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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. LAMALFA).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 18, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable Douc
LAMALFA to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———————

AIR FORCE ONE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have
heard some criticize the President for
having played golf with Tiger Woods
because Woods is not a favorable role
model. The President’s golfing is not
my business.

But permit me to tell you what is my
business: the frequent use of Air Force
One and the related costs thereto.
President Obama was the second most
traveled President of all time for a sin-

gle term, spending 95 days on 25 trips.
In 2009, President Obama traveled more
in his first year than any other Presi-
dent. President Obama spent 41 days
traveling to 21 different countries.

The most updated figure, Mr. Speak-
er, on the cost per hour of operating
Air Force One is in excess of $179,000
per hour. This is just a tiny fraction of
the President’s foreign travel plans,
which includes backup aircraft, aerial
tankers, motor transport, security and
diplomatic  personnel, accommoda-
tions, and advance teams.

The First Lady also has been actively
traveling, making trips to Ireland, Af-
rica, Western Europe, and Copenhagen.
When flying solo, Michelle Obama
would likely use a C-40B or C with a
cost per flight-hour of between $19,000
and $26,000, or a larger C-32 passenger
jet, which has a cost per flight-hour of
in excess of $42,000.

Presidential entourages have grown
quite large in the modern era as well,
Mr. Speaker. President Obama was ac-
companied by more than 500 staff, in-
cluding security, during his 2009 trip to
London. At least 200 security agents
alone will be involved in the Presi-
dent’s current Africa trip.

I am not suggesting, Mr. Speaker,
that we compromise safety or security,
but the First Family, it seems to me,
treats Air Force One and related air-
craft as their personal toys—a very ex-
pensive toy, I might add. I will admit,
Mr. Speaker, that Air Force One be-
longs to President Obama and his wife,
but Air Force One also belongs to you
and me and to every taxpayer in Amer-
ica.

I simply ask the President and his
wife to exercise more prudence and dis-
cipline regarding their prided aircraft
activities. When the wheels of Air
Force One are up, the meter is on, and
I'm talking about a heap of taxpayer
dollars.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the plague of
the soaring debt continues to bother

us. I respectively request that Presi-
dent Obama and his wife direct more
attention to our soaring debt and def-
icit and less time on Air Force One.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would remind Members to refrain
from improper references toward the
President.

———
BENGHAZI UNANSWERED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to ask another question that has not
yet been answered by the House. This
question will be the third in a series of
critical issues that have not yet been
resolved. I will continue to raise addi-
tional questions for the next 9 legisla-
tive days until we depart for August re-
cess, keeping in mind that the 1l-year
anniversary of the Benghazi attacks
will be upon us when the Congress re-
turns in September.

It is also noteworthy that there does
not appear to be a single hearing on
Benghazi scheduled in any committee
between now and the 1l-year anniver-
sary. That is why, in the absence of
public hearings to address these ques-
tions, I am raising them on the House
floor this month.

On Tuesday, I raised the question on
why none of the Benghazi survivors—
whether the State Department, CIA, or
private security contractor employee—
have testified publicly before Congress.

Yesterday, I asked about whether
there had been any intelligence fail-
ures in the vetting of the Libyan mili-
tias who abandoned the Americans at
the consulate as the assault began. I
also asked who provided the terrorists
with a detailed understanding of the
consulate property.

Today, I return again to the
Benghazi survivors and other career
employees and contractors working for
the CIA, Defense Department, and the
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State Department who were involved
in the response, or the lack thereof, to
the Benghazi attacks.

According to trusted sources that
have contacted my office, many, if not
all, of the survivors of the Benghazi at-
tacks, along with others at the Depart-
ment of Defense and CIA, have been
asked or directed to sign additional
nondisclosure agreements about their
involvement in the Benghazi attacks.
Some of these new NDAs, as they call
them, I have been told, were signed as
recently as this summer.

It is worth noting that the Marine
Corps Times yesterday reported that
the marine colonel whose task force
was responsible for special operations
in northern and western Africa at the
time of the attack is still on Active
Duty despite claims that he retired
and, therefore, could not be forced to
testify before Congress.

If these reports are accurate, this
would be a stunning revelation to any
Member of Congress—any Member of
Congress that finds this out—and also,
more importantly, to the American
people. It also raises serious concerns
about the propriety of the administra-
tion’s efforts to silence those with
knowledge of the Benghazi attack and
response.

So today I ask: How many Federal
employees, military personnel, or con-
tractors have been asked to sign addi-
tional nondisclosure agreements by
each agency? Do these nondisclosure
agreements apply only to those under
cover, or have noncovert State Depart-
ment and Defense Department employ-
ees been directed to sign them, too?

Later today, I will be writing the
CIA, Defense Department, and State
Department to ask for a list of all of
their personnel or contractors who
have been required to sign original or
additional NDAs relating to Benghazi.
Perhaps, through a list of all the em-
ployees that have signed the NDASs re-
lating to Benghazi, we may finally de-
velop a witness list to subpoena for
eyewitness testimony to learn what
happened that night where we lost four
American lives.

I do not expect the Obama adminis-
tration to be forthcoming with an-
swers, but if this Congress—if this Con-
gress—does not ask for the information
and compel delivery, the American
people will never learn the truth. Any
Federal employee or contractor who
has been coerced into silence through a
nondisclosure agreement should expect
Congress to speak out on their behalf
and compel their voice to be heard.

That is why I, along with 159 of my
colleagues, support a select committee
to hold public hearings to learn the
truth about what happened that night
in Benghazi. I say to any colleague who
is not on our resolution, if you are not
on our resolution, please get on so we
can find the truth for the American
people.
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CLIMATE CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN) for 5
minutes. B

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Speaker, as fires across the West
grow more intense and superstorms in
the United States do more damage, it
is clear that the cost of inaction on cli-
mate change is growing. The economic
toll that it is taking on communities
across the country is impacting the
American people.

Hurricane Sandy cost the United
States $70 billion in damages, many
lives, and lost economic output. In my
home State of New Mexico, where
wildfires have burned all summer,
many communities that rely on tour-
ism and access to our majestic lands
have seen their businesses negatively
impacted. Farmers and ranchers in
New Mexico have had to sell off their
herds because of drought conditions
that made it too expensive to feed their
animals.

Opponents of efforts to address cli-
mate change and to transition to
cleaner fuels and renewable energy
often cite the cost of these efforts.
What they fail to account for is the in-
creasing cost that global warming is
having in the form of more severe
droughts, more dangerous wildfire sea-
sons, and increased devastation from
superstorms.

Mr. Speaker, if we continue down
this path and fail to take steps nec-
essary to address climate change, the
costs will only continue to grow and
the impact on our communities will
only increase.

Last week, I joined my colleagues in
the Safe Climate Caucus in sending a
letter to Speaker BOEHNER asking him
to schedule a debate on the House floor
to discuss climate change and our Na-
tion’s response to this growing threat.

The time for action is now. We must
not sit idly by and ignore the facts and
ignore the science while communities
in New Mexico and across the country
experience the negative impacts of cli-
mate change.

——————

TRACK THEM DOWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it
was September 1972. People from all
over the world were gathered in Mu-
nich, Germany, for the Olympic Games.
After World War II, there was a feeling
of optimism and unity. But overnight,
those feelings turned to turmoil and
turned to terror.

The world awoke to images of a dead-
ly terrorist attack in the Olympic Vil-
lage. A terrorist group called Black
September took 11 Israeli hostages and
massacred them. In response, the
Israeli Government did not hesitate.
The Israeli policy was: you will not
murder Israelis anywhere in the world.
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So for 20 years, Israel hunted down
the killers all over the globe, from
Paris to London to Beirut to Stock-
holm. With its response, one thing be-
came clear to the terrorists: if they
hurt Israelis, there would be con-
sequences, and the consequences would
not be pleasant. Israel would find
them, and Israel did find them.

So flash-forward 40 years. On the 11th
anniversary of 9/11, there were once
again attacks on American sovereign
soil. In Egypt, militants stormed the
U.S. Embassy. In Libya, our Ambas-
sador, Chris Stevens, and three other
Americans were brutally murdered.

There has been no accountability or
action from this administration re-
garding these crimes. All Americans
have received are grainy surveillance
photos and some empty promises.

Where is the justice for these fami-
lies of these four victims? The identi-
ties of some of the attackers are
known. Why have we failed to go get
them?

When America has been tested by
terrorists in the past, we have gone
after them, just like Israel has done.

In 1996, 19 American soldiers were
murdered in Saudi Arabia. The United
States responded.

In 2001, when 3,000 people from all
over the world were murdered here in
the United States, we responded. Presi-
dent Bush said:

The search is under way for those who are
behind these evil acts. I've directed the full
resources of our intelligence and law en-
forcement communities to find those respon-
sible and bring them to justice.

Is that our U.S. policy today? Well,
we don’t know. We don’t know what
the current U.S. policy is about Ameri-
cans killed overseas. All we get is a lot
of words with no results from the ad-
ministration.

Our enemies continue to test us be-
cause they no longer fear us, Mr.
Speaker. The world no longer knows
where America stands on terrorist at-
tacks—not our allies, not our enemies,
and not American citizens.

So what is our policy when a U.S.
Embassy is attacked? More broadly
speaking, what is our foreign policy in
north Africa? North Africa is a breed-
ing ground for terrorism, and al Qaeda
affiliates are being trained and expand-
ing across the entire African continent.

BEarlier this year, on January 16, al
Qaeda-linked terrorists affiliated with
Mokhtar Belmokhtar took 800 people
hostage at a gas facility in Algeria.
One of those hostages killed was Victor
Lovelady, a neighbor of mine in
Atascocita, Texas. Victor’s brother,
Mike Lovelady, testified in front of our
Terrorism Subcommittee last week.
His family deserves answers from this
administration about what happened in
Algeria when Americans were killed.
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Who are these terrorists in Benghazi?
Who are these terrorists in Algeria?
Have these ringleaders gotten away
with these murders? Is the massive in-
telligence service of the United States
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of America not capable of finding these
people throughout the world?

Maybe the intelligence service ought
to spend a little less time snooping
around in the private lives of Ameri-
cans and go after terrorists overseas,
but that’s a different issue.

The Loveladys deserve justice. They
lost a father, a brother, and a husband.

These attacks in North Africa prove
that Osama bin Laden may be dead but
that terrorism is still alive and well. If
terrorists do not know the con-
sequences of their actions, they will
not fear any consequences. That is the
world in which we live.

It’s time, maybe, that we articulate a
policy and mean it. If you attack
Americans, America will come after
you. Come hell or high water, we’re
going to track you down somewhere in
the world. The Libyan and Algerian
killers must meet the same fate as the
members of the Black September
group.

So, Mr. Speaker, when you talk to
the President, tell the President to
track these people down. Let them
know they cannot run, they cannot
hide, they cannot disappear into the
darkness of their evil ways—Dbecause
justice is what we must have. Justice
is what we do in this country.

And that’s just the way it is.

———
WATER FOR THE WORLD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
looks like we dodged a bullet with the
Prince George’s water emergency, but
wasn’t it fascinating to watch all of
the frantic activity that was necessary
to deal with a planned 4- or 5-day pe-
riod where people would be denied
something that virtually all of us take
for granted? Safe drinking water when
they needed it, as much as they need to
drink, to bathe, to flush the toilet, to
clean their dishes, to wash their
clothes. The prospect of almost a week
without water service really turned
people’s lives upside down.

I'm glad that there is a temporary fix
that may have solved the problem at
least for the foreseeable future, but I
hope that it will serve as a wake-up
call because, in the TUnited States,
frankly, we are spoiled. We take for
granted something that 2% billion peo-
ple around the world cannot: having
adequate sanitation and safe drinking
water.

That’s why I'm introducing legisla-
tion, Water for the World, with my col-
league Congressman POE from Texas,
to enhance the efforts of the United
States to be a partner to help poor peo-
ple around the globe have access to
what is a global problem, but we also
need to do more at home. The chal-
lenges of climate change, combined
with aging, inadequate water and sewer
systems in the United States, place us
at risk. We have 80 percent of our popu-
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lation served by over 50,000 community
water systems that have facilities with
a life span of 15 to, maybe, 95 years.

It was a wake-up call here in Wash-
ington, D.C., where the average water
pipe is more than 77 years old. I re-
member a trip to Cincinnati—the scene
of the first municipal water agency in
the United States. They have some-
thing that is not unusual. Cities still
have some pipes that are brick and
wood, dating back to the 1800s. You can
find this around the country. That’s
why it has been estimated that 1.7 tril-
lion gallons of water—1 out of every 4
gallons—leaks before it reaches the
faucet. That’s 7 billion gallons a day.
Think of 11,000 Olympic-sized swim-
ming pools. If you were to place them
end to end, they’d go basically from
Washington, D.C., to Pittsburgh.

We need to have a national effort to
provide the almost $10 billion that the
engineering community estimates will
be necessary by 2020 to avoid regular
service disruptions like was threatened
in Prince George’s County. We need to
move forward with bipartisan legisla-
tion—with the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act, the WRDA bill—that, if
you’ll pardon the phrase, has been bot-
tled up. I hope House Majority Leader
CANTOR allows that to come to the
floor. It has bipartisan support. It au-
thorizes investments that would help
deal with water resources for the coun-
try now, would prevent emergencies in
the future and, by the way, would put
tens of thousands of Americans to
work all across the country.

With aging systems, water stress,
drought, flood, we are just going to see
more of the same going forward only
on a scale of challenge that, until re-
cently, was unimaginable. Let’s use
this as a wake-up call for Congress to
step up and do its job not only with
water and sanitation abroad but with
water and sanitation at home, flood
control, navigation—the energy chal-
lenges that are profound because of dis-
ruption to water. Let’s start by an un-
dertaking now on the scale that we
know we can do and that is so impor-
tant for our future. If we do, we won’t
just prevent problems like Prince
George’s was facing, but all of our com-
munities will be more livable, our fam-
ilies safer, healthier and more eco-
nomically secure—and by the way, it’s
the fastest way to jump-start the econ-
omy.

———

JOHN PAUL POWERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. FLEISCHMANN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Speaker,
last week, an incredibly gifted young
man from east Tennessee, John Paul
Powers, displayed his talents here in
Washington at the Kennedy Center as
part of the National Youth Orchestra
of the United States. The orchestra,
created by Carnegie Hall’s Weill Music
Institute, brings together some of our
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Nation’s most talented young musi-
cians from across the country to work
and study together and then to display
their talents both here and abroad. In
fact, they’re scheduled to perform to-
night in St. Petersburg. Their tour also
includes performances in London, Mos-
cow and New York.

John Paul plays the tuba in his role
with the orchestra, but that’s not his
only musical talent. His repertoire in-
cludes the bass, guitar, mandolin,
banjo, and even a little dobro at times.
While his musical range is wide, the
tuba is his passion.

I want to personally congratulate
John Paul for achieving the distinct
honor of being selected for the Na-
tional Youth Orchestra. There is no
doubt that the diligence, work ethic
and passion he has shown will continue
to benefit him in life. I would like to
wish John Paul the best with his future
studies and his dreams of one day pro-
fessionally playing with an orchestra.

———

GREENS GONE WILD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCcCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I rise today to
warn of the latest episode of a saga
that can best be described as ‘‘greens
gone wild.”

It involves the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service proposal to declare 2 million
acres in the Sierra Nevada Mountains
as ‘‘critical habitat’ for the Sierra Ne-
vada yellow-legged frog and the Yo-
semite toad under the Endangered Spe-
cies Act. That is essentially the foot-
print of the Sierra Nevada Mountains
from Lassen County, which is north of
Tahoe, to Kern County, which is just
outside of Los Angeles. This designa-
tion would add draconian new restric-
tions to those that have already se-
verely reduced productive uses such as
grazing, timber harvesting, mining,
recreation and tourism, and fire sup-
pression.

And for what?

Even the Fish and Wildlife Service
admits that the two biggest factors in
the decline of these amphibian popu-
lations is not human activity at all
but, rather, non-native trout predators
and the Bd fungus that has stricken
amphibian populations across the
Western TUnited States, neither of
which will be alleviated by this drastic
expansion of Federal regulations. The
species that will be most affected by
this action is the human population,
and that impact will be tragic, severe
and entirely preventable.

For example, timber harvesting that
once removed the overgrowth from our
forests and put it to productive use, as-
suring us both healthier forests and a
thriving economy, is down more than
80 percent since the 1980s in the Sier-
ras—all because of government restric-
tions. The result is more frequent and
intense forest fires, closed mills, unem-
ployed families, and a devastated econ-
omy throughout the region.
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Existing regulations already effec-
tively put hundreds of thousands of
acres of forests off-limits to human ac-
tivity through such laws as the Wilder-
ness Act, the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act, the Clean Water Act, the National
Environmental Policy Act, not to men-
tion a crushing array of California
State regulations. This proposal by the
Fish and Wildlife Service would vastly
expand those restrictions.

This policy seems to be part of a
much bigger picture. In Yosemite Na-
tional Park, for example, the Depart-
ment of the Interior is proposing to
expel longstanding tourist amenities
from the valley and lock in a plan that
would result in 27 percent fewer camp-
sites than it had in 1997 and 31 percent
less lodging. Throughout the Sierra Ne-
vada, the U.S. Forest Service is closing
access to roads, imposing cost-prohibi-
tive fees and conditions on cabin rent-
als, grazing rights, mining and, of
course, timber harvesting while ob-
structing longstanding community
events on which many of these towns
rely for their tourism.

The one common denominator in
these actions is an obvious desire to
discourage the public’s use of the
public’s land. Gifford Pinchot, the leg-
endary founder of the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice, always said the purpose of the pub-
lic lands was the ‘‘greatest good for the
greatest number in the long run.”” John
Muir, the legendary conservationist re-
sponsible for preserving Yosemite Val-
ley, did so, in the words of the legisla-
tion he inspired, for the express pur-
pose of ‘“‘public use, resort and recre-
ation.”

These visions for the sound manage-
ment of our public lands that were held
by the pioneers of our national parks
and forest systems are quickly being
replaced by elitist and exclusionary
policies that can best be described as
“look, but don’t touch; visit, but don’t
enjoy.”

No one values the natural resources
of the Sierra Nevada more than the
people who live there and who have en-
trusted me to speak for them in Con-
gress. These communities have jeal-
ously safeguarded the beauty of the re-
gion and the sustainable use of the
lands for generations. Their pros-
perity—and their posterity—depends
on the responsible use and stewardship
of these lands.

Now Federal authorities are replac-
ing these balanced and responsible
policies with vastly different ones that
amount to a policy of exclusion and be-
nign neglect. We have a sacred obliga-
tion to future generations to preserve
and protect our public lands, but pro-
tecting our public lands for future gen-
erations doesn’t mean we must close
them to the current generation.

——
OBAMACARE SHOULD BE DELAYED
PERMANENTLY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to call on President Obama
to delay his health care mandate for all
Americans. ObamaCare is simply too
overreaching, too intrusive, too un-
workable, and too destructive for fami-
lies across our Nation and in my home
State of Missouri.

In the years since ObamaCare was
forced through Congress, the American
people’s opposition to the mandate has
only grown, and rightly so. Americans
are seeing skyrocketing premiums,
they are losing the health insurance
they have, and employers are cutting
jobs, hours and wages.

Last week, President Obama admit-
ted that his health care mandate was
flawed when he announced he would
delay the employer mandate portion of
the law for 1 year. Mr. Speaker, we
don’t need to only delay one section of
the law; we need to delay the entire
law permanently.

Since the beginning, the only aspect
of President Obama’s health care law
that has been bipartisan is the bipar-
tisan opposition to the mandate. Since
2009, the House of Representatives has
voted over 30 times to repeal, defund or
dismantle provisions of the law. As the
newest Member of Congress, I will
stand with my colleagues in pushing to
defund and repeal the President’s
health care mandate.
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THE CONSEQUENCES OF
GOVERNMENT OVERSPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. LANKFORD) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, last
week in my hometown, thousands of
families experienced their first week of
a 3-month cut in pay.

These hardworking families aren’t
unaware of our Nation’s fiscal prob-
lems. We all see that our Nation is rap-
idly approaching $17 trillion in debt.
But a few years ago, Washington de-
nied that this path would lead us the
way of Europe and we would not expe-
rience pay and benefit cuts to solve our
problems like Europe has. Well, here
we are. Families are living on much
less today as a direct consequence of
government overspending for so many
years and the mandate to get our econ-
omy back in balance.

In the past 3 years, Federal spending
has been reduced, taxes have gone up,
and the economy has actually experi-
enced some rebound; but we’re still
overspending almost $700 billion a year,
just this 1 year. That’s down from $1.5
trillion in overspending 4 years ago,
but it’s still $700 billion in new debt
that our Nation will take on this year.

We have to deal with the economic
realities that we currently face because
the spreadsheet where we see the nega-
tive numbers, those numbers represent
families and people that face the nega-
tive consequences of our inactivity.
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The GAO has identified multiple
areas of government redundancy that
waste money and where we fail to get
the job done, but we seem to just nib-
ble at the edges of fixing what is obvi-
ously in front of us.

Social Security disability is now 2
years away from insolvency, but no one
seems to notice that if we don’t fix dis-
ability insurance and get the people off
disability that are using it just as un-
employment, the most vulnerable in
our society, the truly disabled, will
face benefit cuts along with those folks
that are just gaming the system.

The defense acquisition processes in-
crease costs dramatically. Here’s how
it works. You get a prime contractor
who pays a subprime, who pays a
subprime, who pays a subprime. By the
way, all of those are all the way
through the path, and the last person
has actually been someone who has
done that job for years and years, and
everyone Kknows it. Everyone knows
the game, and everyone knows that in
every part of that system there’s a
markup. The taxpayer is the one who
loses on it. Let’s fix that, because this
affects families and lives.

Multiple defense procurement pro-
grams in the past several years have
failed to produce a final product at all
and have again cost taxpayers billions.
Usually, our Federal civilian workforce
can tell management exactly where
we’'re wasting money, but sometimes
no one’s listening to them.

Those opportunities to save go un-
touched, costing more money in the
long run and increasing our debt. Debt
has a price for all Americans, but espe-
cially for the people working for our
Nation.

So what does government debt look
like today? For thousands in my dis-
trict facing furloughs, families are cut-
ting back on food, home repair, gas in
the car, and every other expense.

A family I spoke with this past week-
end will not have a summer vacation
because of the furlough. That may not
seem like a big deal to some people,
but that’s a lost significant family mo-
ment that they will never get back.
Another family with two kids in col-
lege is currently trying to determine
which kid won’t go back to school this
fall.

In some families, both parents are
furloughed, making the problem twice
as large. A single mom that experi-
ences the furlough has a huge decision.
This fall and just a month away,
they’re going to have to buy school
supplies and clothes.

It’s a serious problem. They’re not a
person just sitting at home living off
Federal welfare, bemoaning the meager
size of their check. They’re members of
our Federal family who work and give
their lives to serve the warfighter.

As you would expect in our commu-
nity, the community is stepping up.
Tinker Federal Credit Union is work-
ing with families on their loan repay-
ments, churches are providing school
supplies, the Regional Food Bank is
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giving additional food and is working
to step up their provision. Many peo-
ple, my family included, are giving fi-
nancially to take care of people in need
in this moment. Oklahomans are tough
and we’re caring, but I’'m incredibly
frustrated that it’s come to this.

Regardless of your thoughts on the
number of Federal workers on the pay-
roll, surely we can agree that the fami-
lies currently employed should be pro-
tected as much as possible. These fami-
lies have carried the stress of this pay
cut for a year now. For months they
have wondered when and if it would
come, and now it’s here.

I've written numerous letters to the
Department of Defense, asking them to
exhaust every option in sequester be-
fore they reduce worker time and pay.
To their credit, they’ve replied to all of
my correspondence in writing within
days, something other agencies in this
executive branch could certainly learn
from.

I've personally spoken face-to-face
with Secretary Panetta, with now-Sec-
retary Hagel, General Dempsey, and
Comptroller Hale to find out about
other opportunities to save money, like
the unobligated balances in the defense
budget. I asked for their reconsider-
ation of operations that function on
working capital funds. If you’re not fa-
miliar with that, some departments
pay other departments to do their
work. Those departments should not be
directly affected. The cuts have al-
ready happened in the other depart-
ment. We’re cutting twice when we hit
on the working capital fund locations.

I asked Secretary Hagel to give more
authority to individual installations to
make local decisions on spending re-
ductions rather than mandating cuts
from the Pentagon.

Congress has already worked with
the DOD to reprogram funds and to
give maximum flexibility to the Pen-
tagon to protect workers, just like we
did with FAA and Homeland Security.

I'm grateful, I am, that the Pentagon
has found a way to reduce furloughs
from 24 days to 14 days and now to a
maximum of 11. But I want to find a
way that we can end these furloughs
all together for our civilian workers as
soon as possible. Three months with a
20 percent cut is tough.

In my last conversation with Senator
Hagel, I was pleased to hear that he’s
still working on these ways. I urge him
to continue to cut waste, not worker
pay. It’s time that we get this issue re-
solved.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 35
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. AMODEI) at noon.

———

PRAYER

Chaplain Major Howard Bell, 932nd
Airlift Wing, Scott Air Force Base, Illi-
nois, offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, we ask for Your di-
vine blessing upon this Congress. We
ask that You bless them as they share
the privilege that befuddled Moses,
challenged Churchill, and has driven
some to amazing achievement—Ileader-
ship.

We thank You for choosing leaders
with integrity, who ably lead this
country, who motivate us in our work,
and ultimately promote freedom in the
world.

Give to this Congress the wisdom of
Solomon in the decisions they must
make; the courage of David when faced
with ‘‘giants in the land;”’ the strength
of Samson to endure the daily grind;
the patience of Job to deal with the
ever-changing demands placed upon
them; and the compassion of a parent
with a hurting child.

Almighty God, we have confidence in
our President, our Congress, and in our
Nation—and especially in You as we
boldly make these requests, trusting in
You that they will be accomplished. It
is in Your holy name we pray.

Amen.

————————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs.
HARTZLER) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. HARTZLER led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
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lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING CHAPLAIN MAJOR
HOWARD BELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Chaplain Howard Bell
who led us in the opening prayer.

The tradition of the opening prayer
began with the Continental Congress in
1774 when Reverend dJacob Duche of
Philadelphia offered a prayer at its
start. Since that time, the House has
enjoyed over 200 years of service from
the Chaplaincy of the House and our
guest chaplains.

Chaplain Bell has faithfully served in
churches in Missouri and Illinois since
1988. While serving his church, Chap-
lain Bell was commissioned a chaplain
captain in the United States Air Force
Reserves in 2002 and was assigned as an
Individual Mobilization Augmentation
to the 3756th Air Wing at Scott Air
Force Base.

In 2008, he was deployed to Afghani-
stan and assigned to the 455th Air Ex-
peditionary Force at Bagram Airfield
as the hospital chaplain, where he re-
ceived the Army Commendation Medal.
Since then, he has received the Air
Force Commendation Medal, the Inter-
national Security Assistance Force
Medal, and the Afghanistan Enduring
Freedom Medal. Chaplain Bell was also
appointed wing chaplain of the 932nd
Airlift Wing, where he supervises the
ministry for nearly 1,200 airmen in the
wing.

He is married to Reverend Penelope
Barber and has two children, David and
Rachel. Currently, he is the pastor of
the Farina United Methodist Church in
Farina, Illinois, and of the Louisville
United Methodist Church in Louisville,
Illinois.

It is my honor to welcome a man who
encompasses so many of the wonderful
qualities of the people of Illinois, and I
would like to personally thank Chap-
lain Bell for offering this morning’s
prayer.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain 15 further requests
for 1-minute speeches on either side of
the aisle.

———

STOP THE FURLOUGHS

(Mr. FORBES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, last
week, more than 650,000 DOD civilians
began the first of their 11 unpaid fur-
lough days.

Our military—our men and women in
uniform—and the civilians who support
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our national security infrastructure
simply cannot and should not have to
bear this burden. Now men and women
across the country—the engineers, ar-
chitects, welders, and manufacturers—
who have devoted their lives to our na-
tional security find themselves losing
pay and struggling to get by.

Although the Navy, Marine Corps,
and Air Force have said they would be
able to complete the fiscal year with-
out furloughs, the Secretary of Defense
would not allow the service Secretaries
to make their own decisions based on
their individual budgetary constraints.
The entire Department is now suffering
as a result.

Mr. Speaker, this body has acted
multiple times to end this process, and
I urge the Senate and the President to
offer their real solutions to this prob-
lem so that we can relieve this costly
burden on our defense civilian work-
force. These men and women who de-
vote their lives to this country’s serv-
ice deserve better from their govern-
ment.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF THE PASSING
OF FORMER CONGRESSMAN BILL
GRAY

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise with
a great deal of sadness. I am saddened
by the passing of my friend, William H.
Gray, who represented the people of
Pennsylvania’s Second District in this
House from 1979 to 1991.

Bill Gray was an historic figure. I
had the honor of serving as vice chair-
man of the Democratic Caucus when he
chaired the Democratic Caucus. He
made history as the first African
American Democratic whip from 1989
to 1991. As Budget chairman, Bill Gray
played an instrumental role in setting
the stage for the balanced budgets of
the 1990s.

He was a leading voice against apart-
heid. Some of us just participated in a
birthday celebration for Nelson
Mandela in Emancipation Hall. Bill
Gray was a leading advocate of chang-
ing the apartheid system in South Afri-
ca, and it was because of his efforts
that we were able to enact sanctions
against South Africa.

