K(E) ). - L )
' (F) STUDIES, SPECIAL PROJECTS, AND. DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS 6 %

STUDY MANAGEMENT AND SERVICE DELIVERY —SUBSECTION (F) OF SECTION*

(I} DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS TO UPGRADE .WORKER .
{JY) MODEL SYSTEMS REGARDING SEVERE DISABILITIES —SUBSECTION .

(A) DISTANCE LEARNING THROUGH TELECOMMUNICATIONS -SUBSECTION ,
(), OF SECTION 803 OF -SUCH.ACT. (29 u.s.c. J97B(R)). .

(B) TRAINING. 'REGARDING IMPARTIAL HEARING. OFFICERS. -SUBSECTION
(D) OF 'SECTION 803 OF SUCH" ACT (29 U.S.C. 797B(D)) - R

/ {C) RECRUITMENT AND RETENTION ‘OF .URBAN' "PERSONNEL. ~SUBSECTION
(E) OF “SECTION 803 OF 'SUCH ACT (29 U.S.C. 797B(E)). ‘

- ﬁ'wdﬁ w'x<$‘*-* * % % % £‘¥‘

\

"*ACT OF 1988 -Subtltle B of. tltle II of the- Technology—Related ASSLStancetk

'

o *for, Indlvxduals Wlth stabzlxtles Act of 1988 (29 U.s.cC. 2241 et seq )

=

*xs repealed T Cd
(m) NATIONAL. LITERACY ACT OF 1981. —Sectlon 304 of the Natlonal '
.*theracy Act of 1991 (20 u.s. C.k1213c note) is- repealed.' 1 T

*

, -
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802 OF SUCH ACT.(29 U.S.C.. 797A(F)y o =
Ce) NATIONAL“COMMISSION ON REHABILITATION SERVICES. —SUBSECTION*‘

© {H) OF SECTION' 802 OF SUCH.ACT- (29 U.S.C. 797A(H)). L

' (H) MODEL PERSONAL ASSISTANCE SERVICES' sysrans -SUBSECTION (1)* o
- OF SECTION .802" OF- suca ‘ACT (29 U.S.C. 7973(1)) ;3 S o

3
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL
October 28, 1997
Telefgg Transmittal Sheet
TO: Bruce Reed, the White House
FAY NO: 456=-5542
FROM: ‘Jack Kristy, Assistant General Counsel for Legislation
Phone: (202) 401-6267 Fax: (202) 401-5391
TIME: 11:32 am

PAGES ({including this sheet): 3

COMMENTS: At Mike Smith’s reguest, here is a list of possible
conditions/restrictions/prohibitions relating to the
voluntary national tests. The Departuwent could accept
any of these without jecpardizing its plans for those
tests. '

400 MARYLAND AVE., SW. WASHINGTON, DC. 20202-2110
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Limitations/prohibitions/requiréments relating to national teste

High-stakes use

1. Tests may not be used for--
- tracking
- promotion
- graduation
- some combination of the above.

2. Tests may not be used by themselves for one or more of the
above purposes.

3. No high-stakes use untll [insert date] or [x] years after
tests are first administered.

4. No use for any purpose for which not validated:

5. National Academy of Science to advise NAGB on appropriate
uses of tests (ED is drafting bill language at Obey’s
request)

Schedule .

1. Require NAGB to pilot test (no later than/in?] spring of 98;
field test in spring of 99; and implement in 2000.

2. Prohibit ﬁAGB from going faster than above schedule.

Expansion

1. No expansion to other grades or subject matters [ever or
until specified date/event]

2. No expansion until NAS (or other body) rev1ews/reports on |

: implementation

3. Cap (oxr make NAGB cap) the percentage of kids in the Nation
who take the tests in any year. . Limit growth in future
years.

Reporting

1. Require States and LEAs to provide detailed, understandable

information to principals, teachers, and parents along the
-lines of Title I (dmsaggregatlon, etc.)

2. Require NAGRB to adopt "guidelines" for reporting, which
could be 1in consultation with NAS
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Prohibit‘reporting of individual scores to Federal
Government .

LEP students

NAGB to develop (or work with States and school districts to
develop) supplementary tests in Spanish.

Tests to be available by

Spanish-~ language tests to be voluntary with parents of LEP
kldS

Use only for diagnostic purposes.

Students who have been in the US at least 3 years would have
to take tests in Engllsh

Federal intrusion

N

Prohibit Secretary and NAGBR from asserting any control over
curriculum or teaching or from making use of the tests a
condition of receiving Federal funds :

Nothing in this legislation shall be deemed to extend
authority of Federal Govt. over K-12 education.

Appointments Clause fixes.

