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THE SECRETARY OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202

Aprit 13, 1959

Dear Conferee: o
I am writing to express my views on the House- and Senate-passed versions of H.R. 800, the
Education Flexibility Parmership Act of 1999. As you know, "ED-Flex” suthority permits States
10 waive certain statutory and wogulaiury requirements that apply o Federal education programs
in a manncr that complements State educational reform efforts and promotes achicvement to high
standerds by all sindents. The Administrazion has long supported the concept of expanding ED-
Flex anthority bevond the 12 States allowed under currene law, so long as i expunsion does
nmxmdamnethepmpmesafthose&dmlmmndmmtamahzghdegeeof
accpuntability for results. [ am very pleased, therefore, that both bills would expand eligibility
for ED-Flex status 1o all the States, as well as tha District of Columbia and the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, and couple that increased flexibility with a serious artextion to mainteining
accountobility at the Strte and local Ievel. The Senate bill, however, contains provisions that
retreat from last year's bipartisan committent regarding the class size reduction authority and
are unrelzted 10 the expansion of the ED-Flex authority. If adopted by the Conferers, ] would be
forced to tecommend o the President that he veto the confereace roport. IurgcﬁmCunﬁ:zmw

avoxdmchndxsappomungandmnzcassaxymuh

‘I‘mmng to the ED-Flex provisians, T am very pleased that both hifla ha-.e strong provisicns for
ensuring State monitoring of local ED-Flex activities and rermination of waivers that have
madequate or harmfal msults With rcgasd to the followiny provisions, I offer the follomng

. Public parie and comment. lmplmcdthmhoththsScnﬂcaadeﬂcwsm
contain provisions to enhance parental involvement in the ED-Flex waiver process. In
order 0 maximize paremmal involvement and improve ED-Tlex waivers, I support the
Senate’'s provisiou on this fssuc, with the addition of language incinded in the House hill

' zeqmnngthcpubhcnomtomadesmpuonofanyamedmemms in
student performance and the public comments rmvulby thc Stz:te and Jocal edocation
agencies to be made available for pnbhc review.

. Emzsmmg_mmonm With regard to the c.xpansmn of the ED-Flex suthority,

I support the Senate version of the bill, which would rnake very clear that a Stte may not
walye F edaml requircrcnts apphcable to fisell :

Our sissinn i 16 énsurc cquai aecess W educasan and 10 promete educational cxrellerico throughou: the Nation.


http:COl1,ta.in

“ & ag * = L ID: FALLD

" Page2

. Accountsbility Provisions With respect 1o State eligibility for ED-Flex status, I support
the more rigorous conditions in the House bill, as they epply to implemeutation of
standavds and assessments under Tide I of the Elementary and Secondary Edocation Act
of 1965 (ESEA). With respect to the State’s application for ED-Flex status, I support the
langizage in the Senate bill, which focuses on how ED-Flex authority will assist in
implementing the State's comprehenatve reform plan. Regarding the renewal of Ed-Flex
authority, [ support the more rigorous requirements in the House version thas require the
Starte to show measurable progress toward achreving the State’s educarional objectives.

. Tageting Provisions, With respect to waivers that would not be anthorized, 1 strongly
support both the ITousc and Scante versions regarding school efigibility for Titie I Part A
since both these provisions target funds mere directly to high-poverty schools.

e - SiateReportipg Iwévewmmpzmmmﬁnguf@-ﬂumxdmisiﬁpomm
and so support the provisions of the House bill relating 1o anrual State reparting to the
Sccmmxyahommenmnb&sandchmamsacsofwmmgxmtad.

. Wm. Finally, I strongly support the provision of the House bill thatwould
"sunser” this Act apon enasuneat uf e upcoming reantborizatian of the ENEA, because -
it 1s vitally tmportant that contimuanion of ED-Flex authority be made consistent with
changes to the underlying Federal programs to which it applies.

Mm

. Last fall, Congress enacted and funded, on a bipartisan basis, a down payment on the President's
plan to belp the Nation's schoal districts reduce class sizes in the early clcmentary grades.
Regrettably, the Seruts bill containe amendments to s vhes xive roducton suthoriry that would
undermine its impact by permitting local school distriets to use finds received under tha
initiative oot to reduce class size, but to meer obligations they are already required to meet under
Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Edvcation Act. The value of reducing class szc im the -
early elementary grades is supported by research, end doing so is ane of the most impartant
things we can do 1y hogur our patdonal commitrpent to ensuring equal educational opportunity
for all our children. Moreover, reducing class size in the carly grades allnws teachers to idearify,
and work more effectively with, students who have leaming disabilitics, thereby potentially
vedwing those students’ need for tntensive special education services in the lager grades. Rather
than undermining the bipartisan effort to reduce class size — and seming parcat against parentin
school disticts across the country ~ I would have supportsd a bill that extanded the Presidenr's
initiative. so that school districts could plan fo hire additional qualified toachers, provide
additions! classrooms, and take the other steps pecessary to reduce class size. 1 certainly camnot
support a bill that contains these Seualc amendments and would recommend that the President
veto it if it were presented to him.
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The Office of Management and Budget advises that thare is 1o objection to the submission of

this report aud that from the standpoint of the Administration's progeem, cmctment of H.R. 8§00
conftaining te Senste's amendments relating to the class size reduction initiative would notbein

accord with the President’s program.
- Yoy sincerely,
( o '
- |  Richerd W. Riley
A
A
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