After retiring from Congress, Bill
Gray led the United Negro College
Fund, helping literally thousands ac-
cess higher education and the opportu-
nities that come with it. Throughout
his tenure, Bill Gray continued to min-
ister to the families of the Bright Hope
Baptist Church as their pastor. His
deep faith and enduring love for his fel-
low man was evident not only from the
pulpit but from the committee rooms
and on this floor.

I join my colleagues in expressing my
condolences to Andrea and their sons,
William, Justin, and Andrew, and in
thanking them for sharing Bill Gray
with all of us and with our country. We
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were privileged to serve with him, to
know him, and to be his friend.

SMALL BUSINESS AND
OBAMACARE

(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, at a
time when just under 60 percent of
working-age Americans are employed,
wherever there is potential for job
growth we should seize the oppor-
tunity, and, clearly, small businesses
provide opportunity. Although our
economy has fluctuated and wavered
over the last 15 years, in that time,
small businesses have created 64 per-
cent of net new jobs.

Mr. Speaker, just 8 percent of the
President’s Cabinet members worked in
the private business sector prior to
their appointments. This Cabinet has
less business experience than the pre-
vious 19 Cabinets. It is no wonder this
administration did not clearly recog-
nize the harmful effects that
ObamaCare would have on small busi-
ness.

We should be helping small busi-
nesses by reforming our burdensome
Tax Code and by curbing back exces-
sive regulation. That is why, yester-
day, the House passed the delay of the
employer and individual mandates, but
we must permanently repeal
ObamaCare. The future of small busi-
nesses and families depends on it.

———
VOTING RIGHTS ACT

(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to appeal for immediate
action. Last month, the U.S. Supreme
Court struck down the heart of the
Voting Rights Act.

My dear colleagues, casting a ballot
is our most sacred right. We have a
moral duty to come together and re-
write this law in order to protect this
precious right to vote. Though we have
made great progress, racial discrimina-
tion and racial profiling continue to
plague our society. The need for the
Voting Rights Act is just as necessary
today as it was in 1965.

On Nelson Mandela’s 95th birthday, I
am reminded that the human race has
come a long way, but we must continue
to make the impossible possible. I urge
my colleagues to come together to up-
date the Voting Rights Act.

———

DELAY OBAMACARE: IT’S ONLY
FAIR

(Mrs. HARTZLER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, this
White House needs to learn a thing or
two about fairness.
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Why do they feel the need to delay
the implementation of ObamaCare for
businesses but not for individuals? If
businesses get a break, why should
hardworking Americans be left on the
hook?

This law is unfair for everyone.

It’s unfair to those who are going to
have to pay more out of their pockets
when their insurance premiums shoot
up. It’s unfair to workers who are going
to see their hours cut because of the in-
surance costs. It’s unfair to everyone
who is going to have all of his or her
personal medical information placed in
the hands of a government bureaucrat.

It’s unfair to every American across
this country.

House Republicans believe that if
you’re going to give a break to Big
Business you need to do the same for
individuals and families. It’s only fair.

————
MANDELA DAY

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, today, I
want to wish a happy 95th birthday to
President Nelson Mandela and ask my
colleagues to join me in celebrating
the fifth annual Mandela International
Day.

It is a day on which we celebrate the
incredible dedication of President
Mandela and his gifts of leadership to
South Africa and to the world. In fact,
in the face of extreme adversity, he re-
lentlessly fought for democracy and
peace in South Africa, and has become
a model of leadership for me and for
millions around the globe.

Last night, I had the pleasure of
meeting youngsters from all over
South Africa at the South Africa-
Washington International Program
Forum. Because of President Mandela,
these youngsters and many others have
dedicated themselves to public service
and to carrying on his vision of spread-
ing peace, democracy and diversity.

Presidential Mandela has proven that
one person can change the tide of op-
pression, that one person can change
the course of an entire country and, in
turn, of the entire world. People all
around the globe who are suffering
from oppression, hatred, and discrimi-
nation will forever be grateful for the

incredible leadership of Nelson
Mandela.
Happy birthday, Madiba.
——
CONGRESS MUST ENFORCE THE
CONSTITUTION
(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge the Senate to join the
House of Representatives in taking im-
mediate action to delay the employer
and individual health care mandates.

President Obama has conceded that
Americans are not ready for
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ObamaCare with its unworkable man-
dates and negative effects on the econ-
omy, so now President Obama does not
have the authority to pick and choose
which parts of the law to enforce or to
ignore. His constitutional duty is to
execute law as it is since the original
ObamaCare legislation was passed by
both Houses of a Democrat-controlled
Congress. If the Senate fails to approve
these delays, they will be allowing
President Obama to sidestep the Con-
stitution.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow Presi-
dent Obama to continue ignoring the
Constitution. Congress is required to
act. Law cannot be changed by a mon-
arch via a blog post. We need to help
the American people by delaying these
unworkable mandates. In June, a re-
port showed that we had lost 240,000
full-time jobs in this country. In North
Carolina, they reported that health
care premiums will go up 284 percent.
The American people deserve better.

——
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BENEFITS OF THE AFFORDABLE
CARE ACT

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, western
New York has long distinguished itself
as a leader in innovation and cutting-
edge medical research. Buffalo gave the
world cancer research when the New
York Cancer Laboratory was first es-
tablished by Dr. Roswell Park in 1897.
Today, the Buffalo Niagara Medical
Campus continues to grow and thrive
with the expansion of Roswell Park,
plans for the University of Buffalo
Medical School, and construction of a
new women and children’s hospital.

I'm pleased to say that today western
New Yorkers continue to receive good
news about the availability and acces-
sibility of health care. Yesterday, The
New York Times reported that New
York State health insurance purchased
through the State exchanges will re-
duce insurance rates by at least 50 per-
cent. Additionally, thanks to the Af-
fordable Care Act, 37,000 kids with pre-
existing conditions will not be denied
coverage because by law they can’t be
denied coverage.

Mr. Speaker, health care should be
affordable and accessible to all Ameri-
cans. The progress we have already
seen is promising, and we must keep
moving forward.

THE ALEXIS AGIN IDENTITY
THEFT PROTECTION ACT OF 2013

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, for the last 30 years, Social
Security has been required to make
personal information of deceased
Americans public through the so-called
“Death Master File.”
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Unfortunately, identity thieves use
this file to steal Americans’ identities
and obtain fraudulent tax returns.
Worse, the criminals target deceased
children like 4-year-old Alexis Agin
who’s right here, whose family joins us
today in the balcony.

Worrying about the stolen identity of
a loved one is the last thing a grieving
family should do. I salute the Agins for
their tireless advocacy, and I thank
you.

Today, I humbly join their efforts by
introducing the Alexis Agin Identity
Theft Protection Act with my Demo-
crat colleague and ranking member on
Social Security, XAVIER BECERRA. This
commonsense bipartisan bill will pro-
tect families, prevent further abuse of
taxpayer dollars; and it’s time to stop
the public sale of the Death Master
File.

Mr. Speaker, in honor of Alexis Agin,
I urge my colleagues to join us and get
this bill signed into law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would remind Members to refrain
from referring to occupants of the gal-
lery.

IN RECOGNITION OF THE PASSING
OF FORMER CONGRESSMAN WIL-
LIAM GRAY

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I stand this morning to recognize the
passing of Congressman William Gray,
a man for all seasons.

An ardent tennis advocate, he ex-
pired at Wimbledon, still racing to-
wards his lifetime passion of tennis. He
was funeralized in Philadelphia on Sat-
urday where dozens of Members of Con-
gress attended and President William
Clinton spoke of his wonderful and bril-
liant legacy.

Today, his wife, Andrea, and sons,
William, Justin, and Andrew, are vis-
iting Capitol Hill. They attended the
95th birthday celebration of President
Nelson Mandela.

Congressman Gray, who retired to
my hometown of Miami-Dade County,
was an accomplished gentleman, and
his name will live forever in the hearts
and minds of Congress and the millions
of students he literally saved when he
was president of the United Negro Col-
lege Fund.

May he rest in peace.

————
THE STUDENT SUCCESS ACT

(Mr. MARCHANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to support H.R. 5, the Student Success
Act.

I have heard often from educators
about the urgent need to remove many
Federal mandates that create needless
barriers to educate our children. The
legislation the House will consider goes
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a long way to restoring State and local
control in how best to educate our chil-
dren.

I appreciate the support of teachers,
administrators, charter schools, and
school board members in my district
that strongly advocate for the reforms
in this bill that will allow States to
control the accountability decisions
rather than unaccountable bureaucrats
in Washington that are far removed
from the classroom. This bill gives
State and local school districts max-
imum flexibility to improve their
schools rather than be caught in a one-
size-fits-all bureaucracy.

I thank Chairman KLINE and my fel-
low members of the Education and
Workforce Committee for their hard
work on this legislation, and I urge its
passage.

———

SUPPORT AFTER-SCHOOL
PROGRAM FUNDING

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, we know
that before-school, after-school, and
summer learning programs are success-
ful activities that provide safe places
that millions of students and parents
can rely upon.

I'm very concerned about keeping the
students in my district safe and out of
trouble. In mid-Michigan and around
the Nation, time spent out of school is
often prime time for bad choices that
can lead to juvenile crime; yet count-
less studies have shown that kids in-
volved in after-school and summer pro-
grams are less likely to be perpetrators
or victims of crime, less likely to drink
or use drugs, less likely to join gangs.

Unfortunately, legislation that is set
to be considered this week in the House
could lead to over a million students
losing access to these opportunities.
Students in Michigan benefit from
these after-school programs through
mentors, tutoring, through cultural
and fine arts activities.

We should be expanding support for
these programs and for funding for
these programs, not cutting them or
putting them in block grants as a
means of reducing support.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
opposing this legislation that’s set to
come before the House this week.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF COLONEL
THOMAS MOE

(Mr. STIVERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a true American
hero for his dedicated public service,
Tom Moe, who is a colonel in the Air
Force and is from Lancaster, Ohio. He’s
retiring after 46 years of service to our
Nation and our State.

While in the Vietnam war, serving in
the United States Air Force, he en-
dured 5 years of torture and isolation
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as a prisoner of war. In his civilian life,
he dedicated his career to serving vet-
erans. Most recently, joining Governor
John Kasich’s cabinet as director of
the Department of Veterans Services,
he also served as the Ohio director for
Troops to Teachers in the Department
of Education, and he served as director
of the Fairfield County Office of Emer-
gency Management and Homeland Se-
curity.

Through his career, Colonel Moe has
rightfully earned a number of public
service awards and decorations, includ-
ing two Silver Stars, a Distinguished
Flying Cross, a Bronze Star Medal for
valor, and two Purple Hearts. He was
also inducted into the Ohio Veterans
Hall of Fame in 2009 by Governor Ted
Strickland.

I'm truly honored to call Colonel Moe
a friend, and I join hopefully with the
other Members of Congress in wishing
him a happy retirement.

———
STUDENT LOANS

(Mr. GARCIA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to urge my colleagues to reverse
the doubling of rates on student loans.

Education is and will always be the
great equalizer in this country. It was
central to my success. And with 7 mil-
lion students relying on Federal Staf-
ford loans, it is our responsibility to
keep college education affordable.

It is also necessary to keep our Na-
tion competitive globally. That is why
I cosponsored the Student Loan Relief
Act, which extends the 3.4 percent stu-
dent loan interest rate until 2015.

I call upon my colleagues in both the
House and the Senate to take action so
that college remains within reach for
all Americans who dream about earn-
ing a degree, starting a business, or
shaping the future.

———————

IN RECOGNITION OF TONY
CAMPBELL

(Mr. GOSAR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and honor the com-
munity service of Mr. Tony Campbell.

Tony moved to Kingman, Arizona, in
2001 to become general manager of
Route 66 Motorsports, also known as
Mother Road Harley-Davidson.

He also joined the Kingman Area
Chamber of Commerce and began lead-
ing his community, constantly finding
ways to lift others up as he strived to
better the lives of those around him.
He organized what would become one of
the chamber’s signature fundraisers,
the Harley raffle dinner. He is an avid
outdoorsman; and, of course, he loves
his motorcycles.

In 2009 after 8 years of service with
the Kingman Area Chamber of Com-
merce, he was asked to join the board
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of directors and serve on the business
and government committee. With his
larger-than-life personality, he had an
amazing ability to bring others to-
gether, both business and government,
using the strengths of each to com-
plement each other. He showed again
his leadership, one the chamber could
depend on.

For the last year, Tony has served as
chairman of the board for the Kingman
Area Chamber of Commerce. As his
time in this role comes to an end, it is
with honor and appreciation that I
stand here and recognize Mr. CAMPBELL
for his service. I am pleased to recog-
nize him today before this great body
as a true American and a leader of
businessmen and businesswomen of
Kingman, Arizona.

———

DIWALI STAMP

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in-
vite my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to join me in asking the Citizen’s
Stamp Advisory Committee to issue a
staff stamp in honor of Diwali. H.R. 47
has over 41 bipartisan cosponsors.

Diwali marks the beginning of the
Hindu new year, one of the oldest and
most storied holidays in the world. It
symbolizes the triumph of good over
evil and of light over darkness. Diwali
is celebrated by over a billion Hindus,
Sikhs, Buddhists, Christians, and Jains
alike. It has been celebrated and hon-
ored in the White House by both par-
ties. But Diwali has yet to join the le-
gion of holidays that we honor with a
stamp.

Yesterday, Congressman BERA, along
with the Indian American leaders, in-
cluding Ranju and Ravi Batra, deliv-
ered over 1,300 personally signed letters
in support of the stamp to the Deputy
Postmaster General. They also deliv-
ered over 400,000 signatures on a peti-
tion in support of the stamp.

The time has come to issue a Diwali
stamp. Please join me in asking the
Citizen’s Advisory Committee to do so.

———————

HONORING AMERICA’S TEACHERS

(Mr. YOHO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, this week
the House will spend a lot of time talk-
ing about education and what’s best for
our students, but I want to make sure
we spend a few moments to recognize
America’s teachers.

Just after the tornadoes in Oklahoma
this spring, a constituent of mine
pointed out to me that the teachers at
the elementary school in Moore and in
the terrible tragedy in Newtown were
more than educators. They were first
responders. They acted not simply out
of human decency, but out of the deep-
est dedication to service to protect our
children.
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While most of America’s school-
children are out enjoying summer va-
cations, their teachers are preparing
for the school year ahead. They sac-
rifice time with their own families and
spend their hard-earned money because
putting the students first isn’t part of
any Federal or State mandate. It’s a
special calling on the teacher, deep
within their heart. I ask my colleagues
and constituents to join me in hon-
oring that calling, encouraging it, pro-
tecting it, and thanking all of Amer-
ica’s teachers for their unselfish dedi-
cation and service.

————
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SEQUESTRATION THREATENING
PUBLIC SAFETY

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, sequester
furloughs have recently begun for hun-
dreds of thousands of civilian Depart-
ment of Defense employees. We know
budget sequestration is a bad policy.
It’s an ax where we need a scalpel. It’s
hurting families and workers across
the country, and it’s threatening pub-
lic safety. For example, at Vandenberg
Air Force Base in my congressional
district, firefighters are being fur-
loughed and budget cuts may lead to
the elimination of its elite Hot Shot
crew.

Vandenberg Air Force Base is a high-
risk fire area, and this year’s fire sea-
son started early, is expected to be
worse than previous years, and has al-
ready produced the deadliest single in-
cident for firefighters since 9/11. We
should not be furloughing firefighters
in the middle of fire season. We should
not be compromising public safety.

I urge my colleagues to put aside our
differences and get to work to find an
alternative to these furloughs and end
sequestration at every level once and
for all.

————

HEALTH CARE AND PPACA

(Mr. SALMON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my continued con-
cerns with the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act. It seems that
every day we learn a new way this law
is negatively impacting the American
middle class.

Last week, three prominent unions
sent a letter to the Senate majority
leader and the House minority leader.
In the letter, union leaders highlighted
how ObamaCare is driving up the cost
of small group insurance plans, causing
employers to drop employees from
their coverage or convert the employ-
ees to part-time status.

In fact, that’s exactly what happened
in my district in Mesa, Arizona. The
Maricopa Community College District
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announced that it will be cutting hours
for adjunct faculty and student-service
workers in order to convert them to
part-time status and avoid onerous
ObamaCare requirements and man-
dates. This is not only a financial hard-
ship for these professors and their fam-
ilies, but the students suffer as well.

Higher costs under ObamaCare are
forcing employers to choose between
keeping their doors open or cutting
hours and staffing levels. These are the
unintended consequences of a very,
very bad law.

It’s time to repeal this law before it
inflicts more harm on middle class
America. We must take all necessary
steps to repeal and replace this tragic
legislation with true health care re-
form that relies on commonsense free-
market policies and returns the power
to patients and their doctors, not
Washington bureaucrats.

CONGRATULATING DELTA SIGMA
THETA

(Ms. CLARKE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, as a
proud member of the Brooklyn Alum-
nae Chapter of Delta Sigma Theta So-
rority, Incorporated, under the leader-
ship of Ms. Sohndra Stone-Snead,
president, it is my deepest honor to ex-
tend a hearty congratulations to our
outgoing national president, Ms. Cyn-
thia Butler-McIntyre, and our new and
incoming national president, Dr. Pau-
lette Walker, on the historic centen-
nial and 51st national convention here
in Washington, D.C., over the past 7
days, the largest gathering of college-
educated Black women ever.

Blanketing our National Capital in a
sea of red, close to 40,000 attended the
convention, which is part of a year-
long celebration to mark the sorority’s
100th anniversary. This great sorority
and glorious sisterhood started on Jan-
uary 13, 1913, when 22 young college
women at Howard University in Wash-
ington, D.C., founded the organization.

Many prominent community leaders
and members have been members of
this sorority, including the Honorable
MARCIA FUDGE, past national president;
and Congresswoman JOYCE BEATTY; as
well as former Congresswoman Steph-
anie Tubbs Jones and former Congress-
woman Barbara Jordan. My prede-
cessor in Congress, the great Congress-
woman Shirley Chisholm, was also a
member, a pioneer for women and Afri-
can Americans in elected office. So I
not only followed her footsteps in my
journey into Congress, but also my
journey into Delta Sigma Theta Soror-
ity, Incorporated.

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join
me in congratulating Delta Sigma
Theta Sorority, Incorporated, on its
100th anniversary and recognizing the
members for the work they do to
progress the mission of sisterhood,
scholarship, and public service. For 100
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years, its leaders and members have
continued the legacy and goals of its
founders. They are committed to public
service, education, and social action lo-
cally, nationally, and worldwide.
———

BRINGING FAIRNESS TO THE
PLAYING FIELD

(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it’s getting hot in north Georgia,
and when it gets hot in north Georgia,
I think of cut grass and I think of foot-
ball, and I think of the lessons that I
learned as I was growing up on that
football field at Riverbend Elementary
School. And one of the things that I
learned from football was not only
teamwork, but one of the lessons was
fair play. It was being fair. It was being
and playing with everybody having the
same opportunities.

Well, that’s exactly why House Re-
publicans this week brought to the
floor two important bills: one to delay
the implementation of the employer
mandate, and the other to delay the
implementation of the individual man-
date.

Why do we do that? That’s a question
that I've asked on this floor before.
And it’s because it is fair. Because we
don’t want to pick one or the other.

Many times in this House, we come
and pit one against the other. I say to
this administration and to both sides
of the aisle, let’s play fair. That’s why
we brought it to the floor. That’s what
matters.

Washington needs to be honest with
the American people. This is a broken
health care law. We just simply
brought fairness to the playing field
yesterday.

—————

DON'T PLAY POLITICS WITH FOOD
SUPPORT

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
am still hurting from the farm bill de-
bate last week. I was looking forward
to a bipartisan compromise on farm
programs as well as nutrition pro-
grams. But as we all know, the Repub-
licans removed the food title from the
farm bill and narrowly passed it on a
vote of 216-208. I am proud that not a
single Democrat voted for this ill-con-
ceived bill denying food support for
food banks and millions of Americans.

The House farm bill was passed. I
now urge House conferees to meet with
Senate conferees and reauthorize the
farm bill with nutrition before the Au-
gust recess.

I am beginning to hear rumors that
the Republican leadership may be con-
sidering a stand-alone rewrite of the
food stamp program to cut nutrition by
$135 billion. I hope that’s a rumor and
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not fact. If it’s a fact, many of us will
speak as loudly as we have ever spoken
before on this floor.

Please let the conference committee
meet and resolve the difference be-
tween the House and Senate. Don’t
play politics with food support for low-
income American citizens.

————————

PRESIDENT’S HEALTH CARE LAW
IS UNWORKABLE

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, the
President’s health care law is unwork-
able. Hardworking Americans know it,
and, unfortunately, they’re going to
see their premiums skyrocket.

Small business owners know it.
They’re going to have to scale back
hiring and maybe even let some people
g0.
People in the President’s own party
know it. Senator BAUCUS from Mon-
tana, a key author of the legislation,
called it a ‘‘train wreck’ not long ago.

And now, the administration has ad-
mitted it themselves. They decided to
delay the employer mandate for a year.
Why? Because, despite the President
saying that it’s working the way it’s
supposed to, we know it’s not working
at all.

That’s why yesterday, on this floor,
we voted to not just delay the em-
ployer mandate, but the individual
mandate as well. Everyone, not just
businesses, deserve protection from
this unworkable law.

———

MOVING FORWARD ON
AFFORDABLE HEALTH CARE

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, the Afford-
able Care Act began delivering impor-
tant benefits and protections to mil-
lions of American families and small
businesses almost immediately after it
was signed into law 3 years ago.

Just yesterday, we learned that the
cost of health plans in New York are
set to drop 50 percent. And starting in
2014, California’s small businesses will
be able to access competitive, afford-
able, quality health plans on the Cov-
ered California Small Business Ex-
change, finally putting them on more
equal footing with the rates that have
been enjoyed by the big guys.

And last week, I invited the Small
Business Administration to come to
my district and meet with my local
small businesses. They walked them
through key pieces of the law so they
could understand the facts and be able
to make good decisions about health
insurance for their employees. Many
were pleasantly surprised.

We need to move forward on afford-
able health care for Americans, not
backwards.
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REPAIRING BROKEN FEDERAL
EDUCATION POLICIES

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I'm going
out on a limb here and say that North
Carolina teachers, parents, and admin-
istrators know more than the suits in
Washington about North Carolina stu-
dents’ needs.

It’s a shame that Federal law often
stands in the way of local educators
having the flexibility they need to in-
novate and serve students. It’s a great-
er shame, though not a surprise, that
Federal intervention has done little to
improve student performance.

House Republicans aren’t just going
to comment on the problem or propa-
gate a system where waivers, like
Band-Aids, patch bad Federal laws.
We’re going to change the law. H.R. 5,
the Student Success Act, takes steps to
reduce the Federal Government’s one-
size-fits-all footprint in education. It
empowers parents, supports effective
teachers, and restores local control.

Children across this country are di-
rectly impacted by broken Federal edu-
cation policies. There’s no excuse to let
the brokenness continue.

FIXING OUR BROKEN
IMMIGRATION SYSTEM

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POLIS. It is rare, Mr. Speaker,
that more than two-thirds of the
United States Senate agrees on any-
thing. It’s rare, Mr. Speaker, when
two-thirds of the American people
agree on anything. And yet the Senate,
with 68 votes, passed a comprehensive
immigration reform bill that will fi-
nally replace our broken immigration
system with one that works: one that
works for our economy; one that works
for American families; one that helps
grow jobs; and one that restores the
rule of law to an underground system
where people continue to live in an un-
derground economy here in our coun-
try today.

There are 11 million people here in
our country illegally. The American
people are fed up with the violation of
the rule of law and of our sovereignty.
It’s time to fix our broken immigration
system in a way that’s consistent with
our values as Americans.

We are a Nation of immigrants; we
also are a Nation of laws. It’s time to
reconcile those two truisms. Take up
the Senate bill in the United States
House of Representatives, send it to
President Obama’s desk, and finally fix
our broken immigration system to
make it work for our country.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5, STUDENT SUCCESS ACT

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
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House Resolution 303 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

H. RES. 303

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5) to support
State and local accountability for public
education, protect State and local authority,
inform parents of the performance of their
children’s schools, and for other purposes.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Education and
the Workforce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. In lieu of the amendment
in the nature of a substitute recommended
by the Committee on Education and the
Workforce now printed in the bill, it shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 113-18. That amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against that amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute are
waived. No amendment to that amendment
in the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, may be
withdrawn by the proponent at any time be-
fore action thereon, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute
made in order as original text. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. House Resolution 303 pro-
vides for a structured rule providing
for consideration of H.R. 5, the Student
Success Act.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues on the
House Education and the Workforce
Committee and I have been working to
reauthorize the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act. Our efforts in
reauthorization have centered on four
principles: reducing the Federal foot-
print in education, empowering par-
ents, supporting effective teachers, and
restoring local control.

H.R. 5, the Student Success Act, en-
sures that local communities have the
flexibility needed to meet the needs of
their students. This legislation reau-
thorizes the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act, also known as ESEA,
for 5 years, while making commonsense
changes to update the law and address
some of the concerns following the last
reauthorization.

Despite good intentions, there’s wide-
spread agreement that the current law
is no longer effectively serving stu-
dents.

Instead of working with Congress to
reauthorize ESEA, the Obama adminis-
tration began offering States tem-
porary waivers in 2011 to exempt them
from onerous requirements in exchange
for new Federal mandates from the De-
partment of Education.

These waivers are a short-term fix to
a long-term problem, and leave States
and districts with uncertainty about
whether they will again be subject to
the failing law, and if the administra-
tion will change the requirements nec-
essary to receive a waiver.

It is time to give students, parents,
teachers, and school districts certainty
to make decisions and flexibility to
make the best decisions for their com-
munities. H.R. 5 is a step in the right
direction and will provide this cer-
tainty and flexibility.

Since Republicans returned to the
majority in the House in 2011, we’ve
held 20 hearings on the reauthorization
of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act. The committee considered
five reauthorization bills in four mark-
ups in the 112th Congress, in addition
to a markup and favorabe reporting of
H.R. 5 this year.

I'm pleased to work with my col-
leagues on the Rules Committee to re-
port rules for floor debate and the con-
sideration of legislation that promote
transparency and participation.

I urge my colleagues to support this
rule and the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the rule and the underlying bill, H.R. 5,
the so-called Student Success Act. The
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Student Success Act is an ideological
attempt to reduce the crucial Federal
role in K-12 education.

To be clear, there’s no excuse for bad
policy that interferes with student
learning and prevents opportunity
from reaching all corners of this land.
There’s no excuse for bad classroom
practices at the local level. There’s no
excuse for bad policies at the State
level, and there’s no excuse for bad
policies at the Federal level.

However, we should also make no ex-
cuses for good policies at the State
level, make no excuses for good poli-
cies that help improve classroom prac-
tices at the Federal level.

Unfortunately, under this restrictive
rule, many of the commonsense amend-
ments that would have helped improve
this bill were shut out, including an
amendment that I authored that would
combat bullying and harassment
against lesbian, gay, bisexual, and
transgender students, to ensure that
schools are a safe learning environ-
ment for all children.

Under this rule, other amendments
that were offered by both my Demo-
cratic and Republican colleagues were
not included and not allowed to pro-
ceed to the House floor for a debate.

My colleague, Ms. FOXX, said that
““local communities have the flexibility
they need to meet the needs of their
students.”” She stated that that was
one of the goals of this bill.

I think the second goal that we
should have with Federal education
policy is, yes, to give local commu-
nities the flexibility to meet the learn-
ing needs of their students, but so, too,
to not give local communities the
flexibility to continue to not meet the
needs of their students.

There are too many failing schools
across our country—high schools that,
year after year, have dropout rates in
excess of b0 ©percent; elementary
schools where kids are falling further
behind every year.

We need to do everything we can as a
society—that means at the State level,
that means at the Federal level, that
means at the district level—to make
sure that, yes, the district has the
flexibility and the school has the flexi-
bility to do what works, but not the
flexibility to continue to do nothing,
which would only consign another gen-
eration of American kids, particularly
and disproportionately our most at-
risk families, to failure.

If the underlying bill becomes law,
States wouldn’t be required to set per-
formance targets based on student
growth, proficiency, or graduation
rates. Effectively, it would allow
States to define success down, simply
to make themselves or their districts
look good. The bill doesn’t even define
low-performing schools, nor does it es-
tablish parameters for intervention or
timelines for improvement.

I have not heard any Member of this
body, on either side, argue for Federal
micromanagement. That’s a straw
man. We want to make sure that re-
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form-minded superintendents are
armed with the tools they need to
make the tough decisions.

And there’s no silver bullet in edu-
cation. Sometimes it might be con-
verting it into a charter school, some-
times it might be changing the staff,
sometimes it might be closing a school,
sometimes it might be an extended
learning day.

One of the most critical aspects of
successful school reform, in fact, is the
local buy-in. And that’s why I, as well
as my colleague, Ms. FoxX, would agree
that the Federal Government dictating
what they should do is counter-
productive towards effective school re-
form. However, continuing to do noth-
ing is a guaranteed continued recipe
for failure.

Mr. Speaker, we need to provide
schools with more flexibility to design
school improvement systems than the
rigid measures under No Child Left Be-
hind. I think we can agree on that. But
we can’t let them continue to do noth-
ing and fail children.