1. Fix appointments procedures for NAGB members.
2. Revise Senate language to:
' (a) appropriate funds to Secretary; .
(B) direct Secretary to award grant to NAGB; and
(C) specifically authorize NAGB, exclusive of
Secretarial control, to develop and implement
tests
Othexr

Protections for home schoolers and private and parochial schools

(i.e.,

their participation is voluntary) :

Link to NAEP

10/28/98
11:30 AM
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FILE Mo. 520 10-27 'Q7 09132 ID:

L

= No funds in this or any other Act shall be vsad oxclusively o develop, upgrade,

implement or administer any voluntary national testing program in veading or
mathematics without specific anthorization, except for activitics neccssary to
administer the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) and the Third
International Math and Science Study (TTMMS): Provided, That notwithstanding any

’ - . other provisio this or any other Act, up to $17,250,000 of the funds in this Act

'g@ /mmm‘pnm and field 1est volumary national reading and

AN mathematics {n those states that clect to participate in such ficld testing: Pravided
further, That nothing in this Act or any other Act shall be intorpreted w preclade
states and local edueational agencies from using federal assigtanee provided under
ESEA., Qoals 2000 Ast, and IDEA for tse cosis of sdminisiering state, local or
voluntary national reading and mathenmatics tests where those expenses are eligihle
expenses under the purposes of such Acts. ‘ -

And

The use of the tests shell be completety voluntary and the tederal government shall
not require any state ov sehool district to admimster such tests. :

Nothing in this Act shall be construed as a mandate, directive, or requircment that 2
stage, school distriet, or school alter its curricplum, program ol instruction, or
gllocation of state or local resources as a condition of participating in the 4" grade
reading and 8" prade math national testing program.

L4

Neo.individual student test scores shall be reported to the Federal government.

*

No tests may be implemented or administered until the completion of a sixty (60) day
cotment period to begin after the tests have boon developed and field tested; during
such sixty day period the National Assessment Governing Board shall hold public
hearings in which key stakeholders may comment on the testing program,

L)

No tests may be implemented or administered until such time as a final National
Academy of Sciences raport is completed that evaluates the technical quality of the
test development, the udequacy of the adminjstration of the field tests, the validity and
reliability of the field tests, the validity of the design for linking tcst results to student
performance, and the degree to which the iests provide valid and useful information to
the public, ptovided that such report shall be completed by September 30, (998.
(House bill language)

10/27/97  11:37 ‘@202 490 ©iws UHiEP Ur aiarc R



C/"’ Michael Cohen
T 10/30/97 11:31:47 AM

Record Type: Record

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EQP

ce:
Subject: Language for Rahm

Wh.at do you think?

For the first time in our Nation’s history:’
our nation will have national tests in the basic SleS tied to high nauoraal standards

an independent, bipartisan board will be i in charge of developing nanonal tests that can be given in every

school in the country

Congress has responded to the President’s Call to Action with bipartisan support for the development of

national tests



v

Record Type: Record

/ﬁ*@ Michael Cohen -
T 10/19/97 02:18:55 PM

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/EQP

cc: Michelle Crisci/WHOQ/EOP, William R. Kincaid/QPD/EQP, Elena Kagan/OPD
Subject: Re: Testing vote ILL] ) )

Here is the list Rahm requested:

Non-Caucus Democrats Supporting Goodling Amendment on National Testing.

Neil Abercrombie (Hl)
James Barcia {Ml)
David Bonier (Ml}
Allen Boyd (FL)
Pat Danner (MO)
Peter DeFazio (OR)
Mike Doyle (PA)
Chet Edwards (TX)
Lane Evans {IL}
Virgil Goode (VA}
Gene Green (TX)
Ralph Hall {TX} -
Lee Hamilton {IN)
Tom Holden (PA)
Chris John (LA)
Marcy Kaptur {OH}
Gerald Kleczka {W1)
Ron Klink (PA)
William Lipinski (IL)
Thomas Manton (NY) -
Robert Matsui (CA)
Patsy Mink {HD
Alan Mollohan {(WVA)
John Murtha {PA)
Collin Peterson (MN)
Owen Pickett {(VA)}
Tim Roemer (IN)
Norma Sisisky (VA) -
ike Skelton (MO}
Charles Stenhoim {TX}.
Ted Strickland (OH)
Gene Taylor (MS)
Jarnes Traficant (OH)
Jim Turner {TX)



“U# William R, Kincaid
> 10/28/97 02:40:57 PM

‘Record Type:  Record

To: Bruce N. Reed/OPD/E'OP, Michael Cohen/OPD/EOP .

cc: Tanya E. Martin/OPD/EOP '
Subject: Bingaman floor statement on national tests
FLOOR STAT EMENT ON

~ VOLUNTARY NATIONAL TESTING
October 28, 1997 N

I would like to take a few minutes this morning o °
debunl’ several of the myths that are being spread
about how the Senate voluntary national testmg plan
~works and explain why a so-called ‘compromise’ that S
been touted misses the marl< almost entn*ely

As many of my colleagues aheady know opponcms of
a voluntary national test are blockmg what is in
reality a reasonable, carefully crafted proposal to
improve our schools. Over a month ago, the Senate
voted 87-13 in support of this proposal and since
then testing opponents have refused to even sit down
at the table and talk about this issue: In fact, they
threaten to shut down the federal government again
rather than let states and districts and parents decide



for themselves whether to use these new tests.