No child in our country should be
trapped in a failing school with little
or no recourse or real choice. We need
to mend accountability, not end it.

This bill constitutes the Federal Gov-
ernment throwing up its arms and sim-
ply letting the States define success
downward, making themselves look
good, patting themselves on the back
saying, ‘‘Job well done,”” when more
and more children are falling through
the cracks.

We need a Federal role as an honest
referee, a disruptive force to break up
school district monopolies. We need to
use our limited funds to give reform-
minded school leaders leverage and re-
sources and cover that they need to en-
sure that failing schools are subject to
dramatic interventions that improve
school quality.

No child should ever be trapped in a
failing school. And we, as adults,
should not be finger-pointing, saying
oh, that’s the State, that’s the district,
that’s the Federal Government, that’s
your principal’s fault, that’s your
teacher’s fault. That’s not the answer.
The answer is to make the school work
for the kids and make sure that every
family has access to a good school.

While No Child Left Behind certainly
has its flaws, including the problematic
and wrongful definition of adequate
yearly progress as a benchmark for
success, it, nevertheless, did move us
forward when it comes to serving low-
income and minority students, stu-
dents with disabilities and English lan-
guage learners, and provided a new
layer of transparency that prevented
school districts from sweeping these
problems under the rug.

Unfortunately, here, with this bill,
H.R. 5, it takes another step backward,
effectively excluding students with dis-
abilities from school accountability
systems. Currently, there’s a 1 percent
cap, saying the students with severe
disabilities up to 1 percent of students
can take alternative assessments based
on alternative achievements standards.
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This bill removes that cap, meaning
that school district or that State, at
their discretion, under this bill can
simply say, you know what? We don’t
think any of our IDEA students, any of
our Special Ed students can learn, so
we’re not going to include them in the
accountability metric. They don’t have
to take the test. Or if they do, we’re
not going to count it. Or they can do
an alternative test, and we’ll look at
that and sign off.

And we will never know, Mr. Speak-
er, under this bill. It truly, in our pub-
licly-funded public education system,
is continuing to meet the learning
needs of all kids, including those with
disabilities or not, which is why, across
the disability advocacy community,
there is strong opposition for this bill.

It’s rare that a bill can unite such
disparate forces as the Chamber of
Commerce, organizations representing
teachers, the civil rights community,
advocates for the disabled, all in
staunch opposition to a bill. Why?

Because the bill represents a step
backward for public education in this
country. This bill doesn’t invest in our
Nation’s teachers, the most important
frontline workers that provide a qual-
ity education for kids across the coun-
try.

While, to its credit, it eventually re-
places highly-qualified teachers with a
new teacher accountability system
that’s tied into student success, which
is a key component of my STELLAR
Act that I introduced with Representa-
tive SUSAN DAvVIS, it fails to provide
teachers with the professional develop-
ment and support they need to succeed
in the classroom.

And during the 3-year transition pe-
riod, it does away with all measures,
indicators and requirements for teach-
er quality, including getting rid of the
definition of highly-qualified teacher.
So for 3 years, our Federal taxpayer
money that we are custodians of will
g0, in part, to pay the salaries of peo-
ple with absolutely no quality input or
outbased controls.

While I applaud the eventual replace-
ment of the definition of highly-quali-
fied teacher, and most people agree
that we can do better measurement of
teacher quality, the answer is simply
not to throw up our arms and say we’re
not going to look at teacher quality.

While H.R. 5 retreats on the signifi-
cant and constructive Federal role,
Ranking Member MILLER’S Democratic
substitute advances a comprehensive
vision of school accountability and im-
provement. The Democratic substitute
would ensure that schools take into ac-
count student growth, proficiency
rates, including disaggregation for
groups, including students with disabil-
ities, English language learners, mi-
norities; design targeted interventions
for low-performing schools; partner
with school districts to use evidence-
based criteria to improve school and
classroom performance.

It is an advanced vision of school im-
provement that has received broad uni-
fied support from the education reform
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community, the civil rights commu-
nity, and the business community.

The Federal Government must en-
sure that all students receive a high
quality, world-class education. We are
a country. Education is under the local
control of school boards subject to the
laws of the State. As a Nation, we can-
not abrogate on our responsibility to
have a human capital development
strategy that allows us to compete
with other nation-states in the 21st
century.

The Democratic substitute would en-
sure that schools set high expectations
and use quality assessments for stu-
dents with disabilities. We do not pro-
pose, in the Democratic substitute, nor
does President Obama support any
kind of national standard or national
test.

Certainly, some States have chosen
to work together to develop core com-
mon standards. Other States have de-
veloped other high quality standards
and assessments. The Federal role
should be to not allow States to define
the success downward and capitulate
the entire generation and consign an
entire generation of children to failure.

I'm disappointed the Rules Com-
mittee didn’t make in order my Stu-
dent Non-Discrimination Act, which I
introduced with Congresswoman ROS-
LEHTINEN and 155 of our colleagues.
When you have a bill that has so many
cosponsors, I would hope that the
Rules Committee would at least allow
a debate and floor vote on this bill.

My Student Non-Discrimination Act
would establish a comprehensive Fed-
eral prohibition on discrimination in
public schools based on actual or per-
ceived sexual orientation or gender
identity.

Every day, across our country, trag-
ically, kids who are perceived to be gay
or lesbian are subjected to pervasive
discrimination, harmful to both stu-
dents and our education system. Sur-
veys indicate that as many as 9 in 10
LGBT students have been bullied.

Just this last week we lost another
life to bullying. On Sunday, a young
man named Carlos in New Mexico took
his own life after being bullied and
called derogatory LGBT names since
the age of 8. It’s hard to imagine the
torment that Carlos went through
every single day. And unfortunately,
too many LGBT students and their
families often have limited recourses
to fight this kind of discrimination
that makes schools an unsafe and un-
welcome learning environment for
them.

My amendment would simply provide
protections for LGBT students to en-
sure that all students have access to
public education in a safe environment,
free from discrimination, free from
harassment, free from bullying, intimi-
dation and violence.

I would have hoped that every Mem-
ber of this body would agree that
there’s a bipartisan consensus that, re-
gardless of what people think of divi-
sive social issues like gay marriage or
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other LGBT issues, school should be a
safe place for all students to learn.

[ 1300

I am pleased that the underlying bill
includes constructive language with re-
gard to the expansion and replication
of successful charter schools. I'm also
pleased that the committee made in
order two amendments I offered to im-
prove this flawed bill. The first amend-
ment further improves the Charter
Schools Program. I enjoyed working
with Chairman KLINE and Ranking
Member MILLER on improving and
modernizing the Charter Schools Pro-
gram. Both the underlying bill and the
Democratic substitute contain strong
language around helping quality char-
ter schools grow and expand to meet
the demands of the more than 1 million
kids who remain on charter school
waiting lists across our country unable
to attend the school of their choice.

A recent Stanford CREDO study
found that charter schools that are
successful in producing strong aca-
demic progress from the beginning tend
to remain strong and successful schools
as they grow and expand.

My amendment, which I'm offering
with Mr. PETRI, would allow charter
schools to receive Federal funding
through the Charter Schools Program
to use their grant dollars for vital
startup costs like professional develop-
ment, teacher training, and instruc-
tional materials. As a charter school
founder, I know that this additional
flexibility provided under our proposed
amendment would really help get qual-
ity charter schools off the ground.

The amendment also allows per-pupil
revenue to be more portable across
school districts to provide States with
the ability to move towards more inno-
vative multidistrict models, including
online education or competency-based
education, if they so desire.

Finally, my amendment would en-
sure that charter schools are doing
substantial outreach to low-income
and other underserved populations. We
know that many high-performing char-
ter schools are already leading in this
regard in helping our most at-risk fam-
ilies achieve success. We want to en-
sure that they continue to lead the way
in providing access and choice for more
families.

I'm also pleased my amendment I of-
fered with Representative BROOKS re-
garding computer science is made in
order. My amendment with Represent-
ative BROOKS would clarify that Fed-
eral funds can be used for computer
science education. It’s particularly im-
portant because it relates to funding
for teacher preparation and profes-
sional development based on the bipar-
tisan Computer Science Education Act,
which Representative BROOKS and I in-
troduced earlier this year.

In today’s knowledge-based economy,
it’s more important than ever to en-
sure our education system aligns with
the demands of the 2lst-century work-
force. We need high-quality teachers to
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have access to training in all relevant
fields, including computer science edu-
cation.

I also worked with Mr. PETRI on an-
other amendment regarding charter
schools, which I withdrew. But I want
to talk about some additional changes
that are included in our All-STAR Act
that I look forward to continue work-
ing with Chairman KLINE and Ranking
Member MILLER to make crucial
changes on the Charter School Pro-
grams that were included in my
amendment with Mr. PETRI.

The amendment I offered with Mr.
PETRI would offer improvements to
help grow and replicate high-quality
charter schools that are demonstrating
outstanding results across the country.
There’s currently 6,000 charter schools
serving more than 2.3 million students.
Yet there are over a million students
on charter school waiting lists. My
amendment would have increased the
overall authorization for this high-im-
pact, low-cost program to $330 million
so that with our limited Federal re-
sources we have the maximum impact
on increasing choice and learning op-
portunities for families.

My amendment would also have al-
lowed for the continuation of the Char-
ter Schools Program grants from the
Replication and Expansion of High-
Quality Schools Program, a very suc-
cessful program that helps more fami-
lies access the highest-performing
charter schools.

In this time of austerity and con-
strained public resources, we need to
maximize the impact of every dollar
spent by making sure we only invest in
what works, fostering innovative new
approaches both for results as well as
for cost savings to achieve even greater
gains in student achievement. That
means investing in those public charter
schools that are getting great results
as well as allowing charter school oper-
ators with a strong evidence base of
student achievement, particularly with
our most at-risk kids and families,
along with robust management capac-
ity, to replicate and expand so they can
serve more students.

I look forward to continuing the
work with Chairman KLINE and Rank-
ing Member MILLER to include some of
those priorities in the ESEA reauthor-
ization and further legislation.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to my distinguished colleague
from the Education Committee and the
great State of Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI).

Mr. PETRI. I thank my colleague.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to express
my support for the rule and the under-
lying bill, H.R. 5.

I am in frequent contact with edu-
cators in my district in Wisconsin. One
of the concerns I hear the most is that
Federal money comes to local schools
and districts in a variety of funding
streams, each with its own restrictions
and reporting requirements. I am con-
stantly asked if there’s a way that we
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can consolidate some of these funding
pots so that schools can better apply
the funds to those areas where they
will have the most effect. These feel-
ings are strongest in smaller or more
rural schools, where funding tends to
be the most limited. H.R. 5 would give
them that much-needed local flexi-
bility.

Wisconsin schools are doing a lot of
innovative things to prepare their stu-
dents for success in the 2lst-century
economy. They know that the nature
of work is changing: jobs in manufac-
turing, where Wisconsin is a leader, re-
quire critical thinking, the ability to
be innovative and to work with people
of varying skill levels, and the ability
to communicate effectively. These
skills were favorably noted in a 2012
National Research Council report and
in a recent Gallup Poll that found that
those who have those skills are twice
as likely to have higher work quality
than those who don’t.

Wisconsin is a member of the Part-
nership for 21st Century Skills, a coali-
tion of States, education groups, and
employers that’s working to ensure
that students have these critical skills.
I hear from educators that these inno-
vative programs help to bring to life
the subjects that students are studying
in school, oftentimes renewing their
focus on core academics. Again, I also
hear that schools and districts are
hamstrung by their inability to put
Federal funds to use in these innova-
tive ways. So I'm pleased that the Stu-
dent Success Act, through its Local
Academic Flexible Grant and in other
ways, gives educators the flexibility to
pursue these innovative initiatives at
the local level.

I would also like to mention the sub-
ject of geography, which is a core aca-
demic subject under No Child Left Be-
hind, but has never received the same
level of support as other core academic
subjects. The National Geographic So-
ciety has invested millions of its own
dollars to help invest in the future of
geographic education—a critical in-
vestment, given the importance of ge-
ography to our national and inter-
national well-being. It’s critical that
geography be on a level playing field
with other core academic subjects.
This bill accomplishes that goal by let-
ting geography compete equally for
funds to enhance the professional de-
velopment of teachers in this critical
subject.

I, again, want to emphasize my sup-
port for the rule and the underlying
bill.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. CASTOR), a former member
of the Rules Committee.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for yielding and for his un-
ceasing efforts.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
opposition to this rule and H.R. 5 be-
cause the Republican bill fails Amer-
ica’s students.

Mr. Speaker, America’s public
schools are the envy of the world.
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We’re fortunate to live in a country
that believes that every child should be
educated and given the opportunity to
succeed in life. Our public schools are
one of the best examples of American
values. No matter where a child comes
from, no matter what challenges a stu-
dent faces in life—a disability, autism,
poverty—that student can receive a
good education.

Our local public schools are largely
community-based and locally run; but
the Federal Government provides im-
portant support, especially for work-
ing-class communities and for students
with disabilities and learning chal-
lenges. We have important work to do
to continue to improve public schools
and recruit good teachers; but under
this bill, Republicans want to go in the
other direction.

The Republican bill before the House
today proposes a harsh prescription for
students and families who seek better
schools and talented teachers. H.R. 5
guts education funding for students
and teachers by over $1 billion below
last year’s levels at a time when we
want high-quality curricula, and
States and local school districts have
been challenged financially.

Back home in my Tampa Bay area
district in Florida, I have over 200 title
1 schools, like Foster Elementary in
Hillsborough County and Woodlawn El-
ementary in Pinellas County. These
are students from working-class fami-
lies. Over 90 percent of these students
qualify for free and reduced lunch. It is
the longtime compact between the
Federal Government and our local
schools that ensures support to these
students that do not come from
wealthy families. The students who at-
tend these schools range from ones
with special needs that require title 1
help to work with exceptional edu-
cation teachers; English Language
Learners that need a little extra help
from translators; and students with se-
vere emotional behavior disorders.

The Republican bill retreats from
these students and the responsibility
to education.

No Child Left Behind has been rid-
dled with problems from the start. Its
one-size-fits-all policy hasn’t worked,
but this Republican bill is not the an-
swer. It’s a step backward. And I urge
my colleagues to oppose the rule and
the underlying bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to our distinguished colleague

from Tennessee, Congresswoman
BLACKBURN.
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I

want to thank the gentlelady from
North Carolina for her excellent work
on this measure and all of the work she
has done in committee. Dr. FOXX is
such a skilled educator. We’re pleased
to have her in our conference. I know
that Chairman KLINE, who has really
put a lot of effort into this bill, is so
pleased to have her.

I do rise to support H.R. 5. This com-
monsense bill helps parents, teachers,
and students. It will help prepare our
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children to compete in the global
workforce. It helps to right the wrongs
of our broken education system by
bringing back flexibility to the system
and encouraging more effective teach-
ing and learning in our schools.

I have to tell you that as a mother
and a grandmother, as a classroom vol-
unteer and a homeroom mother for
many years, I know how important it
is for our children. And the reason that
we are bringing this bill forward is be-
cause of concern and in preparing every
child to compete.

I'm troubled by a recent report that
says the U.S. ranked 18th out of 23 in-
dustrialized countries in the quality
and quantity of high school diplomas.
These are all items that need our at-
tention. The feedback we have gotten
through the years from No Child Left
Behind’s one-size-fits-all mandate does
not work. People do not want these de-
cisions being made in Washington. The
Student Success Act would fix this by
repealing the Federal accountability
system and restoring much-needed
local control. It would also stop the ad-
ministration’s act of coercing States
through Race to the Top funds and into
adopting specific national academic
standards, otherwise known as Com-
mon Core. It would put an end to that.

H.R. 5 would reverse the Federal
footprint in our education system by
repealing the K-12 waiver schemes and
the pet programs that have been put in
place. This is the right step that we
should take for our students for their
success and educational opportunities.

Mr. POLIS. The gentlelady said the
U.S. ranks 18th on the quality and
quantity of high school diplomas. This
bill is a recipe to do even worse—worse
on the quality by allowing States to
define success and their standards
down and worse in the quantity by re-
moving graduation requirements as
one of the issues that the Federal Gov-
ernment looks at with regard to the
success of State formulas.

I am honored to yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
CHU).

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to the rule and to
H.R. 5. This bill radically reduces the
role of the Federal Government in edu-
cation at a time when we need to revi-
talize our education system. It slashes
over $1 billion in funding to teach our
kids. It eliminates accountability in
our education system that ensures stu-
dents graduate from high school and
those with special needs don’t get left
behind.

I am particularly concerned about
the impact this bill will have on com-
munity services that benefit the stu-
dents struggling the most. Studies
show that when we don’t address stu-
dents’ social and economic disadvan-
tages at schools, we undo the work
that’s achieved by having good skills
and teachers with adequate resources.
An astounding two-thirds of the
achievement gap is due to factors out-
side of school. Children are more likely
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to succeed in schools when their com-
prehensive needs—nutrition, health,
and a safe and stable home—are met.
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These support systems—sometimes
called ‘‘wraparound services’’—are par-
ticularly important for low-performing
and low-income schools that greatly
benefit from these services.

But instead of supporting programs
that are scientifically proven to help
close the achievement gap, H.R. 5 takes
away the designated funding for them
and lets States do with the money as
they please. It completely cuts funding
for after-school programs. It elimi-
nates social and emotional programs
that help Kkeep our students safe,
healthy, and ready to learn. And with
the money that’s left? There’s no guar-
antee that it will be used to provide
these services to students who need
them the most.

We shouldn’t leave to chance whether
a school will care about students be-
yond their test scores. But this bill
sets a dangerous precedent by exempt-
ing the Federal Government from re-
sponsibility to ensure schools ade-
quately support students and families
that face challenges outside of school.

Instead of improving No Child Left
Behind, this bill takes us even further
backwards. I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no”” on this rule and the under-
lying bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I now would
like to yield 4 minutes to my distin-
guished colleague from Georgia (Mr.
COLLINS).

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of the rule
as well as the underlying bill, H.R. 5,
the Student Success Act.

I want to thank also, as others have,
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
for her continued leadership on an im-
portant issue. And I also would like to
commend the gentleman from Colorado
on his interest in this legislation as
well. Although we differ in opinions on
what this legislation would do, I be-
lieve it is a conversation that we need
to have.

You see, I have had the privilege to
be married to a public school teacher
for 25 years. I also have three children
who are the product of a public school
education, one of whom is a special
needs child who has spina bifida, who
graduated just a few years ago. I was
happily there to present her with her
diploma when she rolled across that
stage.

We can talk about a lot of things
today; but when it gets down to it, it’s
about the kids in our country and how
they’re educated and what role this
body is to play in that. I think that’s
an honest conversation.

As I speak today as a parent, edu-
cation policy is near and dear to my
heart because I believe our democracy
was founded on the principle that every
child should have the opportunity to
learn. And I believe that the goal of
our educational system should be to in-
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still in our children a love for learning
that they will carry with them
throughout their entire life.

There is nothing I love better than to
walk into a room and see my child
reading a book—a 14-year-old, a 17-
year-old reading a book—or learning.
That is what we cry for, as parents.

Whenever I’'m home in Georgia, I en-
counter numerous folks who tell me
their concerns about the endless expan-
sion of our Federal Government—not
just its size, but its scope and power.
Like the parents and teachers I've
heard from lately—and also live with—
I'm very concerned about the top-down
approach that this administration in
Washington seems to be taking on edu-
cation. Probably the best known exam-
ple is the Common Core Standards,
which has been mentioned already,
which Washington wants to use as a
national litmus test for States seeking
funding. Again, it’s a carrot-and-stick
approach. When we look at this, is that
what we want us to be in the business
of doing?

As you will hear further from my col-
leagues, there is plenty of concern
about the content of this so-called
Common Core; and I could speak a lot
about that, but I choose to focus on one
thing and that is, I can’t wrap myself
around the fact that there are so many
who wish to see Washington’s role in
education expanded and beyond the
level it should be, when that role
should not exist on the level that it
does.

In fact, my friend from Colorado, he
made this statement and he said that
the Federal Government needs to be an
honest referee. I appreciate that. How-
ever, I disagree in the fact that using
an honest referee to use a carrot-and-
stick approach with money and stand-
ards is not the way it should work.

I’'m old school. As I've said before, I
believe the referee on a football field
should be not seen, and this goes very
much against that. The referee should
be there, but not be the center of at-
tention, which Washington has become
in education.

Make no mistake, I believe our edu-
cation system should be a global lead-
er; and in order for our students to be
competitive on the world stage, our
schools must have high standards.

We have seen firsthand in this coun-
try what occurs when our students fall
behind in STEM education. That can-
not continue to happen. We must raise
the bar and demand excellence in our
schools. However, education standards
should be developed at the State and
local level by those intimately familiar
with the needs of the children and our
educational policy, not from inside the
beltway.

The beauty of public education is
that every child, regardless of race,
gender, religion and geography, has the
opportunity to learn. Our Nation is
great because our people are great. And
if we as a Nation fail our most basic re-
sponsibility—providing education for
our children—then our people and our
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Nation will no longer be a shining light
in a dark world.

I am proud to be a member of a party
that believes that the best educational
opportunities exist when the Federal
Government gets out of the classroom,
when the teachers are allowed to teach
children how to learn, not how to bub-
ble an exam.

I am tired of having to watch my
wife for 20-something years worry more
about filling out a form than actually
having to be able to do her lesson plan
the next day because she is inundated
with the requirements. I'm proud that
we can teach and that we can learn and
that we can promote that, not on a
Federal level, but on a State and local
level.

Current Federal law clearly prohibits
Federal approval or certification of
academic standards to ensure State
and local control over the classroom.
Apparently, and unfortunately, this
law just doesn’t seem to matter up
here. They decided that they know bet-
ter than parents and teachers. As a
parent, and as the husband of a school
teacher, that thinking doesn’t fly with
me.

Our education system has its roots in
the State and local government for a
good reason. No one has a stronger in-
terest in the child’s success than his or
her parents. No one knows what really
works in the classroom like our teach-
ers. The community surrounding a
child naturally understands that stu-
dent’s needs and has a deep desire to do
what it takes to ensure his or her suc-
cess. I support the Student Success Act
because it places education decision-
making where it belongs—in the hands
of parents and teachers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman an
30 additional seconds.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I thank the
gentlelady.

Mr. Speaker, there is a lot this coun-
try can do to improve education in our
Nation and to empower our Kkids to
take on the challenges of the 21st cen-
tury. But those changes must be con-
sidered and debated and adopted by the
parents whose children will live with
the consequences of those choices.

Decisions of this magnitude right-
fully belong not in Washington, but on
Main Street, and the Student Success
Act rightly restores the proper means
of education policymaking in this
country.

I strongly support H.R. 5 and support
this rule.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, think of
the excitement next month as so many
young Americans return to school; and
what this legislation does, it would
greet them with a big cut in funds to
our most disadvantaged schools.

I can tell you that in Texas, Gov-
ernor Perry and his cohorts will redi-
rect these funds from disadvantaged

The
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students faster than you can say
“oops.” And you will find other Gov-
ernors across America with a similar
tepid support for public education—the
same kind of people who have come to
this floor and called them ‘‘government
schools” instead of public schools—
you’ll find them seeing cuts to dis-
advantaged students as the easiest way
to plug a State budget gap.

While No Child Left Behind is flawed,
removing support for economically dis-
advantaged students is not the way to
fix it. At Wheatley Middle School in
San Antonio, in one of our poorest
neighborhoods, title 1 funding has
helped Principal Mary Olison and her
team make real progress—a 30 percent
improvement in math, reading and
science scores; now the district’s sec-
ond best record in attendance; and dis-
ciplinary actions have been reduced 75
percent.

Those educators are out there strug-
gling. Now is not the time to remove
the support they need to do their very
difficult jobs. Cutting this support
would turn back the clock on the
progress there and across America.

Title 1 funding has already been cut
for the next school year. This really is
a ‘‘leave more students behind act”
that will lock in those cuts and allow
State diversion of much-needed funds.

And really, this bill turns a blind eye
to the achievement gap, to the racial
disparities in our classrooms, and it
particularly ignores the needs of stu-
dents who want to learn English by
cutting the English Language Learners
program, which helps many of our
Latino neighbors in Texas.

With the damage that has already
been inflicted in my home State to
public schools, now is not the time to
reduce Federal aid to our schools that
are the most disadvantaged.

Mr. Speaker, this bill needs to be
sent to detention. It needs to be given
an F. It needs to be rejected. It is not
the way to strengthen education.

I believe in our public schools as a
way to bind our communities together.
We need to be investing more, not
doing less.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Over the last four decades, the Fed-
eral Government’s role in elementary
and secondary education has increased
dramatically. The Department of Edu-
cation currently runs more than 80 K-
12 education programs, many of which
are duplicative or ineffective.

As a school board member, I saw how
the vast reporting requirements for
these Federal programs tie the hands
of State and local leaders who want to
make the best education available for
their students.

Since 1965, Federal education funding
has tripled; yet student achievement
remains flat. More money is clearly
not going to solve the challenges we
face in education.

Our children deserve better. It’s time
to acknowledge more taxpayer dollars
and more Federal intrusion cannot ad-
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dress the challenges facing schools.
H.R. 5, the Student Success Act, will
streamline the Nation’s education sys-
tem by eliminating more than 70 dupli-
cative and ineffective Federal edu-
cation programs; cutting through the
bureaucratic red tape that is stifling
innovation in the classroom; and
granting States and school districts
the authority to use Federal education
funds to meet the unique needs of their
students.

The bill also requires the Secretary
of Education to identify the bureau-
crats in Washington who run the pro-
grams to be consolidated or eliminated
in H.R. 5 and eliminate those positions
to ensure that the bureaucracy shrinks
with the programs.

Additionally, this legislation will
take definitive steps to limit the Sec-
retary’s authority by prohibiting him
or her from coercing States into adopt-
ing academic standards like the Com-
mon Core. It also halts the executive
overreach in the waiver process by pro-
hibiting the Secretary from imposing
extraneous conditions on States and
local districts in exchange for a waiver.

The Student Success Act protects
State and local autonomy over deci-
sions in the classroom by removing the
Secretary’s authority to add new re-
quirements to Federal programs.

Mr. Speaker, Federal policy should
not tie the hands of local educators to
make the best decisions for their stu-
dents and communities. H.R. 5 is a step
in that direction.

I urge my colleagues to support the
rule and the underlying bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS), the ranking
member of the Education and Work-
force Subcommittee on Health, Em-
ployment, Labor, and Pensions.

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, if a
school said that African American chil-
dren could not take advanced math, it
would be wrong and illegal. I think
most of us agree if a school said that
Jewish children couldn’t enroll in a
certain program, that would be
wrong—and it is illegal.

In most States in this country,
though, if a school says that a child
who is gay or lesbian or bisexual or
transgender, or perceived to be, there
is no legal protection for that child.
Now, this is not simply a theoretical
problem. LGBT children have been
bullied and harassed and mistreated
across this country. The stories are
heartbreaking, and they often end in
family tragedy, like suicide.

There is a serious proposal that
would remedy this injustice that was
sponsored by 156 Members of the House
of Representatives and there was an at-
tempt to make that in order for debate
and a vote. It should have been, and it
was not.

This is a serious issue. Frankly, un-
less the majority leadership agrees
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there would be a separate and inde-
pendent chance to move that bill, this
was the chance to move that bill.

No child should be left behind. Cer-
tainly, a child should not be left behind
because of their race, their religion,
their ethnicity. That should extend to
their sexual orientation as well, and we
should have had a chance to vote on
that.

For that reason and many others, I
oppose this rule.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, Republicans
do agree that schools should be safe
places for all students to learn. How-
ever, as my friends and colleagues
know, the amendment to which they
have been referring had several par-
liamentary problems when it was in-
troduced.

To begin with, it was not germane to
the underlying bill.
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Additionally, it violated CutGo pro-
visions in House rules. My under-
standing is that although the CutGo
issues were ultimately resolved, the
amendment was not redrafted to fix
the germaneness problem.

For these reasons, the amendment
was not made in order.
Mr. POLIS. Will

yield?

Ms. FOXX. No, not until I finish.

However, I appreciate the gentle-
man’s strong feelings on the issue and
respect his desire to protect students.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of this bill,
and I'm proud of the open and trans-
parent process by which it has been
brought up for consideration.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, what I was
going to discuss with the gentlelady is
that the CutGo issue was resolved, as
she mentioned, and waivers that are
routinely granted on a broad variety of
amendments simply could have been
approved by the Rules Committee, as is
customary, and advanced this amend-
ment to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 12 minutes to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker,
let me thank the gentleman for yield-
ing and for his tremendous support.

First of all, I agree that we must
take a critical look at No Child Left
Behind and address its numerous short-
comings, but the Republican proposal
is not the answer.

This bill guts education. It violates
the civil rights of students, and it does
not support educators. It leaves stu-
dents with disabilities, low-income stu-
dents, students of color, English-lan-
guage learners, migrant students, and
LGBT students out in the cold.

The so-called Student Success Act,
which really is the Letting Students
Down Act—that’s what it really is—
guts education. It guts it by $1 billion
below the fiscal 2012 level, locking in,
really, these already detrimental se-
quester cuts. It would fail to support
meaningful improvements and reforms

the gentlelady



H4616

at the Nation’s lowest performing
schools. This bill does not support stu-
dents, it does not protect students, and
in no way does it guarantee access to
equal quality public education.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, let me just say,
the rule fails to make in order the stu-
dent nondiscrimination amendment,
which would protect lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual, and transgender students
across the country from harassment
and bullying. Every child deserves
these protections.

So we should go back to the drawing
board on this bill. We should call it for
what it is, and that’s ‘‘letting students
down.”” That’s what this bill does. And
we should really look at how we invest
in our future through education rather
than making it more difficult to im-
prove student achievement.

Once again, this bill begins to erode
our system of public education; it vio-
lates our students’ civil rights; it does
not support our teachers and our edu-
cators; and finally, let me just say, it
fails to prioritize STEM education that
would eliminate the Mathematics and
Science Partnership program, which
really is the only program at the De-
partment of Education focused solely
on teacher professional development in
STEM subjects.

I hope that we vote against this rule
and also the underlying bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Our colleagues have said that H.R. 5
guts education funding. That is not ac-
curate. H.R. 5 authorizes funding for
all programs under the act as the final
appropriated amount for ESEA pro-
grams in FY 2013. Those amounts are
level-funded for the 6-year life of the
bill.

While authorizing spending for the
act at the final FY 2013 level, H.R. 5
prioritizes Federal spending by pro-
tecting core programs. Title I aid for
the disadvantaged, as well as targeted
population programs: migrant edu-
cation, mneglected and delinquent,
English-language acquisition, Indian
education, and rural education are au-
thorized at FY 2012 levels.

Additionally, because the bill con-
solidates many existing programs,
funds currently spent on those lower
priority programs have been used to in-
crease the authorization for these core
programs. As a result, our bill would
authorize more spending—I’ll empha-
size—more spending for these core pro-
grams in FY 2014 than the President’s
own FY 2014 budget proposal.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Rhode
Island (Mr. CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in opposition to the rule and to
the underlying bill. This education bill
fails students in so many ways it is dif-
ficult to know where to begin.

In addition to putting forth a pro-
posal that will cause so much harm,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the majority denied many opportuni-
ties for amendments and improvements
to the legislation that we are consid-
ering today.

Among those amendments that were
denied consideration was one offered by
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
PoLis) to prohibit discrimination in
public schools based on actual or per-
ceived sexual orientation or gender
identity.

The Student Nondiscrimination Act
is an important piece of legislation
that will protect lesbian, gay, bisexual,
and transgender students across our
country from harassment and bullying
and would hold schools accountable for
failing to protect our Nation’s chil-
dren.

The Federal Government has a re-
sponsibility, Mr. Speaker, to do all
that we can do to ensure the safest and
best possible environment in which
students can learn. When students are
bullied or harassed because of who they
are, they are denied the opportunity to
achieve their full potential.

Refusing to include provisions of the
Student Nondiscrimination Act means
we are failing our duty to protect all of
our Nation’s children and to guarantee
them a safe and nurturing environment
in which to learn.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5 con-
tinues the charter school, magnet
school, and tutoring programs to pro-
vide parents with more choices in edu-
cating their children.

Along with parental involvement, en-
couraging and supporting effective
teachers in the classroom is critical to
student success in quality education.
Most Americans can regale you with
stories of their favorite teachers who
made a lasting impact on their lives.
H.R. 5 also supports the development
and implementation of teacher evalua-
tion systems that are designed by
States and school districts with input
from parents, teachers, school leaders,
and other stakeholders.

In addition to evaluation systems,
the Student Success Act reduces confu-
sion and duplication by consolidating
teacher quality programs into a single,
flexible grant program to be used by
States in school districts to support
creative approaches to recruit and re-
tain effective educators.

The recurring theme throughout this
legislation is empowering the people
closest to students to make decisions
for their communities and ensuring
that the law is flexible to meet the
needs of diverse States, regions, and
student populations.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy.

H.R. 5 takes a U-turn for educational
policy.

It is interesting, our friends on the
Republican side of the aisle in a farm
bill a couple of weeks ago managed to
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unite environmentalists, farm groups,
and taxpayer advocates in unanimous
opposition to their proposal, and now
they have done it again. They brought
together business, education, civil
rights groups, and a broad cross-sec-
tion of organizations that don’t agree
with each other very often to oppose
this bill. In part, it is what happens
when you simply refuse to work in a bi-
partisan and cooperative fashion, as
the committee used to do.

I have a very vivid example of the
impact of this shortsighted approach. I
represent Grant High School in Port-
land, Oregon. They won the national
competition for the U.S. Constitution
contest. That project of “We the Peo-
ple” has been zeroed out by Congress,
and programs like this are not going to
come back if we approve the approach
of this bill.

It not only continues to undercut
programs for education, the overall
spending for education is, in fact, dra-
matically reduced. It keeps the seques-
tration cuts. We are going to lose over
$10 million this year in Oregon, for in-
stance. And worse, it locks in the post-
sequestration funding level through
2019.

In addition, it takes away protec-
tions for key priority programs, dis-
mantling provisions that would ensure
equity. This legislation undermines the
Federal partnership with the State and
local communities to support edu-
cation. That is why it is opposed by
such a wide array of groups and why
this House should reject it as well.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

It is really puzzling why our col-
leagues continue to misrepresent what
H.R. 5 does when the public can read
the bill and know the truth. For exam-
ple, our colleagues have said that H.R.
5 eliminates protections for students
with disabilities, low-income students,
and students from major racial and
ethnic groups. This charge is simply
false.

The Student Success Act maintains
annual testing requirements in read-
ing, math, and science. It also main-
tains the law’s requirement that
schools in districts disaggregate and
report subgroup data on student per-
formance. This ensures student
achievement results for special needs
students and other traditionally dis-
advantaged populations are trans-
parent and parents and communities
have the information they mneed to
evaluate their schools properly.

Critics of this approach believe in the
now widely discredited premise cap-
tured in No Child Left Behind that the
Federal Government can and should de-
vise an accountability system appro-
priate for all of the nearly 100,000 pub-
lic schools in the country. Frankly,
Mr. Speaker, that is one of the most
widespread criticisms of what we have
known as No Child Left Behind, which
was really a reauthorization of this bill
several years ago. It is puzzling to me
that they continue to criticize what is
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bad about what exists and yet say they
want to do it again. It doesn’t make
any sense.

H.R. 5 is based on a different premise
that true education reform comes not
from the top down, but from the bot-
tom up.

Acknowledging that Washington
can’t fix schools does not mean we are
backing away from our strongly held
belief that schools should have stand-
ards to which they are accountable and
that those standards should be equally
applied across all school groups. It
means we must empower and trust
States and communities, those closest
to the classroom, to develop an ac-
countability and school improvement
system that best meets the educational
needs of their students.

All of the wisdom of the world is not
in Washington, D.C., Mr. Speaker. It is
out there in the country. It is out there
with the local people, with the Amer-
ican people who are very bright and
know how to do things for themselves.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to inquire of the gentlelady if she has
any remaining speakers.

Ms. FOXX. We do not, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. POLIS. I would like to inquire of
the Speaker how much time remains
on both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 3 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the remainder of the time.

First, in response to the gentlelady’s,
Ms. FoxX’s, allegation that Members
on our side of the aisle have misrepre-
sented the bill, that is completely
false.

The bill does, in fact, remove the 1
percent cap for students with disabil-
ities. A school district or a State can
say, We are not even looking whether
students with disabilities are making
progress at all. Perhaps we are exclud-
ing every child with an IEP; we are ex-
cluding every child that receives IDEA
funding, Federal funding, for taxpayer
money that we are custodians for.

In addition, it allows States to define
success downward. Rather than having
meaningful college and career-ready
standards, a State can simply say, We
write our standards such that we are
going to make all of our students bril-
liant because they are all going to pass
it, then we are going to pat ourselves
on the back and say, ‘‘Job well done.”
Those kids might not be ready for col-
lege and they might not be ready for
careers. We, as a nation-state, cannot
afford not to do better with regard to
serving our public kids.

This bill slashes education funding. I
don’t know how you call moving $3.6
billion worth of programs into a $2 bil-
lion block grant anything less than
slashing education funding.

What is being eliminated? School im-
provement grants, turning around
some of our lowest performing schools
and giving them the opportunity to
succeed. Race to the Top, which has en-
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couraged reforms at the State level, in-
cluding my home State of Colorado,
which replaced teacher tenure with an
evaluation system, with bipartisan
support.
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Investments in innovation: replacing
these important, tangible programs
that are some of the highest-leveraged
dollars that the Federal Government
spends, which is amorphously block-
granting money to States, sending
more money into the ‘‘system’ with-
out any reforms or any accountability
required.

As elected officials who are con-
cerned about our Nation’s welfare and
as providers of 10 percent of education
funding, we in the Federal Government
have an obligation to provide trans-
parency and accountability and, yes, to
be a referee in the K-12 education sys-
tem. We have an obligation to ensure
that schools cannot fail kids year after
yvear. We cannot retreat from the goals
of No Child Left Behind, and while it
was flawed, it has shined light on
achievement gaps for minority and
low-income students, and has un-
leashed State- and local-based reforms
that we are just beginning and con-
tinue to benefit from. We need to use
what we have learned from our experi-
ences under No Child Left Behind to
build on what reform-minded States
and districts are doing. We need to en-
courage flexibility, improve and
streamline the Federal role, invest in
what works, and change what doesn’t
work.

I look forward to working together
across the aisle to provide more trans-
parency, accountability and to ensure
funding equity in our Nation’s schools.
H.R. 5 would bring us back to a time in
which adults had every incentive to
hide poor student performance and stu-
dents were left to attend failing
schools for generations—without
choice and without recourse.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no”” and defeat this partisan bill.
I urge a ‘‘no”” vote on this restrictive
rule and the bill. I encourage my col-
leagues to move forward in improving
our public education system.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Many of my Republican colleagues
and I feel that the Federal Government
should be out of education altogether,
but that is not what we are recom-
mending here. Rather, H.R. 5 is a rea-
sonable first step in empowering the
people closest to the students to make
decisions for those students.

That being said, as long as taxpayer
money is being used by the Federal
Government to fund education, Con-
gress must ensure that funding recipi-
ents are being held accountable for how
they use that hardworking taxpayer
money. Washington must live within
its means just as families all across
this country do, and limited resources
require wise stewardship. Again, those
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closest to the students—parents, teach-
ers, principals, local school boards,
school district leaders, and States—
know what works best for their diverse
student populations.

The Student Success Act recognizes
this by allowing States to develop their
own accountability systems that incor-
porate three broad parameters: an an-
nual measure of the academic achieve-
ment of all public school students
against State academic standards; an
annual evaluation and identification of
the academic performance of each pub-
lic school in the State based on student
academic achievement; a school im-
provement plan to be implemented by
school districts when schools don’t
meet the State standards. These broad
accountability measures not only serve
to steward taxpayer money carefully
but ensure parents have the informa-
tion needed to make the best decisions
about their schools’ education.

Let’s give control back to the people
who know the needs of their students
and communities best, and let’s pass
this rule and underlying bill. We tried
it the other way, and it hasn’t worked.
Control from Washington has not
brought us improvement in our edu-
cational programs.

Mr. Speaker, my background as an
educator, school board member, moth-
er, and grandmother reinforces my be-
lief that students are best served when
people at the local level are in control
of education decisions. I also believe
that education is the most important
tool Americans at any age can have. I
was the first person in my family to
graduate from high school and go to
college, where I worked full time and
attended school part time. It took me 7
years to earn my bachelor’s degree, and
I continued to work my way through
my master’s and doctoral degrees.

From my own experience, I am con-
vinced this is the greatest country in
the world for many reasons, not the
least of which is that a person like me,
who grew up extremely poor in a house
with no electricity and no running
water, and with parents with very lit-
tle formal education and no prestige at
all, could work hard and be elected to
the United States House of Representa-
tives.

No legislation is perfect, and that is
why I look forward to working with my
colleagues to address their concerns
and improve the Student Success Act
through the amendment process. How-
ever, I have never been one to let the
perfect be the enemy of the good, and
while H.R. 5 isn’t perfect, it’s a step in
the right direction of reducing the Fed-
eral role in education, empowering par-
ents, teachers and local school dis-
tricts, and increasing local control.
That’s why I am a proud cosponsor of
this legislation, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this rule and
the underlying bill.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of House Res-
olution 303, if ordered, and on approval

of the Journal.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays

192, not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 364]

YEAS—232
Aderholt Gibson Mulvaney
Alexander Gingrey (GA) Murphy (PA)
Amash Gohmert Neugebauer
Amodei Goodlatte Noem
Bachmann Gosar Nugent
Bachus Gowdy Nunes
Barber Granger Nunnelee
Barletta Graves (GA) Olson
Barr Graves (MO) Palazzo
Barton Griffin (AR) Paulsen
Benishek Griffith (VA) Pearce
Bentivolio Grimm Perry
Bilirakis Guthrie Peters (CA)
Bishop (UT) Hall Petri
Black Hanna Pittenger
Blackburn Harper Pitts
Bonner Harris Poe (TX)
Boustany Hartzler Pompeo
Brady (TX) Hastings (WA) Posey
Bridenstine Heck (NV) Price (GA)
Brooks (AL) Hensarling Radel
Brooks (IN) Holding Reed
Broun (GA) Hudson Reichert
Buchanan Huelskamp Renacci
Bucshon Huizenga (MI) Ribble
Burgess Hultgren Rice (SC)
Calvert Hunter Rigell
Camp Hurt Roby
Campbell Issa Roe (TN)
Cantor Jenkins Rogers (AL)
Capito Johnson (OH) Rogers (KY)
Carter Johnson, Sam Rogers (MI)
Cassidy Jones Rohrabacher
Chabot Jordan Rokita
Chaffetz Joyce Rooney
Coble Kelly (PA) Ros-Lehtinen
Coffman King (IA) Roskam
Cole King (NY) Ross
Collins (GA) Kingston Rothfus
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Royce
Conaway Kline Runyan
Cook Labrador Ryan (WI)
Cotton LaMalfa Salmon
Cramer Lamborn Sanford
Crawford Lance Scalise
Crenshaw Lankford Schock
Culberson Latham Schweikert
Daines Latta Scott, Austin
Davis, Rodney LoBiondo Sensenbrenner
Denham Long Sessions
Dent Lucas Shimkus
DeSantis Luetkemeyer Shuster
DesJarlais Lummis Simpson
Duffy Marchant Sinema
Duncan (SC) Marino Smith (MO)
Duncan (TN) Massie Smith (NE)
Ellmers McCarthy (CA) Smith (NJ)
Farenthold McCaul Smith (TX)
Fincher McClintock Southerland
Fitzpatrick McHenry Stewart
Fleischmann McKeon Stivers
Fleming McKinley Stockman
Flores McMorris Stutzman
Forbes Rodgers Terry
Fortenberry Meadows Thornberry
Foxx Meehan Tiberi
Franks (AZ) Messer Tipton
Frelinghuysen Mica Turner
Gardner Miller (FL) Upton
Garrett Miller (MI) Valadao
Gerlach Miller, Gary Wagner
Gibbs Mullin Walberg

Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland

Andrews
Barrow (GA)
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson

Conyers
Diaz-Balart

Herrera Beutler

Messrs. RANGEL, GARCIA, and Ms.
GABBARD changed their vote from

Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack

NAYS—192

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan

NOT VOTING—9

Holt
Horsford
McCarthy (NY)
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“yea.” to “nay.”

Mr.

“yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

TURNER and Ms.
changed their vote from

as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington). The question

is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

O’Rourke
Owens
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Negrete McLeod
Pallone
Young (FL)

133

the ayes appeared to have it.

SINEMA
nay”’ to
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Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays

190, not voting 13, as follows:

Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barber
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gabbard
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte

Andrews
Barrow (GA)
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)

[Roll No. 365]
AYES—230

Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Holding
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen

NOES—190

Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos

Pearce
Perry

Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
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Castor (FL)

Jackson Lee
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Peters (MI)

Castro (TX) Jeffries Peterson

Chu Johnson (GA) Pingree (ME)
Cicilline Johnson, E. B. Pocan

Clarke Kaptur Polis

Clay Keating Price (NC)
Cleaver Kelly (IL) Quigley
Clyburn Kennedy Rahall

Cohen Kildee Rangel
Connolly Kilmer Richmond
Cooper Kind Roybal-Allard
Costa Kirkpatrick Ruiz
Courtney Kuster Ruppersberger
Crowley Langevin Rush

Cuellar Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH)
Cummings Larson (CT) Sanchez, Linda
Davis (CA) Lee (CA) T.

Davis, Danny Levin Sanchez, Loretta
DeFazio Lewis Sarbanes
DeGette Lipinski Schakowsky
Delaney Loebsack Schiff
DeLauro Lofgren Schneider
DelBene Lowenthal Schrader
Deutch Lowey Schwartz
Dingell Lujan Grisham Scott (VA)
Doggett (NM) Scott, David
Doyle Lujan, Ben Ray  Serrano
Duckworth (NM) Sewell (AL)
Edwards Maffei Shea-Porter
Ellison Maloney, Sherman
Engel Carolyn Sires

Enyart Maloney, Sean Slaughter
Eshoo Matheson Smith (WA)
Esty Matsui Speier

Farr McCollum Swalwell (CA)
Fattah McDermott Takano
Foster McGovern Thompson (CA)
Frankel (FL) McIntyre Thompson (MS)
Fudge McNerney Thompson (PA)
Gallego Meeks Tierney
Garamendi Meng Titus

Garcia Michaud Tonko
Grayson Miller, George Tsongas
Green, Al Moore Van Hollen
Green, Gene Moran Vargas
Grijalva Murphy (FL) Veasey
Gutiérrez Nadler Vela

Hahn Napolitano Velazquez
Hanabusa Neal Visclosky
Hastings (FL) Nolan Walz

Heck (WA) O’Rourke Wasserman
Higgins Owens Schultz
Himes Pascrell Waters
Hinojosa Pastor (AZ) Watt

Honda Payne Waxman
Hoyer Pelosi Welch
Huffman Perlmutter Wilson (FL)
Israel Peters (CA) Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—13

Braley (IA) Horsford Pallone
Conyers Hudson Stewart
Diaz-Balart Lynch Young (FL)

Herrera Beutler
Holt

McCarthy (NY)

Negrete McLeod
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated for:

143, answered ‘‘present” 1, not voting
11, as follows:

[Roll No. 366]
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Wittman Womack Yoho
Wolf Yarmuth Young (IN)
NAYS—143
Amash Graves (MO) Paulsen
Andrews Green, Al Pearce
Barber Green, Gene Peters (MI)
Barr Griffin (AR) Peterson
Bass Gutiérrez Poe (TX)
Benishek Hanna Price (GA)
Bera (CA) Hastings (FL) Radel
Bishop (NY) Heck (NV) Rahall
Brady (PA) Holding Reed
Braley (IA) Honda Reichert
Broun (GA) Hoyer .
Renacci
Bucshon Hudson )
Burgess Huizenga (MI) Rigell
Capuano Israel Rogers (MI)
Cardenas Jackson Lee Rohrabacher
Cartwright Jeffries Rooney
Castor (FL) Jenkins Ryan (OH)
Chu Johnson (OH) Sanchez, Linda
Coffman Johnson, E. B.
Cohen Jordan Sanchez, Loretta
Collins (GA) Joyce Sarbanes
Conaway Kilmer Schakowsky
Connolly Kind Sewell (AL)
Costa Kinzinger (IL) Sires
Cotton Kirkpatrick Slaughter
Courtney Lance Smith (MO)
Crowley Latham Southerland
Davis, Rodney Lee (CA) Stivers
DeFazio Levin Stockman
Delaney Lewis Takano
Denham LoBiondo Terry
DeSantis Lowey Thompson (CA)
Duckworth Lynch Thompson (MS)
Duffy Maffei Thompson (PA)
Edwards Maloney, Tiberi
Ellison Carolyn Tierney
Fitzpatrick Maloney, Sean Tipton
Fleming Marchant
Flores Matheson Turner
Foxx McDermott Valadao
Garamendi McGovern Veasey
Garcia Miller (FL) Vela
Gardner Miller, George V?Iazquez
Garrett Moore Visclosky
Gerlach Mulvaney Walberg
Gibbs Murphy (FL) Walden
Gibson Neal Woodall
Gingrey (GA) Nolan Yoder
Graves (GA) Pastor (AZ) Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Owens

NOT VOTING—I11

Conyers Herrera Beutler Negrete McLeod
Diaz-Balart Holt Pallone
Gohmert Horsford Young (FL)
Grijalva McCarthy (NY)
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So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 580

Mr.

MEEKS. Mr.

Speaker,

I ask

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
365, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.”

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 365, had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 278, nays

YEAS—278
Aderholt Gowdy Palazzo
Alexander Granger Pascrell
Amodei Grayson Payne
Bachmann Griffith (VA) Pelosi
Bachus Grimm Perlmutter
Barletta Guthrie Perry
Barrow (GA) Hahn Peters (CA)
Barton Hall Petri
Beatty Hanabusa Pingree (ME)
Becerra Harper Pittenger
Bentivolio Harris Pitts
Bilirakis Hartzler Pocan
Bishop (GA) Hastings (WA) Polis
Bishop (UT) Heck (WA)
Black Hensarling Pompeo
Blackburn Higgins Posey
Blumenauer Himes che XNC)
Bonamici Hinojosa Quigley
Bonner Huelskamp Rangel
Boustany Huffman Ribble
Brady (TX) Hultgren Rice (SC)
Bridenstine Hunter Richmond
Brooks (AL) Hurt Roby
Brooks (IN) Issa Roe (TN)
Brown (FL) Johnson (GA) Rogers (AL)
Brownley (CA) Johnson, Sam Rogers (KY)
Buchanan Jones Rokita
Bustos Kaptur Ros-Lehtinen
Butterfield Keating Roskam
Calvert Kelly (IL) Ross
Camp Kelly (PA) Rothfus
Campbell Kennedy Roybal-Allard
Cantor Kildee Royce
Capito King (IA) Ruiz
Capps King (NY) Runyan
Carney Kingston
Carson (IN) Kline Ruppersberger
Rush

Carter Kuster Ryan (WD)
Cassidy Labrador Salmon
Castro (TX) LaMalfa
Chabot Lamborn Sanf'ord
Chaffetz Langevin Scal'lse
Cicilline Lankford Schiff
Clarke Larsen (WA) Schneider
Clay Larson (CT) Schock
Cleaver Latta Schrader
Clyburn Lipinski Schwartz
Coble Loebsack Schweikert
Cole Lofgren Scott (VA)
Collins (NY) Long Scott, Austin
Cook Lowenthal Scott, David
Cooper Lucas Sensenbrenner
Cramer Luetkemeyer Serrano
Crawford Lujan Grisham Sessions
Crenshaw (NM) Shea-Porter
Cuellar Lujan, Ben Ray  Sherman
Culberson (NM) Shimkus
Cummings Lummis Shuster
Daines Marino Simpson
Davis (CA) Massie Sinema
Davis, Danny Matsui Smith (NE)
DeGette McCarthy (CA) Smith (NJ)
DeLauro McCaul Smith (TX)
DelBene McClintock Smith (WA)
Dent ) McCollum Speier
DesJarlais McHenry Stewart
D_eutch McIntyre Stutzman
Dingell Mchon Swalwell (CA)
Doggett McKinley Thornberry
Doyle McMorris Titus
Duncan (SC) Rodgers Tonko
Duncan (TN) McNerney Tsongas
Ellmers Meadows
Engel Meehan Upton

. Van Hollen
Enyart Meeks Vargas
Eshoo Meng
Esty Messer Wagner .
Farenthold Mica Walorski
Farr Michaud Walz
Fattah Miller (MI) Wasserman
Fincher Miller, Gary Schultz
Fleischmann Moran Waters
Forbes Mullin Watt
Fortenberry Murphy (PA) Waxman
Foster Nadler Weber (TX)
Frankel (FL) Napolitano Webster (FL)
Franks (AZ) Neugebauer Welch
Frelinghuysen Noem Wenstrup
Fudge Nugent Westmoreland
Gabbard Nunes Whitfield
Gallego Nunnelee Williams
Goodlatte O’Rourke Wilson (FL)
Gosar Olson Wilson (S0)

unanimous consent to remove my
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 580.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

—————

STUDENT SUCCESS ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?
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There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 303 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.

0O 1434
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5) to sup-
port State and local accountability for
public education, protect State and
local authority, inform parents of the
performance of their children’s schools,
and for other purposes, with Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Washington in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
KLINE) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 5, the
Student Success Act, and yield myself
as much time as I may consume.

The Student Success Act will take a
critical step toward real reform of our
education system. This legislation will
restore local control, empower parents,
eliminate unnecessary Washington red
tape and intrusion in schools, and sup-
port innovation and excellence in the
classroom.

As chairman of the House Education
and the Workforce Committee, I've
heard countless stories of the amazing
progress being made in schools across
the country. This success isn’t due to
heavy-handed dictates from Wash-
ington; rather, it reflects the work of
dedicated parents, teachers, principals,
superintendents, and State officials
who decided the status quo is just not
good enough for our kids.

In dozens of committee hearings over
the last few years, my colleagues and I
have had the honor of speaking with
many of these reformers. We learned
about the groundbreaking programs
and initiatives they’ve implemented to
serve students more effectively.

We listened to the ways they are
working to hold schools more account-
able, not just to the government but to
their local communities and families.
And we heard impassioned stories of
how much more these dedicated re-
formers would do for our children if not
for the slew of onerous Washington
mandates and outdated regulations
standing in the way.

Our children deserve better. But in-
stead of working with Congress to fix
the problems in current K-12 education
law, the Obama administration chose
to go rogue, granting temporary waiv-
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ers in exchange for implementing the
President’s preferred reforms. Thirty-
nine States and the District of Colum-
bia are now beholden to new Federal
standards crafted without congres-
sional consent, representing an unprec-
edented expansion of Federal control
over our Nation’s classrooms.

It’s time for a new way forward, Mr.
Chairman, that starts with passage of
the Student Success Act. This com-
monsense legislation reflects what
we’ve learned from parents, teachers,
and education leaders nationwide, and
embodies four principles vital to a
stronger education system in which all
students have the opportunity to suc-
ceed.

First, the bill before us today will re-
duce the Federal footprint in our class-
rooms. For too long, Federal overreach
has tied the hands of American edu-
cators. The Student Success Act will
put an end to the administration’s con-
voluted conditional waiver scheme and
take concrete steps to rein in the Sec-
retary of Education’s authority.

The legislation also will eliminate
more than 70 Federal programs, end
the rigid ©Federal accountability
metrics and overly prescriptive school
improvement requirements, and grant
States the freedom to develop their
own plans to raise the bar, all of which
will help ensure a more focused,
streamlined, and transparent Federal
role in the Nation’s education system.

Second, the legislation will restore
local control by providing States and
school districts the flexibility they
need to spend Federal funds where they
are needed. School leaders know best
which programs and initiatives will
have the greatest benefit for their stu-
dents’ achievement. We must support
policies that encourage more local de-
cisionmaking and allow these knowl-
edgeable school leaders and adminis-
trators to do what they do best: edu-
cate America’s children.

Third, the Student Success Act rec-
ognizes a better education system can-
not come without better educators.
The legislation will eliminate Federal
requirements that value credentials
over a teacher’s ability to educate stu-
dents. Instead, States or school dis-
tricts should develop their own evalua-
tion systems based, in part, on student
achievement, ensuring teachers can be
judged fairly on their effectiveness in
the classroom.

Finally, the Student Success Act will
empower parents. No one has a better
understanding of a child’s strengths
and challenges than his or her parents,
and no one—no one—is more invested
in making sure their child achieves his
or her full potential. H.R. 5 provides
parents more freedom and choice by re-
authorizing and strengthening the
Charter School Program and improving
tutoring and public school choice ini-
tiatives.

We have an opportunity before us
today, for the first time in more than
a decade, to approve new K-12 edu-
cation legislation in the House of Rep-
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resentatives. We have an opportunity
to lend our support to legislation that
will tear down barriers to progress and
grant States and districts more free-
dom to think bigger, innovate, and
take whatever steps are necessary to
put more children on the path to a
brighter future.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
taking this critical step toward real re-
form, and ask you to vote “‘yes’ on the
Student Success Act.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chair, I rise in opposition to H.R.
5, the Letting Students Down Act.

H.R. 5 is supposed to be the reauthor-
ization of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act and a rewrite of
No Child Left Behind. The Elementary
and Secondary Education Act was born
out of Brown v. Board of Education. It
is our Nation’s education law, but it is
fundamentally a civil rights law.

H.R. 5 runs our country in the oppo-
site direction from those civil rights
promises. This bill guts funding for
public education. It abdicates the Fed-
eral Government’s responsibility to en-
sure that every child has the right to
an equal opportunity and a quality
education. And it walks away from our
duty to hold school systems account-
able to students, parents and tax-
payers.

For decades, providing all children
with a quality education has been con-
sidered such a critical national priority
that we have always found a way to
come together in a bipartisan fashion
to reauthorize and to update the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act.

We all recognize that a good edu-
cation is a great equalizer, no matter
where you come from, and it is nec-
essary for a strong economy and a vi-
brant democracy. Each reauthorization
of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act, in its own way, has moved
our national education system forward.