MYTHS ABOUT THE SENATE PROPOSAL

In recent weeks, opponents of voluntary national
testing have tried to spread a series of myths about
the proposal that was passed by the Senate. Many of
these are described on these charts.. For example:

They say it’s just another test, when in reality

voluntary national tests would provide essential

information that no other test, commercial or
otherwise, can provide, student by student.

They say the national tests aren’t voluntary and
would undercut local control, when in reality they

are as voluntary as can be --explicitly prohibiting

any forced participation by a state, district, or
community. |

They say the new tests won’t do anything, when
in reality communities around the nation are
showing that high standards and wuniform
measures of achievement can engage and

rempower a commumty to increase 1eammg

WHAT THE ‘FRONT LINES WANT



Despite these efforts to misrepresent the voluntary
testing proposal, I am glad to report that educators,
business leaders, and the American public supports

the proposal overwhelmingly. I know this from

having heard from- the people on the front lines thls
past Friday: | o |

Elementary school parent and PTA member Laura
Scott told me about how important mdependent
tests were for parents who are handing over their
children to schools and need all the leverage they

“can get to make sure the education is adequate.

Colorado and North Carolina Govemofs‘ Roy

Romer and Jim Hunt talked about how well the
new tests would help the state reform efforts to
raise academic standards, ensure educational
accountability, and save states the costs of havmg
to reinvent the wheel 50 tlmes over.

From a business perspective, Alan Wurtzel of the‘
National Alliance of Business and Chris Larsen of -
the  Technology Network described  how

important uniform measures of achievement are "

to preparing a qualified- workforce for the 21st

century.



- Representing large urban school districts,
Philadelphia Schools Superintendent  David
Hornbeck said that the tests would be a “sword of
equality” for poor and minority students in
Philadelphia and elsewhere who are receiving an

~inferior educatmn * |

‘THE ‘LAKE WOEBEGONE’ PROPOSAL

‘Most recently, opponents of a voluntary national test
came up with a so-called ‘compromise’ proposal that,
to my view, reveals a basic misunderstanding about
what the voluntary national testing proposal is
supposed to do. Because it'presef\}é‘s*the status quo
and relies on a type of test that creates the impression
that students are doing better than they really are, I -
‘would have to call this a ‘Lake Woebegone’ Proposal.

First off, the compromise they are proposing is not
much different from an outright prohibition on
development of any new tests. Further development
of a voluntary national test would be immediately and
completely prohibited. That’s just protecting the
status quo, and denymg states and districts the choice
to participate in a national measure of student

achievement (which 7 states and 15 districts have
already opted to-do).



Secondly, the proposed compromise wouldn’t really
accomplish anything useful in terms of focusing more
attention on world-class standards for all children.
That’s because, instead of developing new national
tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math, the
anti-testing proposal would fund a $3 million study of
the feasibility of linking various commercial tests to
each other. . | | -

However, the commercial tests that would be linked
under this study do not conform with the rigorous
academic standards of the National Assessment of
Educational Progress. In addition, the tests that
would be studied are all ‘norm-referenced’ tests, which
means that their scores are all reported as percentiles
that show how you score compared to others --but not

whether that’s good enough.

In so many ways, this proposal misses the point
--suggesting - that the - current hodge-podge of
commercial tests can solve the problem, preserving
the status quo rather than allowing states and districts
to make their own choices, and undercutting the
National Assessment of Progress which is our most
rigorous national measure of student achievement.



BUILDING ON THE SENATE PROPOSAL

‘This proposal is completely unsatisfactory and would
be blocked here in the Senate or vetoed by the
President if it was the proposal in the Labor-HHS
conference report. - o |

The Senate compromise should be the basis for any
action by the conferees. It was negotiated and
supported overwhelmingly by a bipartisan group of 87
Senators. Even conservatives like Checker Finn and
Bill Bennett supported it. Since then, 43 Senators
“have pledged to block the bill or uphold a veto if the
original compromise is not maintained.

If testing opponents want the National Academy of
Sciences to study. whether commercial or even
state-developed tests are as rigorous as the National
Assessment of Educational Progress, ‘that’s fine with
‘me. But until it’s clear that state and .commercial -
~tests are up to the task, I thmk ‘that a voluntary
national test should be made avaﬂable as soon as
poss1ble |