That’s why now-Speaker JOHN BOEH-
NER and I worked with then-Senator
Ted Kennedy and President George W.
Bush in crafting the No Child Left Be-
hind Act more than a decade ago. We
agreed that there was a soft bigotry of
low expectations in our education sys-
tem. We agreed that schools were hid-
ing low achievement by some students
by using the averages of performance
in the schools, and it was wrong. Par-
ents wanted to know how their child
was doing, not how the average child in
the school was doing.

No Child Left Behind turned the
lights on inside our Nation’s schools.
For the first time, parents could see
whether or not their schools were actu-
ally teaching all students. Were they
serving their student?

And in the decade since the law has
been in effect, the evidence is irref-
utable that all kids can learn, given
the opportunity to succeed, regardless
of their background, just given a
chance.

However, as someone who has lis-
tened to experts in communities across



July 18, 2013

the Nation and its pros and cons, I rec-
ognize that we now need to modernize
the education law, No Child Left Be-
hind, with fundamental changes. No
Child Left Behind is very much the
education reform of the past. It is in-
flexible, and encouraged some to lower
their standards, to reduce their stand-
ards, to dumb down their standards,
which this Nation cannot tolerate.

That’s why it’s time to rewrite this
law, to embrace the principle that all
students can learn if they’re given an
opportunity, and to encourage high
standards that meet the needs of the
21st century global economy.

Unfortunately, H.R. 5 moves our edu-
cation system in the wrong direction
for students and schools already strug-
gling under a broken system, and lets
American kids down at a critical time.

H.R. 5 lets our students down by not
guaranteeing all students have access
to world-class, well-rounded edu-
cational opportunities needed to com-
pete in a global economy.

It lets our students down by locking
sequestration cuts into education fund-
ing. It allows funds to be moved away
from schools with the most poverty,
and removes the requirements of
States and districts to adequately fund
their schools.

It lets down students with disabil-
ities by allowing schools to lower their
standards for educating these children.
And it lets our students down by not
building on a broad consensus that we
should continue to demand high stand-
ards of all students.

An extraordinary cross section of
business, labor, civil rights, disabilities
and education groups are opposing this
bill because it lets our Nation’s chil-
dren down. It lets our economy down.

The National Center for Learning
Disabilities says that this bill would
dramatically alter the academic land-
scape for students with disabilities,
jeopardizing their ability to graduate
from high school or to go to college or
to obtain employment.
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The Leadership Conference on Civil
Rights believes that the merit of an
education bill is determined by its
treatment of the most disadvantaged
among us. Yet H.R. b permits Federal
funds targeted for this wvulnerable
group of students, such as English lan-
guage learners and Native American
students, to be reallocated for other
purposes.

The business community opposes this
bill. The U.S. Chamber of Commerce is
disappointed that the bill ‘‘does not de-
mand targeted support and real im-
provement for students stuck in low-
performing schools or for students
whose schools are not teaching them
the basics in reading and math.”

I agree with these concerns. This bill
is a huge step outside the mainstream
consensus and an even bigger step
backward for our Nation’s students. We
should be embracing the drive towards
high standards across this country and
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ensuring that all of our children in all
States benefit from this improved edu-
cation system.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield myself an additional 30 seconds.

I hope that my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle will agree that a
bipartisan Elementary and Secondary
Education Act authorization is the
right process we should move forward.
This is about every child in our coun-
try getting the education they deserve,
regardless of poverty, disability, or
other challenges. To walk away from
that commitment means letting our
students down, letting the parents
down, and letting down taxpayers who
demand accountability. It means let-
ting down teachers who deserve sup-
port. It means letting down businesses
who are counting on our school system
to produce college- and career-ready
graduates. It means letting down our
future.

We can do better than this. We can
do it way better than this. I urge a
“no” vote on H.R. 5, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chair, I am very
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Early
Childhood, Elementary, and Secondary
Education, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROKITA).

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Chairman, I stand
today in support of parents, teachers,
and our communities. I stand in sup-
port of local government versus Fed-
eral Government. And most impor-
tantly, I stand in support of our chil-
dren and urge my colleagues to pass
the Student Success Act.

I want to thank the distinguished
gentleman from Minnesota for his lead-
ership and the members of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce
for their efforts in writing this legisla-
tion.

The Student Success Act is a huge
step forward that empowers parents
and teachers to make decisions regard-
ing the education of our children while
maintaining high expectations and
measuring teacher effectiveness. For
far too long, Federal education bureau-
crats have sucked up needed education
dollars and hamstrung our teachers,
but they’ve done little to improve edu-
cation in our Nation. And now they
want what really amounts to a na-
tional curriculum. But is there any
doubt bureaucratic red tape and a one-
size-fits-all approach have left far too
many of our children behind?

We wrote this legislation because we
believe that parents and teachers care
for our children more than career bu-
reaucrats at the Department of Edu-
cation. We trust parents. We trust our-
selves. We trust the States and our
communities to determine what suc-
cess is and how best to achieve it.

Recently, I had the opportunity to
visit the SENSE Charter School in my
home State of Indiana. What I saw in
the students there was nothing short of
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young people who were reaching and
even exceeding their potential. What
that visit also showed—and I've seen it
in other schools and read it in letters
I've received and saw it again as re-
cently as this week at the Two Rivers
Charter School in Washington, D.C.—
was that, when given a choice, Mr.
Chairman, parents will put their chil-
dren in the schools that best fit their
education needs and not the bureau-
crats. Choice works. And funding
shouldn’t be tied to cookie-cutter
Washington standards. It should be
about what works and what doesn’t
work.

SENSE Charter School was just one
more example of the fact that the best
ideas don’t come from the top down,
don’t come from Congress, or even
from the executive branch. They come
from those who know and care the
most about our children—and that’s
parents and communities. It’s time to
step back and truly ask what’s best for
our children and families.

I came to Washington as part of a
new crew who came here to change how
Washington does business. The Student
Success Act is certainly different by
Washington standards, as we’ve just
heard. Those on the other side of the
aisle always advocate education policy
that tells us as parents and as teachers
that Washington knows best and that
problems can only be solved with a new
program and a bigger bureaucracy.
This is nothing short of arrogant, Mr.
Chairman. FranKkly, it’s pessimistic.
It’s pessimistic because it says that,
when given the opportunity to make
decisions in the best interest of chil-
dren, parents will fail and that Wash-
ington is smarter.

I'm an optimist, and I'm also a real-
ist. We are optimistic that parents
know what is best for their children.
They need us to cut the Washington
red tape blocking their way. And for
our optimism we are likely to be the
subject of demagoguery during this de-
bate. Critics will say we want to harm
children by cutting funding from a
massive bureaucracy in Washington.
We just heard some of that. Of course,
they ignore the track record of a bu-
reaucracy that treats our children as
nothing more than nameless, faceless
statistics; a bureaucracy that demands
we continue throwing good money
after bad because these false argu-
ments have been around for far too
long.

If we are to truly be a society that
prioritizes education and the success of
our children, we must no longer blindly
throw money away. We must trust in
parents and teachers to know what is
best for students, not the President
and not the Secretary of Education.
This bill does that.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. KLINE. I yield the gentleman an
additional 30 seconds.

Mr. ROKITA. The Student Success
Act empowers parents and teachers,
maintains high standards and measures
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of teacher effectiveness, reduces the
enormous footprint of the Federal edu-
cation bureaucracy, and finally gives
parents, teachers, and States the flexi-
bility they need, Mr. Chairman, in set-
ting curriculum and educating our
children.

I urge, again, all of my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield 1%2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS), a member of the committee.

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, 11
years after Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation presented an unfulfilled prom-
ise, in 1965 the Congress passed a law
that said that we should have Federal
resources for the children that were
achieving the least in America’s most
difficult schools, many of whom were
children of color. For 35 years after
that, the essential strategy of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act
was to send Federal money to these
schools and hope that they tried their
best. It didn’t work.

In 2001, in a truly bipartisan effort
led by Chairman MILLER at the time;
Speaker BOEHNER, who was chairman
of the committee at the time; the late
Senator Kennedy; President George W.
Bush and others got together and said,
We’re going to keep the resources flow-
ing, but we’re going to expect results.
We’re going to measure whether chil-
dren can read and calculate, and we’re
going to see what happens. In the first
5 years after that law passed, there
were more gains than had been made in
the previous 15 years for African Amer-
ican and Latino children.

We hit a wall in about 2005. Rather
than think about why that wall was hit
and how we could work together to fix
it, this bill goes in a whole different di-
rection backwards to 1965. This bill es-
sentially says: no strings attached,
here’s billions of dollars to local
schools. We trust and hope that you
will do your best. I think most of them
will. But history shows that some of
them won’t. And when they leave be-
hind African American children, leave
behind Latino children, leave behind
children with disabilities, that’s not
good enough for them, and that’s not
good enough for our country.

We should oppose this bill.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlelady from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I thank the
chairman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, like many of my col-
leagues, I support H.R. 5, the Student
Success Act. I believe that States and
school districts should be empowered
to set their own priorities when edu-
cating our Nation’s children. I also be-
lieve in supporting Florida’s parents,
teachers, and administrators to make
sure that they have the resources nec-
essary to give our children a world-
class education, including in civics.
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Civics education, Mr. Chairman—the
study of the rights and the duties of
citizenship under our government—is
an essential component to sustaining
our constitutional democracy. There is
no more important task than the de-
velopment of an informed, effective,
and responsible citizenry.

According to the 2010 National As-
sessment for Educational Progress—
our Nation’s report card—only 24 per-
cent of high school seniors scored pro-
ficient in civics. That means that they
had problems with the U.S. Constitu-
tion, civil rights, our social system,
and our court system. Only 22 percent
of eighth graders scored proficient,
meaning that they could not recognize
the role performed by the Supreme
Court or identify the purpose of the
Bill of Rights.

Civics education programs like Close
Up aim to improve the dismal results
by allowing students and their teachers
to participate in activities here in our
Nation’s Capital to increase civic re-
sponsibility and a true understanding
of the Federal Government. Civic en-
gagements activities are essential.
They’re important for underserved pop-
ulations like in my congressional dis-
trict. I support programs that allow el-
ementary school and secondary school
students to improve academic achieve-
ment through civics education.

So I'm glad that the Student Success
Act empowers States and school dis-
tricts to determine their own prior-
ities, and I urge support for specific
programs like civic education.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA).

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to H.R. 5, a bill
which denies America’s children access
to high-quality education and a chance
to lead successful and prosperous lives.

Mr. Chairman, I chose not to offer
any amendments today because I be-
lieve this Republican bill is beyond re-
pair and would exacerbate existing in-
equities in public education, causing
irreparable harm to disadvantaged stu-
dents. H.R. 5 slashes education by over
$1 billion next year by locking in the
sequester funding levels at a time when
our Nation’s schools are becoming in-
creasingly diverse. Now more than ever
our Nation’s public schools need in-
creased Federal funding to prepare all
students for college careers and to
equip them with a well-rounded edu-
cation. To make matters worse, the
Republican bill removes the Mainte-
nance of Effort requirement in current
law that ensures that States maintain
education funding.

Simply put, this is no time to gut
critical education funding for Amer-
ica’s children. This Republican bill
abandons the Federal Government’s
historic commitment to educating dis-
advantaged populations. H.R. 5 block
grants vital programs targeted for
English language learners; migrant
children; neglected and delinquent
youth; and Indian education; and al-
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lows States and districts to siphon
away these Federal funds and use them
for other purposes.

This Republican bill has no expecta-
tion that all students graduate from
high school and are prepared for col-
lege and careers. More to the point,
H.R. 5 does not require States to set
college- and career-ready standards and
eliminates performance targets for all
students.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. HINOJOSA. I am concerned that
this Republican bill walks away from
English language learners by removing
measurable performance targets for
content mastery and second language
acquisition. Furthermore, it is failing
to require native language assessments
for English language learners.

In a globally competitive world, all
students must be equipped with the
skills they need to succeed in school
and life. I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to join me in opposi-
tion to H.R. 5.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to a member of the com-
mittee, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. WILSON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I
would like to thank the chairman for
yielding. I am very grateful to Chair-
man JOHN KLINE and Subcommittee
Chairman ToDD ROKITA for their lead-
ership on this very important issue for
our children.

Mr. Chairman, big government often
creates big problems. Our education
system needs limited government re-
form. Having access to the highest
quality education paves the path for
tremendous opportunity, success, and

fulfillment. Locally elected school
boards, hardworking teachers, school
administrators, and active parents

know what’s best for our children’s
education needs, not Washington bu-
reaucrats.

The passage of today’s bill, the Stu-
dent Success Act, will promote our
education system by limiting Washing-
ton’s influence so that our leaders on
the local level and classroom teachers
have the power to make decisions to
help America’s children succeed.

South Carolina’s Second District has
a wide range of diverse school districts.
We have children from all backgrounds
of life—wealthy, poor, rural, and urban
communities. As an appreciative hus-
band to a retired schoolteacher, I've
seen firsthand what we need to do to
help our children succeed. The best
way to adequately prepare our children
for the future is to empower our locally
elected school boards, who are respon-
sive to input from parents and teach-
ers.
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What works in suburban Lexington
communities may not work in rural
Barnwell County.
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The President’s pushing of govern-
ment education neglects our young
people and maintains ineffective, sta-
tus quo education practices. We must
change course.

It is time for a different, common-
sense approach. We must reform our
education system in order to provide a
brighter future for our children and
grandchildren.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this piece of legis-
lation. By putting faith in our edu-
cators, school board members, parents
and administrators, we can give every
child what he or she deserves—quality
education to fulfill their dreams.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN).

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, this bill fails to enact
real reform, put students first, or in-
vest in a well-educated and highly
trained workforce. In particular, it ne-
glects to hold schools accountable for
student success and does not invest in
quality teacher education development
programs.

Of additional concern is that H.R. 5
reverses decades of protections for stu-
dents with disabilities. Now, I cannot
support a bill that undoes so much of
what we have fought for and accom-
plished over the past 30 years. Instead,
I'll support the substitute offered by
Ranking Member MILLER, which ad-
dresses many of the concerns that I
have and with whom I was proud to
work on a provision which includes
comprehensive career counseling as an
allowable use of local funds.

As cochair of the Career and Tech-
nical Education Caucus, I know that
school counselors play a critical role in
helping students move into careers
that meet their individual needs,
whether it’s at a 4-year university, a 2-
year degree, or professional certifi-
cation.

I believe that the ranking member’s
provision is the best way to go, and I
do thank the ranking member for offer-
ing his amendment.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes now to the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Health, Employ-
ment, Labor, and Pensions, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. ROE).

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the
chairman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port today for the Student Success
Act, H.R. 5.

The goal of increasing accountability
within education under No Child Left
Behind was a worthy one, but the re-
ality of the law is that there is too
much Federal control and too many
mandates put upon our States, our
local school administrators, and our
teachers. Our bill today makes needed
reforms that will move us closer to our
shared goal of ensuring every American
child receives a quality education.
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Under the Student Success Act, we
are giving States and school adminis-
trators the flexibility to meet the
unique local needs they understand far
better than Washington bureaucrats.

I have listened carefully to the con-
cerns of teachers in Tennessee’s First
District; And if there’s one thing I've
learned, it’s that the current account-
ability mechanisms undermine par-
ents’ confidence in their schools with-
out providing any useful information—
and by the way, my next-door neighbor
is an elementary school principal
whom I speak to regularly about these
things.

Today, we are eliminating Adequate
Yearly Progress, a well-intentioned,
but unworkable, accountability metric,
and repealing the Highly Qualified
Teacher requirement in favor of State
and local teacher evaluation systems.
The effectiveness of a teacher should
be judged by how well students learn,
not how many credentials are hanging
on a wall.

Right now, there is a confusing web
of overlapping programs, and we need
to step back and ask a simple question:
Are these programs actually meeting
the needs of the students? That’s why
we create a Local Academic Flexibility
Grant, which replaces 70 of these over-
lapping and often ineffective programs
with one flexible grant to States. With
this grant, States and school districts
can help ensure local challenges are
met.

Because we have too many Kkids
trapped in failing schools, this bill
strengthens charter schools, which
have become a viable educational op-
tion for thousands of hardworking stu-
dents without other options.

Finally, in recent years, the adminis-
tration has been able to coerce States
into adopting reforms using what is
known as the Common Core Standards
Initiative by offering waivers from cur-
rent law. Many are concerned Common
Core could become the foundation for a
national curriculum. This bill will pre-
vent States from being required to
adopt Common Core and ensures that
States will be able to choose which re-
forms they want to enact.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. DAVIS).

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, we all agree that No Child Left
Behind is outdated. A diverse coalition
of education, of business, and of civil
rights leaders also agree that H.R. 5 is
not the right answer.

H.R. 5 fails on all measures to pro-
mote educational equity, provide a
well-rounded education, and help strug-
gling schools succeed.

It fails our hardworking teachers by
creating evaluation systems without
providing professional development.

It fails to make the right invest-
ments by block granting critical pro-
grams and locking in across-the-board
cuts.

What kind of a message does this bill
send to our future leaders, to our sci-
entists, our teachers and innovators?
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Investing in education, well, it’s not
just good for our economy and our
competitiveness. It is key to our na-
tional security, as generals and admi-
rals have expressed to me through my
work as ranking member of the Armed
Services Personnel Subcommittee.

So now, more than ever, we can’t af-
ford to let our kids down. I urge my
colleagues to say ‘“‘no”” to H.R. 5.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the chairman of the Work-

force Protection Subcommittee, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG).

Mr. WALBERG. I thank my chair-
man.

Mr. Chairman, our children are being
held back by an outdated, cumbersome,
and overbearing Federal system. It’s
clearly not working. Statistics show
that only 34 percent of our eighth grad-
ers are proficient in reading and nearly
one in four high school students fails
to graduate on time.

For the last 40 years, we have not
seen any significant improvement in
students’ math, English and science
scores. These results are especially
frightening at a time when we are
spending three times more on edu-
cation than we did in 1970.

Since then, the Federal Govern-
ment’s arm has extended even further
into local school districts, leaving
teachers and parents restricted by a
growing number of rules and costly re-
quirements. In one of the worst exam-
ples of this, the Department of Edu-
cation has chosen to grant States waiv-
ers from a failing policy, but only if
those States decided to adopt stand-
ards deemed necessary by Washington
bureaucrats and not by Congress, let
alone their educators.

Students and parents need real solu-
tions with freedom and choice, not
short-term fixes with more Federal in-
trusion. We need to get the Federal
Government out of the way and instead
work with the teachers, parents, super-
intendents, and State leaders who are
already working hard to raise the
standards of our schools in Michigan
and throughout the Nation.

The Student Success Act’s emphasis
on increased State and local control by
people closest to our kids will help put
more students on a course for a suc-
cessful future.

As a parent and grandparent, I en-
courage my colleagues to support the
Student Success Act.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman

from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ).
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
underlying bill on behalf of an entire
generation of south Florida’s children.

The stakes could not be higher. Our
K-12 public education system is essen-
tial for preparing the next generation
of Americans to excel in life and to
compete for the high-skilled, high-
wage jobs in the global economy. It’s
why access to quality public education
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has been a central priority for me
throughout my legislative career. Yet
faced with this national priority, the
bill before us is a step backward, not
forward. It locks in $1.3 billion of irre-
sponsible sequester cuts, including tens
of millions of dollars that will come
straight out of the classrooms of
Broward and Miami-Dade Counties,
which I represent.

For an outstanding teacher like Joan
Rapps at Mirror Lake Elementary in
Broward County, it means fewer re-
sources for her second graders, less
extra help, and fewer opportunities to
develop as a professional as she strives
to help our students rise above all hur-
dles. We cannot allow this to happen.

This Congress could be working to
make it possible to have an excellent
teacher in every classroom, engage par-
ents, and empower educators with the
resources they need to help every child
achieve success. Sadly, with this bill,
we are doing the opposite.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute now to a member of the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. SALMON).

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 5, the Student
Success Act. This is the first real glim-
mer of sanity and common sense on
Federal education policy probably in
the last 20 or 30 years. I congratulate
the chairman.

As one of the speakers said before
me, in the last 30 years, our inter-
national standing on STEM classes and
math and science has gone from first
place—I believe we’re somewhere be-
tween 10th and 15th place on the inter-
national test scores.

I used to listen to an adage from my
father where he said if you keep doing
what you’re doing, you’re going to
keep getting what you’re getting.
We’ve had this encroachment of Fed-
eral Government time and time again
in education policy. It doesn’t work.
This gives the flexibility to put the de-
cisions back into the local govern-
ments—teachers, parents, classrooms,
and school boards—and that’s where it
needs to be. One size does not fit all
and Washington is not the font of all
knowledge. We can do better and we
will do better, and this will do much
better

I have two letters from people in my
local community, education Ileaders
that have come out in strong support
of this bill, and they’re hard to please.
So I will enter them in the RECORD.

JuLy 17, 2013.
Hon. MATT SALMON,
Rayburn HOB, Washington, DC.

REPRESENTATIVE SALMON: Reading a bill
with ‘‘common” sense reform (no pun in-
tended) for a broken education system is fi-
nally giving a voice to the frustration of mil-
lions of Americans witnessing the results of
an over-regulated, burdensome, inflexible,
one size fits all government intrusion into
the education of our most precious re-
source—our children. Although this bill may
not address all concerns for all citizens, HRb5
is a breath of fresh air and a good start in
the right direction.
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The long overdue ESEA Reauthorization
asserts our 10th Amendment right by reduc-
ing the federal role in education and prop-
erly restoring that authority to the states
and local communities. This bill limits the
authority of DOE, eliminates overlapping
programs, requires more transparency, and
removes the ability of the secretary of edu-
cation to coerce states to adopt National
Common Core Standards and Assessments—
standards that only Washington D.C. based
trade associations (not parents, teachers,
schools, or states) have the authority to
change. The DOE states they do not control
curriculum but with the assessments align-
ing to the standards, of course the cur-
riculum will also need to align to the same
standards.

HR5 provides more school choice for par-
ents. It strengthens schools and student’s
needs in targeted populations by giving more
flexibility with streamlined funding. Teach-
ers will be evaluated by a state run system
based on their actual ability to teach rather
than by their credentials. Valuable class-
room time can be spent on the needs of indi-
vidual students instead of worrying how test
scores will affect teacher evaluations.
Haven’t we already played that song with
the AIMS test? We should nurture and de-
velop, rather than stifle our educators love
and spirit of teaching our youth. HB5 will
provide the mechanism to accomplish this.

This bill gives states the opportunity to re-
gain autonomy, not only in the classroom,
but internationally. Prior to the creation of
the DOE, we had an envious ranking when
benchmarked with other countries. Contrary
to DOE claims, there is no proof Common
Core is ‘“‘internationally’ benchmarked. How
can it be—it is a pilot program with our chil-
dren being used as the guinea pigs.

Our education system works best when
government limits its role to aiding and sup-
porting the states—not controlling them.
HR5 doesn’t cure all issues, but it takes a
giant step forward. I urge the members of
the House of Representatives to look into
the eyes and minds of our children when de-
bating this bill. Their education will play a
vital role in their future and the future of
this country. Please vote yes for them, and
for us.

Sincerely,

CAROL CLESCERI,
Local Education Advocate, Prominent
Member, Education Advisory Committee.
JuLy 17, 2013.

Hon. MATT SALMON,
Rayburn HOB,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SALMON: Most agree
that the federally mandated ‘‘No Child Left
Behind” hasn’t improved academic perform-
ance. When you value teacher tenure and
credentials over a teacher’s success in stimu-
lating students to compete and achieve to
their highest potential, why wonder that
NCLB has not produced better student out-
comes? When the federal government im-
poses rules and regulations on schools,
micro-manages teacher evaluations, grants
little flexibility but requires lots of addi-
tional paperwork, the result is limited suc-
cess.

Our federal government plays a valuable
role in the success of America’s students. It
shines when it declares its great expecta-
tions, and then supports, funds, and encour-
ages the states, local school districts, par-
ents, and students to succeed. It falls flat
when it controls, burdens, and restricts those
who are capable of managing their own suc-
cess.

I have reviewed the Student Success Act.
It goes far beyond simply ‘‘taking the federal
handcuffs off”’ local districts, teachers, and
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parents. Throughout the Act, you see it re-
specting the most effective role of federal
government, which is a critical support sys-
tem. The Act ‘“‘returns authority” for setting
standards and measuring student perform-
ance to states and local officials. It honors
the authority of states and school districts
to develop teacher evaluation systems. It
eliminates duplicative programs, stream-
lining them to Local Academic Flexible
Grants, which will allow superintendents,
school leaders, and local officials to make
funding decisions based on what they, and
they alone, know will help improve student
learning.

In every category the bill emphasizes sup-
port, not control. Don’t good teachers need
support and resources? Aren’t they already
motivated to inspire learning? Shouldn’t the
federal government provide grant programs
that support evidence-based initiatives to re-
cruit, hire, train, compensate, and retain the
most effective teachers? Shouldn’t the fed-
eral government provide information that is
helpful to education reformers who want to
improve troubled schools?

This bill maintains critical funding
streams for vulnerable populations, but it
also strengthens existing programs to im-
prove student achievement. More impor-
tantly, it provides states and districts the
flexibility to use funds across programs to
better support their students’ needs.

I have been concerned that the federal gov-
ernment is inappropriately usurping the au-
thority of the states, local school districts,
and even parents in the education of our na-
tion’s children. I am especially glad to see
that this bill restores and protects state and
local autonomy over public education. What
this bill does is engage parents in their
child’s education. It provides parents more
education choices for their children. The fed-
eral government should not mandate or con-
trol our children’s education. Rather, it
should support and encourage parents to
help their children, so they can identify the
best options for their children.

Thank you for the opportunity to express
my views.

ANITA CHRISTY,
Editor and Publisher of Gilbert Watch.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY), a
member of the committee.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, as
the poison of sequestration is now seep-
ing through America’s economy, soci-
ety, and national defense, there’s a lot
of folks in this city who are suddenly
running around saying that they op-
pose sequestration. But I think if you
look closely at this legislation, it
bakes in sequestration funding levels
for education—not just for next year,
but for the next 6 years.

Mr. Chairman, I supported the de-
fense authorization bill, along with the
chairman of my committee, a few
weeks ago, which actually used pre-se-
questration levels for our national de-
fense. Yet here today we are voting on
a bill which tells America’s children:
sorry, you’re stuck with sequestration.
You have to allow, basically, this chain
saw which is going through Federal
programs to continue for the next 6
years at exactly the time when we
should, as a national priority, be in-
vesting more in education.

We heard from the prior speaker
about the need for STEM. Absolutely.
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There is nothing in this bill that
prioritizes or focuses on the need for
this country to step up the STEM edu-
cation curriculum in this country. This
bill is the wrong direction for people
who care about upgrading America’s
competitiveness.

Again, if you think about it, is China
really going to sequester its education
funding over the next 6 years? Are any
of our other large economic competi-
tors doing that? Of course not.

This bill is a retreat; it is a surrender
to sequestration—not for ourselves, but
for our children. It is shameful. I urge
a ‘“‘no’” vote on H.R. 5.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to a member of the committee,
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE).

Mr. GUTHRIE.
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Student Success Act.

As a father of three children, I know
the importance of a good education
that ensures students graduate high
school prepared for post-secondary edu-
cation and the workforce.

For years, States and school districts
have been burdened by Federal over-
reach and red tape that has failed to
improve the academic performance of
our students. We can—and must—do
better.

Our State and local leaders have the
best understanding of their own school
districts and student populations. So
we must get Washington out of our stu-
dents’ classrooms and equip them with
the tools necessary to put our students
on a path toward academic excellence.
H.R. 5 has got about four key prin-
ciples to do just that: reducing the
Federal footprint, empowering parents,
supporting effective teachers, and re-
storing local control.

My colleagues and I share the belief
that young people need to think big
and dream bigger.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI), a member
of the committee.

Ms. BONAMICI. I thank the ranking
member for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 5.

It’s clear that we need long-term
thinking and real changes to improve
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act and give our students the
schools worthy of their potential.

H.R. 5 does some things right, but too
many things wrong. It underfunds title
1, cutting funding to the schools most
in need of our support. It allows stu-
dents with disabilities to be taught at
lower standards, letting those who
need more attention fall through the
cracks. It eliminates provisions that
assist homeless students, puts too
much emphasis on the failed strategy
of basing teacher evaluations on stu-
dent test scores, and, Mr. Chairman, it
perpetuates inequality.

I thank the gen-
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This bill is a missed opportunity. We
could—and should—be working on leg-
islation that includes more support for
STEM education, a bill that has provi-
sions to ensure that every student re-
ceives a well-rounded education that
includes civics and arts and music. We
should be focusing on the whole child,
ensuring that every student is healthy,
safe, engaged, supported, and chal-
lenged.
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This bill doesn’t address these impor-
tant issues. I cannot support it, and I
encourage my colleagues to oppose it
as well.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Indiana,
Dr. BUCSHON, a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in support of H.R. 5, the Student
Success Act, because our Nation’s stu-
dents deserve better in the classroom.

The one-size-fits-all approach and ex-
panding Federal role in our current
system is not effectively serving our
students. The Student Success Act cor-
rects this problem by allowing States
the freedom and flexibility to provide a
better education to all their students,
an education that is tailored to their
students’ needs.

This bill reduces the Federal foot-
print in our schools and restores con-
trol to State and local communities
where education decisions should be
made. We ensure that parents and
schoolteachers are able to make deci-
sions about what is best for their stu-
dents.

Mr. Chair, as the father of four, it is
very important to me that we provide
the best educational opportunities for
all children, regardless of where they
live or their socioeconomic status. The
Student Success Act accomplishes this
goal.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to this bill.

America’s young people must be
given every opportunity to obtain a
world-class education in the best pos-
sible environment. The future of our
country and our ability to compete in
the global economy greatly depends on
the education of our children.

Unfortunately, H.R. 5, the Letting
Students Down Act, would cut edu-
cation funding by over $1 billion next
year and fail to support greater
achievement of low-income students,
students of color, students with dis-
abilities, and English language learn-
ers. The bill also eliminates funding for
critical afterschool programs, which
work to improve learning opportunities
for students outside the classroom by
cultivating strong community partner-
ships.

It is a tremendous failure of the
House Republican leadership that we
are voting on a bill today that fails
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students in so many ways and would do
so much harm to public education in
this country.

Rather than putting forth this ex-
treme proposal destined to fail in the
Senate, we should be working together
to ensure that a reauthorized Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act im-
proves student achievement, supports
teachers and principals, and provides a
quality education for all students. This
bill does not do that, and I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘no.”

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
vada, Dr. HECK, a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Chairman,
I rise today in strong support of H.R. 5,
the Student Success Act, because it
will improve education in America and
help our students succeed.

My district in southern Nevada is
home to, and my three children are
products of, the Clark County School
District, the fifth largest district in
the Nation. While there are many sto-
ries of remarkable achievements com-
ing out of these schools, I hear all the
time from administrators, teachers,
and parents that Federal requirements
are getting in the way of them doing
what is best for their students.

While only a very small portion of a
school district’s budget comes from
Washington, districts do not have the
ability to shift the funds to where they
are needed most, and they are forced to
use scarce resources to check the Fed-
eral boxes to receive those funds. This
one-size-fits-all approach to education
is Washington bureaucracy at its worst
and does not take into account the spe-
cific conditions in our local class-
rooms.

It strikes me as arrogant to imply, as
my colleagues on the other side do,
that only the Federal Government
cares about student success. No one un-
derstands the conditions or has more of
an interest in improving education of
our children than the people who work
in our schools and interact with stu-
dents every day.

It is time we turn control over edu-
cation policy to those who are invested
in the success of our students. The Stu-
dent Success Act will do just that.

I applaud Chairman KLINE and the
members of the committee for their
work on this bill and urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Nevada (Ms. TITUS).

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chair,
strong opposition to H.R. 5.

My colleague from Nevada must be
talking to different teachers and par-
ents than I am. This bill would hurt
students and teachers and undermine
the longstanding Federal mandate to
guarantee educational opportunity for
all students.

I am particularly concerned about
the impact this bill would have on
English language learners, especially
at a time when Nevada schools have
seen a significant increase in ELL stu-
dents. These students enrich our

I rise in
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schools with new cultural perspectives,
but they need resources and quality in-
struction to help them succeed aca-
demically. H.R. 5 would reduce such re-
sources just when schools and students
need them most.

This bill would also be devastating
for students in special ed. Most stu-
dents with learning disabilities can
meet high standards if they are given
the appropriate tools. H.R. 5, however,
denies them the chance to learn and
thrive.

Education is the best investment we
can make for the future of our Nation,
yvet H.R. 5 starves our schools, reduces
standards, and diminishes our national
commitment to equal access to learn-
ing.

Let’s call it what it is, the Letting
Our Students Down Act, and let’s vote
it down.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing on each side?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Minnesota has 9% minutes remaining.
The gentleman from California has 13
minutes remaining.

Mr. KLINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

I would now like to yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
MESSER), a member of the committee.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the Student Success Act and
want to commend Chairman KLINE and
my Hoosier colleague, Mr. ROKITA, for
their good work on this important bill.

Few laws have been used as a polit-
ical punching bag by Members of both
sides of the aisle quite as much as the
No Child Left Behind law. Much of that
criticism is deserved.

The Student Success Act moves us
past No Child Left Behind, improves on
this law’s important progress, and pro-
vides relief from the law’s most oner-
ous and harmful mandates. It restores
local control of our public schools, em-
powers teachers, parents, and students,
and gets Washington out of the way.
This bill eliminates 70 duplicative pro-
grams and prohibits the DOE from im-
plementing a national common core
curriculum. Most importantly, it puts
parents and students first.

As a longtime proponent of school
choice, I am pleased this bill expands
charter school opportunities. We hear a
lot of excuses about why students
shouldn’t have more educational
choices, but the truth is that no child
should be forced to attend a school
where they have no chance to succeed.

The Student Success Act recognizes
the truth that, when parents have a
choice, kids have an opportunity. More
can and should be done, but this bill
eliminates the worst of No Child Left
Behind. It restores local control of our
public schools, and it empowers teach-
ers and parents. It deserves our sup-
port.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HECK).
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Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-
man, H.R. 5 continues the sequestra-
tion cuts to Impact Aid. If you rep-
resent a military installation, you
know what that is, because that’s
where Impact Aid goes.

I have the honor to represent Joint
Base Lewis-McChord, the third largest
military installation in all of America.
This measure is not good for the chil-
dren of the men and women who serve
us there or any other military base
around America. We owe them more.

But my bigger reason for opposing
this springs from my perspective as a
businessman. If I learned anything in
the private sector, including serving on
the board of a learning and training
company, it is this: to compete in a
21st century economy, you simply have
to build a 21st century education sys-
tem. H.R. 5 does not do that. H.R. 5
does the opposite of that.

If you want, as I do, to grow this
economy faster and create jobs, good-
paying jobs, you are going to vote ‘‘no”’
on this measure.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, in an ef-
fort to balance the time here, I will re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE).

Mr. KILDEE. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, and thank you to the ranking
member for his leadership on this
issue.

Mr. Chair, this legislation is an at-
tack on teachers and takes away the
tools they need to succeed in the class-
room. I am exhausted by the continual

scapegoating of America’s school-
teachers.
Teachers, like my three sisters,

spend countless hours both in and out
of the classroom, preparing curricula,
and mentoring our youth in afterschool
programs. We should help every educa-
tor grow and develop professionally
and not standardize and reduce their
performance to a one-size-fits-all ap-
proach.

I am weary of elected officials who
give lip service to the importance of
good teachers. Mr. Chairman, actions
speak louder than words.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’ on
this bill. The House majority continues
to attack teachers’ rights to bargain
with their local community on condi-
tions that are best for their local com-
munity, and I stand in strong opposi-
tion to this bad bill.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I would
now like to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SCHOCK).

Mr. SCHOCK. I thank the chairman.

Mr. Chair, the 10th Amendment of
the Constitution vests the responsi-
bility of free public education with the
States; but recently, the administra-
tion and the Federal Government have
been running headlong into estab-
lishing Federal standards through a
common core set of principles at State
levels.

H.R. 5 is an important step in re-
affirming the fact that it is the States’
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rights and States’ responsibility to de-
termine what those students should
learn within their States and, more im-
portantly, reasserts the fact that lo-
cally elected school boards should be
the sole determinants of what students
should be taught and learn at local
school districts.

As a former school board member
myself, I know the importance of local
control. H.R. 5 reestablishes that and
makes certain that the Secretary of
Education does not have the power to
force in a dictatorial way local States
to adopt common core principles.

For so many reasons, this bill should
be passed, and I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield myself 12 minutes.

Many of my colleagues have ex-
pressed concern over the fact that H.R.
5 takes the level of funding to the se-
questration level. I think we ought to
understand what this means in terms
of ongoing improvement in the edu-
cation program and the educational op-
portunity for those young people who
are poor minorities and who go to some
of the poorest schools in some of the
poorest districts in our country. This is
going to really grind down their ability
to be able to respond, those schools,
those districts, those teachers, those
administrators, to the needs of those
young people.

What it means is they will not have
access to the kinds of support services
that are necessary so that they will
truly have an opportunity, have a full
educational opportunity. We know that
in many instances, in many of these
schools, these students and these
teachers require additional resources,
require additional support systems for
these students.

We know that when they are given
those support systems, when they are
given those resources, these very same
children are able to thrive. We see that
demonstrated all across this country
all of the time.

I represent some of the most difficult
schools in the State of California in the
most difficult areas in the State of
California, where children navigate
very dangerous streets to get to school
and to come back, yet we see students
who were given that opportunity to
have a first-class education are now at-
tending Brown University and the Uni-
versity of Nebraska and UCLA and
other such institutions.

The fact is these children can learn.
The question is whether we will supply
them with the resources so they can
have the opportunity to do so.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I now
yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady from
Alabama (Mrs. ROBY), a member of the
committee.

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Chair, I rise today in
support of H.R. 5, the Student Success
Act.

I thank my chairman for yielding. It
is a privilege to serve on this com-
mittee and be a part of this debate on
the floor today.
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We need excellent teachers in every
classroom and inspired administrators
in every school, but even the most gift-
ed educators can be hamstrung by
overreaching mandates, regulations,
and red tape.
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Over the last several years, Federal
mandates in education have grown at
an alarming rate. Politicians and bu-
reaucrats keep trying to fix our schools
with a ‘““Washington knows best’” ap-
proach, but ask any teacher or prin-
cipal or parent, and he’ll let you know
that one size does not fit all when it
comes to education.

That’s why I am pleased that the
Student Success Act reduces the Fed-
eral footprint in education, returning
the decisionmaking authority to
States and local districts where it be-
longs, and this bill expressly prohibits
the Department of Education from
making funding grants and regulation
waivers contingent on whether a State
adopts certain curriculum or assess-
ment standards.

I believe we should have the highest
standards for our schools. As a mother
of a child in public school, I am glad
my State of Alabama has made recent
efforts to increase its standards, but
the problem is that the Obama admin-
istration has improperly inserted itself
into the process. We need to empower
all States to set their own education
policies free from Federal intrusion.
Collaboration between States in set-
ting and revising standards can be a
good thing. However, the unwelcome
intrusion of the Federal Government
into the process invariably comes with
the political agenda of the White
House. The executive branch has ex-
ceeded its appropriate reach where
State education policy is concerned,
and it is absolutely time that we rein
it in.

I am proud to support H.R. 5, and I
encourage my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to support this legislation
that finally puts State and local lead-
ers back in control of their classrooms.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I have no further requests for time, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I now
yield 12 minutes to the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. YODER).

Mr. YODER. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

Like many of my colleagues here
today, I think the future of our Nation
lies in the quality of education that
our young Americans receive. Ameri-
cans expect and deserve the very best
from our public schools and from our
schools all across the Nation so that
their children have the tools to handle
the challenges of the 21st century.

For far too long in this country,
we’ve tried a one-size-fits-all, top
down, Federal approach to educating
our bright learners. Yet intuition tells
us and experience shows us that local
communities are better suited to make
the right decisions when it comes to
local public schools.
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That’s why I am proud to support the
Student Success Act—to return and re-
store local control back to our public
schools. I know that teachers, parents,
neighbors, and families are better suit-
ed to make decisions regarding their
children’s educations than bureaucrats
and government officials in Wash-
ington, D.C.

Mr. Chairman, let’s put our commu-
nities back in charge of our future.
Let’s eliminate the top-down man-
dates, the strings-attached approach
that Washington uses to educate our
kids, and let’s put teachers back in
charge of the classroom and put our
families and neighborhoods back in
charge of our schools.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

This is a fundamental debate that we
will be having now as we enter the
amendment process for this legislation.
This is really a debate about whether
we go backwards or forwards as a Na-
tion. Every Member of this Congress—
I believe I would be correct in saying—
both in the House and the Senate—has
told their constituents how important
it is that we have a world-class edu-
cation system and how we are falling
behind other nations. Yet we see here
the consideration of legislation by this
Chamber that, in fact, moves us to the
past.

It restricts the resources that are
available. It reduces the accountability
in the system. It fails to support teach-
ers and principals—those people who
almost every speaker today has said
are the most important people in our
education system. While it provides for
teacher evaluation, which I support, it
really only provides it for the purposes
of hiring and firing a teacher, not to
provide the kind of support and not to
provide the kind of collaboration that
teachers—young teachers and new
teachers to the system—bring with
them in wanting to have that experi-
ence so they can improve their profes-
sion, the kinds of opportunities that
teachers want, and the reason teachers
are organizing independently among
themselves, both on the Internet and in
localities, so that they can share their
skills and their talents to improve
their abilities to deliver the education.
That support is not here.

You can say, Well, it’s block-granted,
and they can do it if they want.

Not under sequestration.

They’ll be lucky if they can provide
survival for the students whom this
legislation is directed at, which are the
poorest children in this country—mi-
nority children, English learners, chil-
dren on Indian reservations, children
who need special attention to succeed.
If they get it, they can succeed, but
this legislation doesn’t do that. This
legislation doesn’t address the priority
that, again, every Member in this body
has spoken about. As for the priority
that needs to be put on STEM, you can
do it if you want to do it.

I've listened for so many years—peo-
ple say, within the Federal Govern-
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ment, it’s only 5 percent of the money
or it’s only 6 percent of the money—
and it’s always so burdensome. Well
then, don’t take it. I know the man-
ager’s amendment says that, but that’s
the law today. You sign up for this.
And if everything else is going so well,
how does this 5 percent of the money
have such bad results in the districts?
Because the fact of the matter is, we
know, for whatever reason, many,
many school districts and many
schools are failing the students that
they’re supposed to be teaching.

This is an effort to try to assist
them. This is an effort to try to give
them the flexibility so that they can
make these decisions, but if you send it
in the form of H.R. 5, they’re not going
to have the support to do it; they’re
not going to have the resources to do
it; they’re not going to have the
trained teachers to do it; they’re not
going to have the trained principals to
do it—and that’s what we should not be
doing. We should, in fact, Dbe
emboldening our schools with those re-
sources, with those talents and with
those skills. We should make sure that
every teacher has the capability, has
the subject matter competency.

In a poor school today, you’re learn-
ing arithmetic in the fourth grade,
you’re learning mathematics in the
eighth grade, you’re learning algebra—
your chances of having a teacher who
understands those subjects and who has
taken courses in those subjects is one
in seven. Shouldn’t it be, for those chil-
dren, one in one? Shouldn’t it be that
every classroom has a teacher who has
subject matter competency? But we all
know in our districts that that’s not
what happens in many of these schools.
We know that, in fact, an art teacher is
asked to go into a mathematics class.
We know that a part-time history
teacher is asked, Can you help us out
in the science class?

That’s not how you maintain this
country’s being number one in the Na-
tion. That’s not the education system
that will do it. We can poke along, and
we can lament, and we can worry about
China and India and about countries
that are making a commitment to
their education systems and to their
research facilities, but unless we make
that commitment, we won’t be running
that race in the next generation. We
will have settled in to some other place
than number one, and I don’t think
that’s acceptable to the people of this
country.

We have been told by all business
leaders who come here—whether they
come from Silicon Valley or they come
from the manufacturing areas of the
country in the Midwest—that they
want a stronger K through 12 system.
That’s why the Chamber of Commerce
and the Business Roundtable have seri-
ous problems and are in opposition to
H.R. 5, because it doesn’t meet their
needs that they say that they need in
terms of a future educated population
in order to get those skilled workers,
to get that talent base, to get that fu-
ture innovation. That’s their decision,
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not my decision. That’s also the deci-
sion of the civil rights groups. That’s
also the decision of the parents with
children with disabilities and of the
disabilities community. That’s also the
decision of the educators in these sys-
tems.

This legislation is not up to the
standards of America. It doesn’t meet
America’s future needs. It doesn’t meet
the standards of excellence, and it
doesn’t meet the commitment of re-
sources that this Nation should be
making on behalf of the schoolchildren
in this Nation and of future genera-
tions.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE. I yield myself the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. Chairman, it has been 12 years
since anybody in either body—House or
Senate—has had a chance to come to
the floor in either Chamber and vote on
education policy. The Elementary and
Secondary Education Act has been
overdue for reauthorization since 2007.
When our colleagues on the other side
of the aisle were in the majority or
since we’ve been in the majority, nei-
ther party has been able to bring legis-
lation to the floor in either body. Our
children deserve better.

We’ve been in a situation for years
now in which the Congress of the
United States—House and Senate—has
abdicated completely to this adminis-
tration its responsibility for estab-
lishing public policy. This administra-
tion has been issuing conditional, tem-
porary waivers to suit its idea of what
education policy ought to be, not what
the legislative body and not what the
people we represent say it ought to be.

Our children deserve real reform of
the Nation’s education system. We
can’t allow these conditional waivers
or temporary fixes or political infight-
ing and an impasse here—whether the
Democrats or the Republicans are in
charge—to keep us from our funda-
mental responsibility to improve what
is now, I believe, universally recog-
nized to be a flawed law.

By passing the Student Success Act
today, we can help ensure that teach-
ers, principals, superintendents, and
State and local officials have more op-
portunities to build a more responsive
and effective education system that
better meets the unique needs of every
student and, in fact, yes, of businesses.
A vote for this bill demonstrates our
heartfelt commitment to reform, prov-
ing to families nationwide, Mr. Chair-
man, that the House of Representatives
will not stand by and allow the admin-
istration to micromanage our -class-
rooms or to defend the failed status
quo.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘yes”
on H.R. b, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Chair, | rise today in oppo-
sition to H.R. 5, the Letting Students Down
Act. This legislation fails our students, teach-
ers, and families. It is a step back for our
country’s education system at a time when we
should be running forward.
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| have many concerns with H.R. 5.

The bill turns Title 1 funding into a block
grant program. This change will
disproportionally harm many disadvantaged
low-income students. Schools across the
country, including some in my Congressional
district, rely on these funds to help ensure that
all children meet state academic standards.

In addition to block granting Title 1 funds,
H.R. 5 weakens current accountability meas-
ures for students, teachers, and schools.

The Republican bill does not require states
to set high standards to graduate students col-
lege and career-ready. It also does not require
low-performing schools to work towards im-
provement; instead, it eliminates all current
school improvement requirements.

Every student in America has a constitu-
tional right to a high quality education. It is the
job of this Congress to secure that right with-
out delay.

The bill before us falls short in providing the
quality education that our students deserve,
and | refuse to take part in supporting legisla-
tion that fails our students and their families.
| oppose H.R. 5 and encourage my colleagues
to do the same.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, | represent Vir-
ginia’s two largest school districts, which have
a combined enrollment of more than 265,000
students. As a parent and former member of
the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors, |
know the success of our community and oth-
ers across America is directly related to the
quality of our local schools. Fortunately, we
have strong local support for our schools, par-
ticularly within the business community, which
recognizes the value of investing in our young
people and future workforce. As a result, our
community has the nation’s premier high
school for science and technology and strong
academic achievement across all student
groups. That has attracted families and em-
ployers to our region, which now is home to
Virginia’s largest public university and 10 For-
tune 500 companies.

The long-overdue reauthorization of ESEA
presents us with a tremendous opportunity to
improve learning conditions for students and
teachers. Sadly, the Republican bill before the
House today retreats on that promise and,
contrary to its title, will not provide the nec-
essary tools for all students to succeed. H.R.
5 cuts federal education support by $1 billion
next year and locks in the reduced levels of
funding under sequestration for the foresee-
able future. It also changes how those dollars
are allocated, diluting services for low-income
students and English language learners. That
represents a disinvestment in our classrooms,
and it will put our children—and our nation—
at a competitive disadvantage. The U.S.
Chamber of Commerce specifically cites the
lack of rigorous college- and career-ready
standards in opposing the Republican major-
ity’s bill. Fairfax County Public Schools Super-
intendent Karen Garza also expressed con-
cern about the reduced level of funding in this
bill, and | am including a copy of that letter.

| also am troubled by the changes being
made in the standards for children with disabil-
ities. For all of its flaws, one of the positive
outcomes of No Child Left Behind was the fact
that it held school districts accountable for the
progress of every child, which provided stu-
dents with disabilities the opportunity to
learn—and in many cases master—grade
level content and advance alongside their
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peers. The Republican bill will cast that suc-
cess aside and allow states to teach and as-
sess students with disabilities under an alter-
nate, less-challenging set of standards. That is
unacceptable, and it is one of the reasons why
organizations such as the National Disability
Rights Network oppose this bill.

Further, the Republican bill does not ade-
quately address two other important programs
that support students in our community. First,
H.R. 5 eliminates the dedicated funding for
before- and after-school programs that have a
proven record for providing academic and so-
cial support, particularly for at-risk students,
and for improving classroom achievement. For
example, when | was Chairman of the Fairfax
County Board of Supervisors, we received a
federal 21st Century Community Learning
Center grant. At the time, we were concerned
with the growing rate of gang participation and
gang-related crime being committed by young
people. We used that federal grant to help ex-
pand our after-school programs from just 3
middle schools to all 26. Community and busi-
ness partners also came forward to provide
summer-school scholarships and mentoring
support. As a result, gang participation
dropped by half. Unlike H.R. 5, the Democratic
substitute offered by Ranking Member Miller
would create a separate dedicated funding
stream to support before- and after-school
programs so that we are offering positive en-
richment opportunities for young people.

H.R. 5 also reduces funding for homeless
students despite the fact that we've seen a
57% increase in the nation’s homeless student
population in the past four years as a result of
the Great Recession. Even in my district,
which is ranked as one of the wealthiest in the
nation, we have nearly 2,500 homeless stu-
dents in our classrooms. That is a 40% in-
crease compared to five years ago. We must
do more, not less, to support these young
people who should not have to worry about
where their next meal will come from or where
they will sleep tonight while they try to navi-
gate the social and academic challenges of a
typical school day. The Democratic substitute
will ensure more students suffering homeless-
ness will receive the vital support they need to
have some sense of stability in their lives.

Mr. Chair, the education of our children
should not be driven by partisan ideology, yet
that is what House Republicans have brought
before us today. Their so-called reforms will,
in fact, leave children behind. If we are to fulfill
the promise of having a world-class education
system, then we need to provide adequate
support and funding for our schools, teachers,
and students. | urge my colleagues to oppose
H.R. 5 and to support the Democratic sub-
stitute so we can do just that.

LETTER FROM FCPS SUPERINTENDENT GARZA

HONORABLE GERRY E. CONNOLLY: We wish
to share our comments and concerns regard-
ing the Student Success ACT (H.R. 5), a pro-
posed reauthorization of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), which
may be on the House floor later today.

The Fairfax County School Board strongly
supports the ideals embodied by ESEA,
namely that every child is capable of learn-
ing and that every school and school division
must be held accountable for educating
every student to his or her potential, but has
been deeply concerned about the intrusive
administrative and fiscal burdens placed on
local school divisions by ESEA in its current
form. In terms of the entirety of H.R. 5, Fair-
fax County Public Schools (FCPS) agrees
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with the position taken by the National
School Boards Association (NSBA); which
supports the long overdue reauthorization
included in H.R. 5 in concept, but which
urges some significant changes (such as the
reinstatement of state Maintenance of Effort
(MOE) provisions as well as removal of au-
thorizing funding caps which would hold ap-
propriations to current sequestration levels
and then freeze them for five years) prior to
its eventual passage. We would also concur
with NSBA in opposing any amendments
proposing to add private school vouchers or
Title I “‘portability” to the legislation.

We specifically want to draw your atten-
tion to one possible amendment to H.R. 5
which could have a very significant impact
on FCPS. It is our understanding that Con-
gressman Glenn Thompson (R-PA) plans to
introduce language similar to his All Chil-
dren Are Equal Act (ACE Act, H.R. 2658),
which if adopted would have a significant
negative impact on FCPS Title I funding (a
projected loss of $5.4M in Title I funding over
four years, see chart below) and on Fairfax
students who are living in poverty. We would
urge you to reject that amendment.

Title I is intended ‘‘to ensure that all chil-
dren have a fair, equal, and significant op-
portunity to obtain a high quality edu-
cation.” Students living in poverty and
schools with high poverty rates have edu-
cational needs that require additional re-
sources from Title I funding to ‘‘level the
playing field” regardless of their location.
Some states are divided into many small
school districts, some of which have only one
secondary school and very few elementary
schools. Other states have designated school
districts in alignment with very large geo-
graphic counties, where districts may in-
clude hundreds of schools. Large school dis-
tricts may include wurban, suburban and
rural-like components all within the bound-
aries of one large division. Children and
schools located within ‘“‘pockets’ of poverty
in a large district have the same educational
resource needs as those in smaller school dis-
tricts with fewer students. The diverse set-
tings of schools with high poverty rates from
state to state require diversity within Title
I funding formulas so that schools from both
small and large districts can receive re-
sources to support needy students.

The particular amendment the House may
consider seeks to phase in a shift in the fund-
ing distribution formula for Title I from cal-
culations that are currently based on both
absolute numbers of students in poverty as
well as on percentages of students in pov-
erty, to one reliant only on percentages.
Given Fairfax’s size (with over 180,000 stu-
dents); FCPS has a relatively low overall
poverty rate but a very significant number
of students in poverty. As of 2011, there were
an estimated 15,915 children between the
ages of 5 and 18 living at or below the pov-
erty rate in Fairfax County. That number
exceeds the total student population in all
but 15 jurisdictions in Virginia (there are 133
total school divisions in Virginia). While
Fairfax’s overall percentage of free lunch eli-
gible students was just over 20% in the 2011-
2012 school year, 22 Fairfax schools had a free
lunch population of greater than 50% (with
the highest schools having over 74% eligible
students). In total, over 46,000 Fairfax stu-
dents are eligible for the free and reduced
lunch program, which has an eligibility
threshold of up to 185% of the poverty rate.

For small school districts, the percentage
system can be advantageous, as they may
not have large absolute numbers of students.
For larger school districts with ‘‘pockets’ of
poverty, the absolute number system may
level the playing field so that schools with
high poverty rates may receive appropriate
resources, even though the overall poverty
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rate of the entire division may not be as high
as a smaller division with fewer schools.

If only the percentage system were used, as
would be proposed by Rep. Thompson’s
amendment, students in high poverty
schools in larger school districts would lose
Title I funding support. Students in poverty
are not able to choose whether they live in a
small or large school district, nor can they
determine the percentage of poverty in the
school district in which they live. Nonethe-
less, regardless of where they live, their
needs are similar and they deserve equiva-
lent access to Title I resources.

The current system, which includes the op-
tions of both the percentage and absolute num-
ber calculations, provides a balanced ap-
proach for both small and large districts, and
thus provides necessary Title I resources for
students in high poverty schools, no matter
where they live. For these reasons, the cur-
rent two alternative weighting systems, per-
centage and absolute number, should be con-
tinued in calculating Title I funding alloca-
tions, so that students in high poverty
schools can equitably receive Title I re-
sources whether they live in a small or large
district.

FCPS would strongly support additional
overall funding for the Title I program
should that be part of the discussion, but
again urges you to reject Rep. Thompson’s
Title I formula amendment if it is intro-
duced. If you have questions or concerns,
please feel free to contact Michael Molloy,
Director of Government Relations, Fairfax
County Public Schools at MAMolloy@fcps.edu
or 571-423-1240. Thank you for your consider-
ation and your support of the Fairfax County
Public Schools and public K-12 education.

KAREN K. GARZA, PH.D.,
Division Superintendent, Fairfax County
Public Schools.

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, at a time when
one-third of our nation’s children are over-
weight or obese, educating them in physical
competence, health-related fitness and healthy
behaviors is critical to their development and
long-term success as productive citizens.

Unfortunately, my Republican Colleagues
fail to address this need in H.R.

Quality physical education and health edu-
cation programs are essential components of
a comprehensive K-12 curriculum. Recent
studies, such as the Health in Mind report re-
leased by the Healthy Schools Campaign,
show that health and fitness are linked to im-
proved academic performance, cognitive abil-
ity, and behavior, as well as, reduced truancy.

Physical education increases physical com-
petence, health-related fitness, social respon-
sibility and enjoyment of physical activity.
Quality health education is also essential to
supporting the formation of health-literate and
health-conscious adults, and the development
of life-long healthy habits that can help reduce
the enormous burden of health care costs to
this nation.

The lack of physically fit and health-literate
graduates has become a national security
issue—being overweight or obese has be-
come the leading medical reason why appli-
cants fail to qualify for military service. The In-
stitute of Medicine recognizes the important
role physical education plays in combating
childhood obesity, and that is why it recently
recommended that physical education be in-
cluded as a core subject in schools.

Unfortunately, many schools today do not
provide adequate physical education or health
education as recommended by health-related
national organizations and the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention. Subjects that
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are not considered “core” under the current
education law are frequently marginalized and
too often eliminated due to a lack of funding
or administrative priority.

Given the obesity epidemic in our country, it
is unfortunate that my Republican colleagues
did not include health education and physical
education as core subjects in their bill. It is my
sincere hope that as the bill moves forward in
the Senate these subjects will be included and
this issue will be rectified.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, printed in the bill, it shall
be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment
under the 5-minute rule an amendment
in the nature of a substitute consisting
of the text of Rules Committee Print
113-18. That amendment in the nature
of a substitute shall be considered as
read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R.5

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Student Success
Act’.

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Table of contents.

Sec. 3. References.

Sec. 4. Transition.

Sec. 5. Effective dates.

Sec. 6. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE I—AID TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES
Subtitle A—In General

Sec. 101. Title heading.

Sec. 102. Statement of purpose.

Sec. 103. Flexibility to use Federal funds.

Sec. 104. School improvement.

Sec. 105. Direct student services.

Sec. 106. State administration.

Subtitle B—Improving the Academic
Achievement of the Disadvantaged

Sec. 111. Part A headings.

Sec. 112. State plans.

Sec. 113. Local educational agency plans.

Sec. 114. Eligible school attendance areas.

Sec. 115. Schoolwide programs.

Sec. 116. Targeted assistance schools.

Sec. 117. Academic assessment and local edu-
cational agency and school im-
provement; school support and
recognition.

Sec. 118. Parental involvement.

Sec. 119. Qualifications for teachers and para-
professionals.

Sec. 120. Participation of children enrolled in
private schools.

Sec. 121. Fiscal requirements.

Sec. 122. Coordination requirements.

Sec. 123. Grants for the outlying areas and the
Secretary of the Interior.

Sec. 124. Allocations to States.

Sec. 125. Basic grants to local educational
agencies.

Sec. 126. Adequacy of funding of targeted

grants to local educational agen-
cies in fiscal years after fiscal
year 2001.
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Sec. 127. Education finance
program.
Sec. 128. Carryover and waiver.
Subtitle C—Additional Aid to States and School
Districts

Sec. 131. Additional aid.
Subtitle D—National Assessment
Sec. 141. National assessment of title I.
Subtitle E—Title I General Provisions
Sec. 151. General provisions for title I.

TITLE II—TEACHER PREPARATION AND
EFFECTIVENESS

Sec. 201. Teacher preparation and effectiveness.
Sec. 202. Conforming repeals.
TITLE III—PARENTAL ENGAGEMENT AND
LOCAL FLEXIBILITY

Sec. 301. Parental engagement and local flexi-

bility.
TITLE IV—IMPACT AID

401. Purpose.

402. Payments relating to Federal acquisi-
tion of real property.

403. Payments for eligible federally con-
nected children.

404. Policies and procedures relating to
children residing on Indian lands.

405. Application for payments under sec-
tions 8002 and 8003.

406. Construction.

407. Facilities.

408. State consideration of payments pro-
viding State aid.

409. Federal administration.

410. Administrative hearings and judicial
review.

411. Definitions.

Sec. 412. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 413. Conforming amendments.

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR THE

ACT

501. General provisions for the Act.

502. Repeal.

503. Other laws.

504. Amendment to IDEA.

TITLE VI—REPEAL
601. Repeal of title VI.
TITLE VII—HOMELESS EDUCATION

incentive grant

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 701. Statement of policy.

Sec. 702. Grants for State and local activities
for the education of homeless chil-
dren and youths.

Sec. 703. Local educational agency subgrants
for the education of homeless chil-
dren and youths.

Sec. 704. Secretarial responsibilities.

Sec. 705. Definitions.

Sec. 706. Authorization of appropriations.

SEC. 3. REFERENCES.

Except as otherwise expressly provided, when-
ever in this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal
of, a section or other provision, the reference
shall be considered to be made to a section or
other provision of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et
seq.).

SEC. 4. TRANSITION.

Unless otherwise provided in this Act, any
person or agency that was awarded a grant
under the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.) prior to the
date of the enactment of this Act shall continue
to receive funds in accordance with the terms of
such award, except that funds for such award
may not continue more than one year after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as otherwise pro-
vided in this Act, this Act, and the amendments
made by this Act, shall be effective upon the
date of enactment of this Act.

(b) NONCOMPETITIVE PROGRAMS.—With re-
spect to moncompetitive programs under which
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any funds are allotted by the Secretary of Edu-
cation to recipients on the basis of a formula,
this Act, and the amendments made by this Act,
shall take effect on October 1, 2013.

(c) COMPETITIVE PROGRAMS.—With respect to
programs that are conducted by the Secretary
on a competitive basis, this Act, and the amend-
ments made by this Act, shall take effect with
respect to appropriations for use under those
programs for fiscal year 2014.

(d) IMPACT AID.—With respect to title IV of
the Act (20 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.) (Impact Aid), this
Act, and the amendments made by this Act,
shall take effect with respect to appropriations
for use under that title for fiscal year 2014.

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

The Act (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.) is amended by
inserting after section 2 the following:

“SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.

“(a) TITLE I.—

“(1) PART A.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out part A of title I
316,651,767,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

““(2) PART B.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out part B of title I
33,028,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through
2019.

“(b) TITLE 1I.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out title II $2,441,549,000 for
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2019.

“(c) TITLE I1I.—

‘(1) PART A.—

‘““(A) SUBPART 1.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to carry out subpart 1 of part A of
title 111 $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

““(B) SUBPART 2.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to carry out subpart 2 of part A of
title 111 $91,647,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

““(C) SUBPART 3.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to carry out subpart 3 of part A of
title 111 $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

““(2) PART B.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out part B of title III
32,055,709,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

‘“(d) TITLE IV.—

‘(1) PAYMENTS FOR FEDERAL ACQUISITION OF
REAL PROPERTY.—For the purpose of making
payments under section 4002, there are author-
ized to be appropriated $63,445,000 for each of
fiscal years 2014 through 2019.

““(2) BASIC PAYMENTS; PAYMENTS FOR HEAVILY
IMPACTED LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—For
the purpose of making payments under section
4003(b), there are authorized to be appropriated
31,093,203,000 for each of fiscal years 2014
through 2019.

“(3) PAYMENTS FOR CHILDREN WITH DISABIL-
ITIES.—For the purpose of making payments
under section 4003(d), there are authorized to be
appropriated $45,881,000 for each of fiscal years
2014 through 2019.

““(4) CONSTRUCTION.—For the purpose of car-
rying out section 4007, there are authoriced to
be appropriated $16,529,000 for each of fiscal
years 2014 through 2019.

““(5) FACILITIES MAINTENANCE.—For the pur-
pose of carrying out section 4008, there are au-
thorized to be appropriated $4,591,000 for each
of fiscal years 2014 through 2019.”.

TITLE I—AID TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES
Subtitle A—In General
SEC. 101. TITLE HEADING.

The title heading for title I (20 U.S.C. 6301 et
seq.) is amended to read as follows:

“TITLE I—AID TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES”.
SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.

Section 1001 (20 U.S.C. 6301) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1001. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.

“The purpose of this title is to provide all
children the opportunity to graduate high
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school prepared for postsecondary education or
the workforce. This purpose can be accom-
plished by—

‘““(1) meeting the educational needs of low-
achieving children in our Nation’s highest-pov-
erty schools, English learners, migratory chil-
dren, children with disabilities, Indian children,
and neglected or delinquent children;

“(2) closing the achievement gap between
high- and low-performing children, especially
the achievement gaps between minority and
nonminority students, and between disadvan-
taged children and their more advantaged peers;

“(3) affording parents substantial and mean-
ingful opportunities to participate in the edu-
cation of their children; and

‘““(4) challenging States and local educational
agencies to embrace meaningful, evidence-based
education reform, while encouraging state and
local innovation.” .

SEC. 103. FLEXIBILITY TO USE FEDERAL FUNDS.

Section 1002 (20 U.S.C. 6302) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1002. FLEXIBILITY TO USE FEDERAL FUNDS.

“(a) ALTERNATIVE USES OF FEDERAL FUNDS
FOR STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections (c)
and (d) and motwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a State educational agency may use
the applicable funding that the agency receives
for a fiscal year to carry out any State activity
authoriced or required under one or more of the
following provisions:

“(A) Section 1003.

“(B) Section 1004.

“(C) Subpart 2 of part A of title I.

‘““(D) Subpart 3 of part A of title I.

‘“(E) Subpart 4 of part A of title I.

‘““(F) Chapter B of subpart 6 of part A of title
I

““(2) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 1 of
each year, a State educational agency shall no-
tify the Secretary of the State educational agen-
cy’s intention to use the applicable funding for
any of the alternative uses under paragraph (1).

““(3) APPLICABLE FUNDING DEFINED.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), in this subsection, the term ‘ap-
plicable funding’ means funds provided to carry
out State activities under one or more of the fol-
lowing provisions.

“(i) Section 1003.

““(ii) Section 1004.

“(iii) Subpart 2 of part A of title I.

“(iv) Subpart 3 of part A of title I.

“(v) Subpart 4 of part A of title I.

““(B) LIMITATION.—In this subsection, the
term ‘applicable funding’ does not include funds
provided under any of the provisions listed in
subparagraph (A4) that State educational agen-
cies are required by this Act—

‘(i) to reserve, allocate, or spend for required
activities;

““(ii) to allocate, allot, or award to local edu-
cational agencies or other entities eligible to re-
ceive such funds; or

““(iii) to use for techmnical assistance or moni-
toring.

‘“(4) DISBURSEMENT.—The Secretary shall dis-
burse the applicable funding to State edu-
cational agencies for alternative uses under
paragraph (1) for a fiscal year at the same time
as the Secretary disburses the applicable fund-
ing to State educational agencies that do not in-
tend to use the applicable funding for such al-
ternative uses for the fiscal year.

“(b) ALTERNATIVE USES OF FEDERAL FUNDS
FOR LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections (c)
and (d) and motwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a local educational agency may use
the applicable funding that the agency receives
for a fiscal year to carry out any local activity
authoriced or required under one or more of the
following provisions:

““(A) Section 1003.

““(B) Subpart 1 of part A of title I.
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“(C) Subpart 2 of part A of title I.

‘““(D) Subpart 3 of part A of title I.

‘“(E) Subpart 4 of part A of title I.

‘“(F) Subpart 6 of part A of title I.

‘““(2) NOTIFICATION.—A local educational
agency shall notify the State educational agen-
cy of the local educational agency’s intention to
use the applicable funding for any of the alter-
native uses under paragraph (1) by a date that
is established by the State educational agency
for the notification.

““(3) APPLICABLE FUNDING DEFINED.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), in this subsection, the term ‘ap-
plicable funding’ means funds provided to carry
out local activities under one or more of the fol-
lowing provisions:

“(i) Subpart 2 of part A of title I.

“(ii) Subpart 3 of part A of title I.

““(iii) Subpart 4 of part A of title I.

“(iv) Chapter A of subpart 6 of part A of title
1.

‘““(B) LIMITATION.—In this subsection, the
term ‘applicable funding’ does not include funds
provided under any of the provisions listed in
subparagraph (A) that local educational agen-
cies are required by this Act—

‘(i) to reserve, allocate, or spend for required
activities;

“‘(ii) to allocate, allot, or award to entities eli-
gible to receive such funds; or

““(iii) to use for technical assistance or moni-
toring.

‘“(4) DISBURSEMENT.—Each State educational
agency that receives applicable funding for a
fiscal year shall disburse the applicable funding
to local educational agencies for alternative
uses under paragraph (1) for the fiscal year at
the same time as the State educational agency
disburses the applicable funding to local edu-
cational agencies that do not intend to use the
applicable funding for such alternative uses for
the fiscal year.

“(c) RULE FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—A
State educational agency or a local educational
agency shall only use applicable funding (as de-
fined in subsection (a)(3) or (b)(3), respectively)
for administrative costs incurred in carrying out
a provision listed in subsection (a)(1) or (b)(1),
respectively, to the extent that the agency, in
the absence of this section, could have used
funds for administrative costs with respect to a
program listed in subsection (a)(3) or (b)(3), re-
spectively.

““(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to relieve a State edu-
cational agency or local educational agency of
any requirements relating to—

‘““(1) use of Federal funds to supplement, not
supplant, non-Federal funds;

“(2) comparability of services;

““(3) equitable participation of private school
students and teachers;

““(4) applicable civil rights requirements;

““(5) section 1113; or

“(6) section 1111.”".

SEC. 104. SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT.

Section 1003 (20 U.S.C. 6303) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘2 percent’ and inserting ‘7
percent’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘subpart 2 of part A’ and all
that follows through ‘‘sections 1116 and 1117,
and inserting ‘‘chapter B of subpart 1 of part A
for each fiscal year to carry out subsection
(b),”;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘for schools
identified for school improvement, corrective ac-
tion, and restructuring, for activities under sec-
tion 1116(b)”’ and inserting ‘‘to carry out the
State’s system of school improvement under sec-
tion 1111(b)(3)(B)(iii)”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘or edu-
cational service agencies’’ and inserting *‘, edu-
cational service agencies, or non-profit or for-
profit external providers with expertise in using
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evidence-based or other effective strategies to
improve student achievement’’;

(3) in subsection (¢)—

(A4) in paragraph (1), by inserting “‘and’” at
the end;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘need for
such funds; and’’ and inserting ‘‘commitment to
using such funds to improve such schools.”’; and

(C) by striking paragraph (3);

(4) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘subpart 2
of part A;”’ and inserting ‘‘chapter B of subpart
1 of part A;”’;

(5) in subsection (e)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘in any fiscal year” and in-
serting “‘in fiscal year 2015 and each subsequent
fiscal year™;

(B) by striking ‘‘subpart 2’ and inserting
“‘chapter B of subpart 1 of part A”’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘such subpart’” and inserting
“‘such chapter’’;

(6) in subsection (f), by striking ‘“‘and the per-
centage of students from each school from fami-
lies with incomes below the poverty line’’; and

(7) by striking subsection (g).

SEC. 105. DIRECT STUDENT SERVICES.

The Act (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.) is amended by
inserting after section 1003 the following:
“SEC. 1003A. DIRECT STUDENT SERVICES.

““(a) STATE RESERVATION.—Each State shall
reserve 3 percent of the amount the State re-
ceives under chapter B of subpart 1 of part A for
each fiscal year to carry out this section. Of
such reserved funds, the State educational
agency may use up to 1 percent to administer di-
rect student services.

“(b) DIRECT STUDENT SERVICES.—From the
amount available after the application of sub-
section (a), each State shall award grants in ac-
cordance with this section to local educational
agencies to support direct student services.

“(c) AWARDS.—The State educational agency
shall award grants to geographically diverse
local educational agencies including suburban,
rural, and urban local educational agencies. If
there are not enough funds to award all appli-
cants in a sufficient size and scope to run an ef-
fective direct student services program, the State
shall prioritize awards to local educational
agencies with the greatest number of low-per-
forming schools.

‘“(d) LocAL USE OF FUNDS.—A local edu-
cational agency receiving an award under this
section—

‘(1) shall use up to 1 percent of each award
for outreach and communication to parents
about their options and to register students for
direct student services;

“(2) may use not more than 2 percent of each
award for administrative costs related to direct
student services; and

“(3) shall use the remainder of the award to
pay the transportation required to provide pub-
lic school choice or the hourly rate for high-
quality academic tutoring services, as deter-
mined by a provider on the State-approved list
required under subsection (f)(2).

““(e) APPLICATION.—A local educational agen-
cy desiring to receive an award under Ssub-
section (b) shall submit an application describ-
ing how the local educational agency will—

‘(1) provide adequate outreach to ensure par-
ents can exercise a meaningful choice of direct
student services for their child’s education;

“(2) ensure parents have adequate time and
information to make a meaningful choice prior
to enrolling their child in a direct student serv-
ice;

“(3) ensure sufficient availability of seats in
the public schools the local educational agency
will make available for public school choice op-
tions;

‘“(4) determine the requirements or criteria for
student eligibility for direct student services;

““(5) select a variety of providers of high-qual-
ity academic tutoring from the State-approved
list required under subsection (f)(2) and ensure
fair negotiations in selecting such providers of
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high-quality academic tutoring, including on-
line, on campus, and other models of tutoring
which provide meaningful choices to parents to
find the best service for their child; and

““(6) develop an estimated per pupil expendi-
ture available for eligible students to use toward
high-quality academic tutoring which shall
allow for an adequate level of services to in-
crease academic achievement from a variety of
high-quality academic tutoring providers.

“(f) PROVIDERS AND SCHOOLS.—The State—

‘““(1) shall ensure that each local educational
agency receiving an award to provide public
school choice can provide a sufficient number of
options to provide a meaningful choice for par-
ents;

‘““(2) shall compile a list of State-approved
high-quality academic tutoring providers that
includes online, on campus, and other models of
tutoring; and

“(3) shall ensure that each local educational
agency receiving an award will provide an ade-
quate number of high-quality academic tutoring
options to ensure parents have a meaningful
choice of services.”’.

SEC. 106. STATE ADMINISTRATION.

Section 1004 (20 U.S.C. 6304) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1004. STATE ADMINISTRATION.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), to carry out administrative duties
assigned under subparts 1, 2, and 3 of part A of
this title, each State may reserve the greater
of—

‘(1) 1 percent of the amounts received under
such subparts; or

““(2) $400,000 (350,000 in the case of each out-
lying area).

‘““(b) EXCEPTION.—If the sum of the amounts
reserved under subparts 1, 2, and 3 of part A of
this title 1is equal to or greater than
$14,000,000,000, then the reservation described in
subsection (a)(1) shall not exceed 1 percent of
the amount the State would receive if
$14,000,000,000 were allocated among the States
for subparts 1, 2, and 3 of part A of this title.” .

Subtitle B—Improving the Academic
Achievement of the Disadvantaged
SEC. 111. PART A HEADINGS.

(a) PART HEADING.—The part heading for part
A of title I (20 U.S.C. 6311 et seq.) is amended to
read as follows:

“PART A—IMPROVING THE ACADEMIC
ACHIEVEMENT OF THE DISADVANTAGED”.

(b) SUBPART 1 HEADING.—The Act is amended
by striking the subpart heading for subpart 1 of
part A of title I (20 U.S.C. 6311 et seq.) and in-
serting the following:

“Subpart 1—Improving Basic Programs
Operated by Local Educational Agencies
“CHAPTER A—BASIC PROGRAM
REQUIREMENTS”.

(c) SUBPART 2 HEADING.—The Act is amended
by striking the subpart heading for subpart 2 of
part A of title I (20 U.S.C. 6331 et seq.) and in-
serting the following:

“CHAPTER B—ALLOCATIONS”.
SEC. 112. STATE PLANS.

Section 1111 (20 U.S.C. 6311) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1111. STATE PLANS.

“(a) PLANS REQUIRED.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—For any State desiring to
receive a grant under this subpart, the State
educational agency shall submit to the Sec-
retary a plan, developed by the State edu-
cational agency, in consultation with local edu-
cational agencies, teachers, school leaders, pub-
lic charter school representatives, specialized in-
structional support personnel, other appropriate
school personnel, and parents, that satisfies the
requirements of this section and that is coordi-
nated with other programs under this Act, the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, the
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Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 2006, the Head Start Act, the Adult
Education and Family Literacy Act, and the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act.

““(2) CONSOLIDATED PLAN.—A State plan sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) may be submitted as
part of a consolidated plan under section 5302.

““(b) ACADEMIC STANDARDS, ACADEMIC ASSESS-
MENTS, AND STATE ACCOUNTABILITY.—

““(1) ACADEMIC STANDARDS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State plan shall dem-
onstrate that the State has adopted academic
content standards and academic achievement
standards aligned with such content standards
that comply with the requirements of this para-
graph.

‘““(B) SUBJECTS.—The State shall have such
academic standards for mathematics, reading or
language arts, and science, and may have such
standards for any other subject determined by
the State.

‘“(C) REQUIREMENTS.—The standards
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall—

‘(i) apply to all public schools and public
school students in the State; and

““(ii) with respect to academic achievement
standards, include the same knowledge, skills,
and levels of achievement expected of all public
school students in the State.

‘(D) ALTERNATE ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
STANDARDS.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this paragraph, a State may, through a
documented and validated standards-setting
process, adopt alternate academic achievement
standards for students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities, if—

‘““(i) the determination about whether the
achievement of an individual student should be
measured against such standards is made sepa-
rately for each student; and

““(ii) such standards—

‘(1) are aligned with the State academic
standards required under subparagraph (A);

‘“(1I) promote access to the general cur-
riculum; and

‘““(I111) reflect professional judgment as to the
highest possible standards achievable by such
students.

‘“(E) ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY STAND-
ARDS.—Each State plan shall describe how the
State educational agency will establish English
language proficiency standards that are—

‘(i) derived from the four recognized domains
of speaking, listening, reading, and writing; and

‘(i) aligned with the State’s academic con-
tent standards in reading or language arts
under subparagraph (A).

““(2) ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State plan shall dem-
onstrate that the State educational agency, in
consultation with local educational agencies,
has implemented a set of high-quality student
academic assessments in mathematics, reading
or language arts, and science. At the State’s dis-
cretion, the State plan may also demonstrate
that the State has implemented such assess-
ments in any other subject chosen by the State.

‘“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Such assessments
shall—

““(i) in the case of mathematics and reading or
language arts, be used in determining the per-
formance of each local educational agency and
public school in the State in accordance with
the State’s accountability system under para-
graph (3);

‘‘(ii) be the same academic assessments used to
measure the academic achievement of all public
school students in the State;

‘“‘(iii) be aligned with the State’s academic
standards and provide coherent and timely in-
formation about student attainment of such
standards;

““(iv) be used for purposes for which such as-
sessments are valid and reliable, be of adequate
technical quality for each purpose required
under this Act, and be consistent with relevant,
nationally recogniced professional and technical
standards;

de-
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“(v)(1) in the case of mathematics and reading
or language arts, be administered in each of
grades 3 through 8 and at least once in grades
9 through 12;

“(II) in the case of science, be administered
not less than one time during—

“(aa) grades 3 through 5;

“(bb) grades 6 through 9; and

“(cc) grades 10 through 12; and

“(I11) in the case of any other subject chosen
by the State, be administered at the discretion of
the State;

“(vi) measure individual student academic
proficiency and growth;

“(vii) at the State’s discretion—

“(I) be administered through a single annual
summative assessment; or

“(II) be administered through multiple assess-
ments during the course of the academic year
that result in a single summative score that pro-
vides valid, reliable, and transparent informa-
tion on student achievement;

“(viii) include measures that assess higher-
order thinking skills and understanding;

“(ix) provide for—

“(I) the participation in such assessments of
all students;

“(I1) the reasonable adaptations and accom-
modations for students with disabilities nec-
essary to measure the academic achievement of
such students relative to the State’s academic
standards; and

“(I11) the inclusion of English learners, who
shall be assessed in a valid and reliable manner
and provided reasonable accommodations, in-
cluding, to the extent practicable, assessments
in the language and form most likely to yield
accurate and reliable information on what such
students know and can do in academic content
areas, until such students have achieved
English language proficiency, as assessed by the
State under subparagraph (D);

“(x) notwithstanding clause (ix)(I1I), provide
for the assessment of reading or language arts
in English for English learners who have at-
tended school in the United States (not includ-
ing Puerto Rico) for 3 or more consecutive
school years, except that a local educational
agency may, on a case-by-case basis, provide for
the assessment of reading or language arts for
each such student in a language other than
English for a period not to exceed 2 additional
consecutive years if the assessment would be
more likely to yield accurate and reliable infor-
mation on what such student knows and can
do, provided that such student has not yet
reached a level of English language proficiency
sufficient to yield valid and reliable information
on what such student knows and can do on
reading or language arts assessments written in
English;

“(xi) produce individual student interpretive,
descriptive, and diagnostic reports regarding
achievement on such assessments that allow
parents, teachers, and school leaders to under-
stand and address the specific academic needs
of students, and that are provided to parents,
teachers, and school leaders, as soon as is prac-
ticable after the assessment is given, in an un-
derstandable and uniform format, and to the ex-
tent practicable, in a language that parents can
understand;

“‘(xii) enable results to be disaggregated with-
in each State, local educational agency, and
school by gender, by each major racial and eth-
nic group, by English language proficiency sta-
tus, by migrant status, by status as a student
with a disability, and by economically dis-
advantaged status, except that, in the case of a
local educational agency or a school, such
disaggregation shall not be required in a case in
which the number of students in a category is
insufficient to yield statistically reliable infor-
mation or the results would reveal personally
identifiable information about an individual
student; and

“(xiii) be administered to not less than 95 per-
cent of all students, and not less than 95 percent
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of each subgroup of students described in para-
graph (3)(B)(i1)(11).

““(C) ALTERNATE ASSESSMENTS.—A State may
provide for alternate assessments aligned with
the alternate academic standards adopted in ac-
cordance with paragraph (1)(D), for students
with the most significant cognitive disabilities, if
the State—

““(i) establishes and monitors implementation
of clear and appropriate guidelines for individ-
ualized education program teams (as defined in
section 614(d)(1)(B) of the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act) to apply when deter-
mining when a child’s significant cognitive dis-
ability justifies assessment based on alternate
achievement standards;

““(ii) ensures that the parents of such students
are informed that—

““(I) their child’s academic achievement will be
measured against such alternate standards; and

‘“(11) whether participation in such assess-
ments precludes the student from completing the
requirements for a regular high school diploma;

““(iii) demonstrates that such students are, to
the extent practicable, included in the general
curriculum and that such alternate assessments
are aligned with such curriculum;

“(iv)  develops, disseminates information
about, and promotes the use of appropriate ac-
commodations to increase the number of stu-
dents with disabilities who are tested against
academic achievement standards for the grade
in which a student is envolled; and

““(v) ensures that regular and special edu-
cation teachers and other appropriate staff
know how to administer the alternate assess-
ments, including making appropriate use of ac-
commodations for students with disabilities.

‘(D) ASSESSMENTS OF ENGLISH LANGUAGE PRO-
FICIENCY.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Each State plan shall dem-
onstrate that local educational agencies in the
State will provide for an annual assessment of
English proficiency of all English learners in
the schools served by the State educational
agency.

“‘(ii) ALIGNMENT.—The assessments described
in clause (i) shall be aligned with the State’s
English language proficiency standards de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(E).

‘““(E) LANGUAGE ASSESSMENTS.—Each State
plan shall identify the languages other than
English that are present in the participating
student population and indicate the languages
for which yearly student academic assessments
are mot available and are needed. The State
shall make every effort to develop such assess-
ments and may request assistance from the Sec-
retary if linguistically accessible academic as-
sessment measures are needed. Upon request,
the Secretary shall assist with the identification
of appropriate academic assessment measures in
the needed languages, but shall not mandate a
specific academic assessment or mode of instruc-
tion.

‘“(F) ADAPTIVE ASSESSMENTS.—A State may
develop and administer computer adaptive as-
sessments as the assessments required under
subparagraph (A). If a State develops and ad-
ministers a computer adaptive assessment for
such purposes, the assessment shall meet the re-
quirements of this paragraph, except as follows:

“(i) Notwithstanding subparagraph (B)(iii),
the assessment—

‘“(I) shall measure, at a minimum, each stu-
dent’s academic proficiency against the State’s
academic standards for the student’s grade level
and growth toward such standards; and

‘“(11) if the State chooses, may be used to
measure the student’s level of academic pro-
ficiency and growth wusing assessment items
above or below the student’s grade level, includ-
ing for use as part of a State’s accountability
system under paragraph (3).

“(ii) Subparagraph (B)(ii) shall not be inter-
preted to require that all students taking the
computer adaptive assessment be administered
the same assessment items.
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“(3) STATE ACCOUNTABILITY SYSTEMS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State plan shall dem-
onstrate that the State has developed and is im-
plementing a single, statewide accountability
system to ensure that all public school students
graduate from high school prepared for postsec-
ondary education or the workforce without the
need for remediation.

‘““(B) ELEMENTS.—Each State accountability
system described in subparagraph (A) shall at a
minimum—

“(i) annually measure the academic achieve-
ment of all public school students in the State
against the State’s mathematics and reading or
language arts academic standards adopted
under paragraph (1), which may include meas-
ures of student growth toward such standards,
using the mathematics and reading or language
arts assessments described in paragraph (2)(B)
and other valid and reliable academic indicators
related to student achievement as identified by
the State;

“(ii) annually evaluate and identify the aca-
demic performance of each public school in the
State based on—

‘(1) student academic achievement as meas-
ured in accordance with clause (i); and

‘“(II) the overall performance, and achieve-
ment gaps as compared to all students in the
school, for economically disadvantaged stu-
dents, students from major racial and ethnic
groups, students with disabilities, and English
learners, except that disaggregation of data
under this subclause shall not be required in a
case in which the number of students in a cat-
egory is insufficient to yield statistically reliable
information or the results would reveal person-
ally identifiable information about an indi-
vidual student; and

“‘(iii) include a system for school improvement
for low-performing public schools receiving
funds under this subpart that—

“(I) implements interventions in such schools
that are designed to address such schools’ weak-
nesses; and

‘“(II) is implemented by local educational
agencies serving such schools.

‘““(C) PROHIBITION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed to permit the Secretary to es-
tablish any criteria that specifies, defines, or
prescribes any aspect of a State’s accountability
system developed and implemented in accord-
ance with this paragraph.

“(D) ACCOUNTABILITY FOR CHARTER
SCHOOLS.—The accountability provisions under
this Act shall be overseen for charter schools in
accordance with State charter school law.

‘““(4) REQUIREMENTS.—Each State plan shall
describe—

‘“(A) how the State educational agency will
assist each local educational agency and each
public school affected by the State plan to com-
ply with the requirements of this subpart, in-
cluding how the State educational agency will
work with local educational agencies to provide
technical assistance; and

‘““(B) how the State educational agency will
ensure that the results of the State assessments
described in paragraph (2), the other indicators
selected by the State under paragraph (3)(B)(i),
and the school evaluations described in para-
graph (3)(B)(ii), will be promptly provided to
local educational agencies, schools, teachers,
and parents in a manner that is clear and easy
to understand, but not later than before the be-
ginning of the school year following the school
year in which such assessments, other indica-
tors, or evaluations are taken or completed.

“(5) TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—Each
State plan shall describe the process by which
the State will adopt and implement the State
academic standards, assessments, and account-
ability system required under this section within
2 years of enactment of the Student Success Act.

“(6) EXISTING STANDARDS.—Nothing in this
subpart shall prohibit a State from revising,
consistent with this section, any standard
adopted under this section before or after the
date of enactment of the Student Success Act.
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“(7) EXISTING STATE LAW.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to alter any State law
or regulation granting parents authority over
schools that repeatedly failed to make adequate
yearly progress under this section, as in effect
on the day before the date of the enactment of
the Student Success Act.

““(c) OTHER PROVISIONS TO SUPPORT TEACHING
AND LEARNING.—Each State plan shall contain
assurances that—

“(1) the State will notify local educational
agencies, schools, teachers, parents, and the
public of the academic standards, academic as-
sessments, and State accountability system de-
veloped and implemented under this section;

“(2) the State will participate in biennial
State academic assessments of 4th and 8th grade
reading and mathematics under the National
Assessment of Educational Progress carried out
under section 303(b)(2) of the National Assess-
ment of Educational Progress Authorization Act
if the Secretary pays the costs of administering
such assessments;

“(3) the State educational agency will notify
local educational agencies and the public of the
authority to operate schoolwide programs;

““(4) the State educational agency will provide
the least restrictive and burdensome regulations
for local educational agencies and individual
schools participating in a program assisted
under this subpart;

“(5) the State educational agency will encour-
age schools to consolidate funds from other Fed-
eral, State, and local sources for schoolwide re-
form in schoolwide programs under section 1114;

“(6) the State educational agency will modify
or eliminate State fiscal and accounting barriers
so that schools can easily consolidate funds
from other Federal, State, and local sources for
schoolwide programs under section 1114; and

“(7) the State educational agency will inform
local educational agencies in the State of the
local educational agency’s authority to transfer
funds under section 1002 and to obtain waivers
under section 5401.

“(d) PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT.—Each State
plan shall describe how the State educational
agency will support the collection and dissemi-
nation to local educational agencies and schools
of effective parental involvement practices. Such
practices shall—

““(1) be based on the most current research
that meets the highest professional and tech-
nical standards on effective parental involve-
ment that fosters achievement to high standards
for all children;

“(2) be geared toward lowering barriers to
greater participation by parents in school plan-
ning, review, and improvement; and

“(3) be coordinated with programs funded
under subpart 3 of part A of title III.

‘“(e) PEER REVIEW AND SECRETARIAL AP-
PROVAL.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 5543, the Secretary shall—

““(A) establish a peer-review process to assist
in the review of State plans; and

“(B) appoint individuals to the peer-review
process who are representative of parents,
teachers, State educational agencies, and local
educational agencies, and who are familiar with
educational standards, assessments, account-
ability, the needs of low-performing schools, and
other educational needs of students, and ensure
that 75 percent of such appointees are practi-
tioners.

““(2) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall—

“(A) approve a State plan within 120 days of
its submission;

“(B) disapprove of the State plan only if the
Secretary demonstrates how the State plan fails
to meet the requirements of this section and im-
mediately notifies the State of such determina-
tion and the reasons for such determination;

“(C) not decline to approve a State’s plan be-
fore—

‘(i) offering the State an opportunity to revise
its plan;
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““(ii) providing technical assistance in order to
assist the State to meet the requirements of this
section; and

“‘(iii) providing a hearing; and

‘(D) have the authority to disapprove a State
plan for nmot meeting the requirements of this
subpart, but shall not have the authority to re-
quire a State, as a condition of approval of the
State plan, to include in, or delete from, such
plan one or more specific elements of the State’s
academic standards or State accountability sys-
tem, or to use specific academic assessments or
other indicators.

““(3) STATE REVISIONS.—A State plan shall be
revised by the State educational agency if it is
necessary to satisfy the requirements of this sec-
tion.

‘“(4) PUBLIC REVIEW.—AIl communications,
feedback, and mnotifications wunder this sub-
section shall be conducted in a manner that is
immediately made available to the public
through the website of the Department, includ-
ing—

““(A) peer review guidance;

““(B) the names of the peer reviewers;

““(C) State plans submitted or resubmitted by a
State, including the current approved plans;

‘(D) peer review notes;

‘“(E) State plan determinations by the Sec-
retary, including approvals or disapprovals, and
any deviations from the peer reviewers’ rec-
ommendations with an explanation of the devi-
ation; and

‘“(F) hearings.

““(5) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary, and the
Secretary’s staff, may not attempt to participate
in, or influence, the peer review process. No
Federal employee may participate in, or attempt
to influence the peer review process, except to
respond to questions of a technical nature,
which shall be publicly reported.

“(f) DURATION OF THE PLAN.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State plan shall—

“(A) remain in effect for the duration of the
State’s participation under this subpart; and

‘““(B) be periodically reviewed and revised as
necessary by the State educational agency to re-
flect changes in the State’s strategies and pro-
grams under this subpart.

““(2) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—If a State
makes significant changes to its State plan,
such as the adoption of new State academic
standards or new academic assessments, or
adopts a new State accountability system, such
information shall be submitted to the Secretary
under subsection (e)(2) for approval.

“(g) FAILURE TO MEET REQUIREMENTS.—If a
State fails to meet any of the requirements of
this section then the Secretary shall withhold
funds for State administration under this sub-
part until the Secretary determines that the
State has fulfilled those requirements.

“(h) REPORTS.—

‘(1) ANNUAL STATE REPORT CARD.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—A State that receives as-
sistance under this subpart shall prepare and
disseminate an annual State report card. Such
dissemination shall include, at a minimum, pub-
licly posting the report card on the home page
of the State educational agency’s website.

‘““(B) IMPLEMENTATION.—The State report card
shall be—

““(i) concise; and

“‘(ii) presented in an understandable and uni-
form format that is developed in consultation
with parents and, to the extent practicable, pro-
vided in a language that parents can under-
stand.

““(C) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—The State
shall include in its annual State report card in-
formation on—

‘(i) the performance of students, in the aggre-
gate and disaggregated by the categories of stu-
dents described in subsection (b)(2)(B)(xii) (ex-
cept that such disaggregation shall not be re-
quired in a case in which the number of stu-
dents in a category is insufficient to yield statis-
tically reliable information or the results would
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reveal personally identifiable information about
an individual student), on the State academic
assessments described in subsection (b)(2);

‘““(ii) the participation rate on such assess-
ments, in the aggregate and disaggregated in ac-
cordance with clause (i);

‘‘(iii) the performance of students, in the ag-
gregate and disaggregated in accordance with
clause (i), on other academic indicators de-
scribed in subsection (b)(3)(B)(i);

““(iv) for each public high school in the State,
in the aggregate and disaggregated in accord-
ance with clause (i)—

‘(1) the four-year adjusted cohort graduation
rate, and

“(I1) if applicable, the extended-year adjusted
cohort graduation rate, reported separately for
students graduating in 5 years or less, students
graduating in 6 years or less, and students grad-
uating in 7 or more years;

““(v) each public school’s evaluation results as
determined in accordance with subsection
(b)(3)(B)(i1);

““(vi) the acquisition of English proficiency by
English learners;

“‘(vii) the number and percentage of teachers
in each category established under clause (iii) of
section 2123(1)(A), except that such information
shall not reveal personally identifiable informa-
tion about an individual teacher; and

““(viii) the results of the assessments described
in subsection (c)(2).

‘(D) OPTIONAL INFORMATION.—The State may
include in its annual State report card such
other information as the State believes will best
provide parents, students, and other members of
the public with information regarding the
progress of each of the State’s public elementary
schools and public secondary schools.

““(2) ANNUAL LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY RE-
PORT CARDS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A local educational agency
that receives assistance under this subpart shall
prepare and disseminate an annual local edu-
cational agency report card.

“(B) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—The State
educational agency shall ensure that each local
educational agency collects appropriate data
and includes in the local educational agency’s
annual report the information described in
paragraph (1)(C) as applied to the local edu-
cational agency and each school served by the
local educational agency, and—

‘(i) in the case of a local educational agency,
information that shows how students served by
the local educational agency achieved on the
statewide academic assessment and other aca-
demic indicators adopted in accordance with
subsection (b)(3)(B)(i) compared to students in
the State as a whole; and

““(it) in the case of a school, the school’s eval-
uation under subsection (b)(3)(B)(ii).

““(C) OTHER INFORMATION.—A local edu-
cational agency may include in its annual local
educational agency report card any other ap-
propriate information, whether or not such in-
formation is included in the annual State report
card.

‘(D) DATA.—A local educational agency or
school shall only include in its annual local
educational agency report card data that are
sufficient to yield statistically reliable informa-
tion, as determined by the State, and that do
not reveal personally identifiable information
about an individual student.

‘““(E) PUBLIC DISSEMINATION.—The local edu-
cational agency shall publicly disseminate the
information described in this paragraph to all
schools served by the local educational agency
and to all parents of students attending those
schools in an understandable and uniform for-
mat, and, to the extent practicable, in a lan-
guage that parents can understand, and make
the information widely available through public
means, such as posting on the Internet, distribu-
tion to the media, and distribution through pub-
lic agencies, except that if a local educational
agency issues a report card for all students, the
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local educational agency may include the infor-
mation under this section as part of such report.

““(3) PREEXISTING REPORT CARDS.—A State
educational agency or local educational agency
may use public report cards on the performance
of students, schools, local educational agencies,
or the State, that were in effect prior to the en-
actment of the Student Success Act for the pur-
pose of this subsection, so long as any such re-
port card is modified, as may be needed, to con-
tain the information required by this subsection.

““(4) PARENTS RIGHT-TO-KNOW.—

““(A) ACHIEVEMENT INFORMATION.—At the be-
ginning of each school year, a school that re-
ceives funds under this subpart shall provide to
each individual parent information on the level
of achievement of the parent’s child in each of
the State academic assessments and other aca-
demic indicators adopted in accordance with
this subpart.

“(B) FORMAT.—The mnotice and information
provided to parents under this paragraph shall
be in an understandable and uniform format
and, to the extent practicable, provided in a
language that the parents can understand.

‘(i) PRIvACcY.—Information collected under
this section shall be collected and disseminated
in a manner that protects the privacy of individ-
uals consistent with section 444 of the General
Education Provisions Act.

“(j) VOLUNTARY PARTNERSHIPS.—A State may
enter into a voluntary partnership with another
State to develop and implement the academic
standards and assessments required under this
section, except that the Secretary shall not, ei-
ther directly or indirectly, attempt to influence,
incentivize, or coerce State—

‘(1) adoption of the Common Core State
Standards developed under the Common Core
State Standards Initiative, any other academic
standards common to a significant number of
States, or assessments tied to such standards; or

“(2) participation in any such partnerships.

“(k) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this part
shall be construed to prescribe the use of the
academic assessments described in this part for
student promotion or graduation purposes.

““(1) SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO BUREAU-
FUNDED SCHOOLS.—In determining the assess-
ments to be used by each school operated or
funded by the Bureau of Indian Education re-
ceiving funds under this subpart, the following
shall apply:

‘(1) Each such school that is accredited by
the State in which it is operating shall use the
assessments and other academic indicators the
State has developed and implemented to meet
the requirements of this section, or such other
appropriate assessment and academic indicators
as approved by the Secretary of the Interior.

““(2) Each such school that is accredited by a
regional accrediting organization shall adopt an
appropriate assessment and other academic in-
dicators, in consultation with and with the ap-
proval of, the Secretary of the Interior and con-
sistent with assessments and academic indica-
tors adopted by other schools in the same State
or region, that meet the requirements of this sec-
tion.

“(3) Each such school that is accredited by a
tribal accrediting agency or tribal division of
education shall use an assessment and other
academic indicators developed by such agency
or division, except that the Secretary of the In-
terior shall ensure that such assessment and
academic indicators meet the requirements of
this section.”.

SEC. 113. LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY PLANS.

Section 1112 (20 U.S.C. 6312) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1112. LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY PLANS.

“(a) PLANS REQUIRED.—

““(1) SUBGRANTS.—A local educational agency
may receive a subgrant under this subpart for
any fiscal year only if such agency has on file
with the State educational agency a plan, ap-
proved by the State educational agency, that is
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coordinated with other programs under this Act,
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act,
the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 2006, the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act, and other Acts, as appro-
priate.

“(2) CONSOLIDATED APPLICATION.—The plan
may be submitted as part of a consolidated ap-
plication under section 5305.

“(b) PLAN PROVISIONS.—Each
cational agency plan shall describe—

‘(1) how the local educational agency will
monitor, in addition to the State assessments de-
scribed in section 1111(b)(2), students’ progress
in meeting the State’s academic standards;

“(2) how the local educational agency will
identify quickly and effectively those students
who may be at risk of failing to meet the State’s
academic standards;

‘“(3) how the local educational agency will
provide additional educational assistance to in-
dividual students in need of additional help in
meeting the State’s academic standards;

““(4) how the local educational agency will im-
plement the school improvement system de-
scribed in section 1111(b)(3)(B)(iii) for any of the
agency’s schools identified under such section;

““(5) how the local educational agency will co-
ordinate programs under this subpart with other
programs under this Act and other Acts, as ap-
propriate;

““(6) the poverty criteria that will be used to
select school attendance areas under section
1113;

‘““(7) how teachers, in consultation with par-
ents, administrators, and specialized instruc-
tional support personnel, in targeted assistance
schools under section 1115, will identify the eli-
gible children most in need of services under this
subpart;

‘“(8) in general, the nature of the programs to
be conducted by the local educational agency’s
schools under sections 1114 and 1115, and, where
appropriate, educational services outside such
schools for children living in local institutions
for neglected and delinquent children, and for
neglected and delinquent children in community
day school programs;

““(9) how the local educational agency will en-
sure that migratory children who are eligible to
receive services under this subpart are selected
to receive such services on the same basis as
other children who are selected to receive serv-
ices under this subpart;

““(10) the services the local educational agency
will provide homeless children, including serv-
ices provided with funds reserved under section
1113(c)(3)(A);

‘“(11) the strategy the local educational agen-
cy will use to implement effective parental in-
volvement under section 1118;

‘“(12) if appropriate, how the local edu-
cational agency will use funds under this sub-
part to support preschool programs for children,
particularly children participating in a Head
Start program, which services may be provided
directly by the local educational agency or
through a subcontract with the local Head Start
agency designated by the Secretary of Health
and Human Services under section 641 of the
Head Start Act, or another comparable early
childhood development program;

‘“(13) how the local educational agency,
through incentives for voluntary transfers, the
provision of professional development, recruit-
ment programs, incentive pay, performance pay,
or other effective strategies, will address dispari-
ties in the rates of low-income and minority stu-
dents and other students being taught by inef-
fective teachers;

‘““(14) if appropriate, how the local edu-
cational agency will use funds under this sub-
part to support programs that coordinate and
integrate—

“(A4) career and technical education aligned
with State technical standards that promote
skills attainment important to in-demand occu-
pations or industries in the State and the State’s

local edu-
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academic standards under section 1111(b)(1);
and

“(B) work-based learning opportunities that
provide students in-depth interaction with in-
dustry professionals; and

‘“(15) if appropriate, how the local edu-
cational agency will use funds under this sub-
part to support dual enrollment programs and
early college high schools.

‘““(c) ASSURANCES.—Each local educational
agency plan shall provide assurances that the
local educational agency will—

‘““(1) participate, if selected, in biennial State
academic assessments of 4th and 8th grade read-
ing and mathematics under the National Assess-
ment of Educational Progress carried out under
section 303(b)(2) of the National Assessment of
Educational Progress Authorization Act;

““(2) inform schools of schoolwide program au-
thority and the ability to consolidate funds from
Federal, State, and local sources;

“03) provide technical
schoolwide programs;

‘““(4) provide services to eligible children at-
tending private elementary and secondary
schools in accordance with section 1120, and
timely and meaningful consultation with private
school officials or representatives regarding
such services;

““(5) in the case of a local educational agency
that chooses to use funds under this subpart to
provide early childhood development services to
low-income children below the age of compul-
sory school attendance, ensure that such serv-
ices comply with the performance standards es-
tablished under section 641A(a) of the Head
Start Act;

“(6) inform eligible schools of the local edu-
cational agency’s authority to request waivers
on the school’s behalf under Title V; and

‘““(7) ensure that the results of the academic
assessments required under section 1111(b)(2)
will be provided to parents and teachers as soon
as is practicably possible after the test is taken,
in an understandable and uniform format and,
to the extent practicable, provided in a language
that the parents can understand.

‘““(d) SPECIAL RULE.—In carrying out sub-
section (c)(5), the Secretary shall—

““(1) consult with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and shall establish procedures
(taking into consideration existing State and
local laws, and local teacher contracts) to assist
local educational agencies to comply with such
subparagraph; and

““(2) disseminate to local educational agencies
the education performance standards in effect
under section 641A(a)(1)(B) of the Head Start
Act, and such agencies affected by such sub-
section shall plan for the implementation of
such subsection (taking into consideration exist-
ing State and local laws, and local teacher con-
tracts).

““(e) PLAN DEVELOPMENT AND DURATION.—

‘(1) CONSULTATION.—Each local educational
agency plan shall be developed in consultation
with teachers, school leaders, public charter
school representatives, administrators, and
other appropriate school personnel, and with
parents of children in schools served under this
subpart.

““(2) DURATION.—Each such plan shall be sub-
mitted for the first year for which this part is in
effect following the date of enactment of this
Act and shall remain in effect for the duration
of the agency’s participation under this subpart.

‘““(3) REVIEW.—Each local educational agency
shall periodically review and, as necessary, re-
vise its plan.

“(f) STATE APPROVAL.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each local educational
agency plan shall be filed according to a sched-
ule established by the State educational agency.

““(2) APPROVAL.—The State educational agen-
cy shall approve a local educational agency’s
plan only if the State educational agency deter-
mines that the local educational agency’s plan—

““(A) enables schools served under this subpart
to substantially help children served under this

assistance to
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subpart to meet the State’s academic standards
described in section 1111(b)(1); and

““(B) meets the requirements of this section.

“(3) REVIEW.—The State educational agency
shall review the local educational agency’s plan
to determine if such agency’s activities are in
accordance with section 1118.

“(9) PARENTAL NOTIFICATION.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each local educational
agency using funds under this subpart and sub-
part 4 to provide a language instruction edu-
cational program shall, not later than 30 days
after the beginning of the school year, inform
parents of an English learner identified for par-
ticipation, or participating in, such a program
of—

“(A) the reasons for the identification of their
child as an English learner and in need of
placement in a language instruction educational
program;

“(B) the child’s level of English proficiency,
how such level was assessed, and the status of
the child’s academic achievement;

“(C) the methods of instruction used in the
program in which their child is, or will be par-
ticipating, and the methods of instruction used
in other available programs, including how such
programs differ in content, instructional goals,
and the use of English and a native language in
instruction;

“(D) how the program in which their child is,
or will be participating, will meet the edu-
cational strengths and needs of their child;

‘“(E) how such program will specifically help
their child learn English, and meet age-appro-
priate academic achievement standards for
grade promotion and graduation;

““(F) the specific exit requirements for the pro-
gram, including the expected rate of transition
from such program into classrooms that are not
tailored for English learners, and the expected
rate of graduation from high school for such
program if funds under this subpart are used for
children in secondary schools;

“(G) in the case of a child with a disability,
how such program meets the objectives of the in-
dividualized education program of the child;
and

“(H) information pertaining to parental rights
that includes written guidance—

‘(i) detailing—

“(I) the right that parents have to have their
child immediately removed from such program
upon their request; and

“(II) the options that parents have to decline
to enroll their child in such program or to
choose another program or method of instruc-
tion, if available; and

““(i1) assisting parents in selecting among var-
ious programs and methods of instruction, if
movre than one program or method is offered by
the eligible entity.

““(2) NOTICE.—The mnotice and information
provided in paragraph (1) to parents of a child
identified for participation in a language in-
struction educational program for English
learners shall be in an understandable and uni-
form format and, to the extent practicable, pro-
vided in a language that the parents can under-
stand.

““(3) SPECIAL RULE APPLICABLE DURING THE
SCHOOL YEAR.—For those children who have not
been identified as English learners prior to the
beginning of the school year the local edu-
cational agency shall notify parents within the
first 2 weeks of the child being placed in a lan-
guage instruction educational program con-
sistent with paragraphs (1) and (2).

‘“(4) PARENTAL PARTICIPATION.—Each local
educational agency receiving funds under this
subpart shall implement an effective means of
outreach to parents of English learners to in-
form the parents regarding how the parents can
be involved in the education of their children,
and be active participants in assisting their chil-
dren to attain English proficiency, achieve at
high levels in core academic subjects, and meet
the State’s academic standards expected of all
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students, including holding, and sending notice
of opportunities for, regular meetings for the
purpose of formulating and responding to rec-
ommendations from parents of students assisted
under this subpart.

““(5) BASIS FOR ADMISSION OR EXCLUSION.—A
student shall not be admitted to, or excluded
from, any federally assisted education program
on the basis of a surname or language-minority
status.”.

SEC. 114. ELIGIBLE SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREAS.

Section 1113 (20 U.S.C. 6313) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘part’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(4)—

(A) by striking ‘‘subpart 2’ and inserting
‘“‘chapter B”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘school improvement, correc-
tive action, and restructuring under Ssection
1116(b)”’ and inserting ‘‘school improvement
under section 1111(b)(3)(B)(iii)”’.

SEC. 115. SCHOOLWIDE PROGRAMS.

Section 1114 (20 U.S.C. 6314) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking “‘part’” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘in which’ through ‘‘such
families’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking “‘part’’
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(1) by striking ‘‘children with limited English
proficiency’ and inserting ‘“English learners’’;
and

(I1) by striking ‘‘part” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’’;

(C) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘‘mainte-
nance of effort,” after ‘‘private school chil-
dren,”’; and

(D) by striking paragraph (4); and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(1) by striking “‘(including’’ and all that fol-
lows through “1309(2))’’; and

(II) by striking ‘‘content standards and the
State student academic achievement standards’
and inserting ‘‘standards’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘proficient’’ and
all that follows through ‘‘section 1111(b)(1)(D)”’
and inserting ‘‘academic standards described in
section 1111(b)(1)"’;

(II) in clause (ii), in the matter preceding sub-
clause (I), by striking ‘“‘based on scientifically
based research’ and inserting ‘‘evidence-
based’’;

(I11) in clause (iii)—

(aa) in subclause (I)—

(AA) by striking ‘‘student academic achieve-
ment standards’” and inserting ‘‘academic
standards’’; and

(BB) by striking ‘‘schoolwide program,” and
all that follows through ‘‘technical education
programs; and’’ and inserting ‘‘schoolwide pro-
grams; and’’; and

(bb) in subclause (II), by striking “‘and’’;

(IV) in clause (iv)—

(aa) by striking ‘‘the State and local improve-
ment plans’ and inserting ‘‘school improvement
strategies’’; and

(bb) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘;
and’’; and

(V) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

“(v) may be delivered by nonprofit or for-prof-
it external providers with expertise in using evi-
dence-based or other effective strategies to im-
prove student achievement.’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘highly
qualified’”’ and inserting ‘‘effective’’;

(iv) in subparagraph (D)—

(I) by striking ‘‘In accordance with section
1119 and subsection (a)(4), high-quality’’ and
inserting ‘‘High-quality’’;
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(II) by striking ‘‘pupil services’’ and inserting
‘“‘specialized instructional support services’’;
and

(III) by striking ‘‘student academic achieve-
ment’’ and inserting ‘“‘academic’’;

(v) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘high-
quality highly qualified’ and inserting ‘‘effec-
tive’’;

(vi) in subparagraph (G), by striking *‘, such
as Head Start, Even Start, Early Reading First,
or a State-run preschool program,’’;

(vii) in subparagraph (H), by striking ‘‘section
1111(b)(3)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 1111(b)(2)"’;

(viii) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘pro-
ficient or advanced levels of academic achieve-
ment standards’ and inserting ‘‘State academic
standards’’; and

(ix) in subparagraph (J), by striking ‘‘voca-
tional”’ and inserting ‘‘career’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(1) in the matter preceding clause (i)—

(aa) by striking ‘‘first develop” and all that
follows through ‘‘2001)”° and inserting ‘‘have in
place’’; and

(bb) by striking ‘“‘and its school support team
or other technical assistance provider under sec-
tion 1117"’;

(II) in clause (ii), by striking “‘part” and in-
serting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(III) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘section
1111(b)(3)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 1111(b)(2)”’;
and

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(1) in clause (i)—

(aa) in subclause (1), by striking *‘, after con-
sidering the recommendation of the technical as-
sistance providers under section 1117,”’; and

(bb) in subclause (II), by striking ‘“No Child
Left Behind Act of 2001°’ and inserting ‘‘Student
Success Act’’;

(1) in clause (ii)—

(aa) by striking ‘‘(including administrators of
programs described in other parts of this title)’’;
and

(bb) by striking “‘pupil services’ and inserting
“‘specialized instructional support services’’;

(III) in clause (iii), by striking “‘part’ and in-
serting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(IV) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘Reading First,
Early Reading First, Even Start,”’; and

(3) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking “‘part’” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’’; and

(B) by striking 6, and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
6.7,

SEC. 116. TARGETED ASSISTANCE SCHOOLS.

Section 1115 (20 U.S.C. 6315) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking “‘are ineligible for a schoolwide
program under section 1114, or that’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘operate such’ and inserting
“operate’’; and

(C) by striking “‘part” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘chal-
lenging student academic achievement’ and in-
serting ‘‘academic’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)—

(1) by striking ‘‘limited English proficient chil-
dren’’ and inserting ‘‘English learners’’; and

(II) by striking ‘“‘part’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(I) in the heading, by striking ‘‘, EVEN START,
OR EARLY READING FIRST’’;

(II) by striking *‘, Even Start, or Early Read-
ing First”’; and

(III) by striking “‘part’” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (C)—

(I) by amending the heading to read as fol-
lows: ““SUBPART 3 CHILDREN.—’;

(II) by striking ‘“‘part C”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
part 3”’; and
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(III) by striking ‘‘part” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part’’;

(iv) in subparagraphs (D) and (E), by striking
“part” each place it appears and inserting
“subpart’’;

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘“‘part’ and
inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(3) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph

(A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘part’” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part”; and

(II) by striking ‘‘challenging student academic
achievement’ and inserting ‘‘academic’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by striking ‘‘part’” and inserting
part”’; and

(I1) by striking ‘‘challenging student academic
achievement’ and inserting ‘‘academic’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘part’
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(iv) in subparagraph (C)—

(I) in the matter preceding clause (i), by strik-
ing ‘‘based on scientifically based research’ and
inserting ‘‘evidence-based’’; and

(II) in clause (iii), by striking ‘“‘part’” and in-
serting ‘‘subpart’’;

(v) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘such as
Head Start, Even Start, Early Reading First or
State-run preschool programs’’;

(vi) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘highly
qualified’ and inserting ‘‘effective’’;

(vii) in subparagraph (F)—

(I) by striking ‘‘in accordance with subsection
(e)(3) and section 1119,”’;

(II) by striking “‘part’” and inserting ‘‘sub-
part”; and

(II1) by striking ‘‘pupil services personnel’
and inserting ‘‘specialized instructional support
personnel’’; and

(viii) in subparagraph (H), by striking ‘‘voca-
tional’’ and inserting ‘‘career’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A),
by striking ‘‘proficient and advanced levels of
achievement’ and inserting ‘‘academic stand-
ards’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘part”
and inserting ‘“‘subpart’’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘chal-
lenging student academic achievement’ and in-
serting ‘‘academic’’;

(4) in subsection (d), in the matter preceding
paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘part’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(5) in subsection (e)—

(4) in paragraph (2)(B)—

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by strik-
ing ‘“‘part’ and inserting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(ii) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘pupil services’’
and inserting ‘‘specialized instructional support
services’’; and

(B) by striking paragraph (3); and

(6) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(f) DELIVERY OF SERVICES.—The elements of
a targeted assistance program under this section
may be delivered by nonprofit or for-profit ex-
ternal providers with expertise in using evi-
dence-based or other effective strategies to im-
prove student achievement.’’.

SEC. 117. ACADEMIC ASSESSMENT AND LOCAL
EDUCATIONAL AGENCY AND SCHOOL
IMPROVEMENT; SCHOOL SUPPORT
AND RECOGNITION.

The Act is amended by repealing sections 1116
and 1117 (20 U.S.C. 6316; 6317).

SEC. 118. PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT.

Section 1118 (20 U.S.C. 6318) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘part’” each place such term
appears and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (2)—

“sub-

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking *‘, and”
and all that follows through “‘1116°°; and
(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking *‘, such

as’ and all that follows through ‘‘preschool
programs’’; and
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(B) in paragraph (3)(4), by striking ‘‘subpart
2 of this part’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘“‘chapter B of this subpart’’;

(3) by amending subsection (c)(4)(B) to read as
follows:

“(B) a description and explanation of the cur-
riculum in use at the school and the forms of
academic assessment used to measure student
progress; and’’;

(4) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘student
academic achievement’” and inserting ‘‘aca-
demic’’;

(5) in subsection (e)—

(A4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘State’s aca-
demic content standards and State student aca-
demic achievement standards’ and inserting
“State’s academic standards’’;

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by striking ‘‘pupil services personnel,” and
inserting ‘‘specialized instructional support per-
sonnel,”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘principals,” and inserting
‘“‘school leaders,”’; and

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘“Head Start,
Reading First, Early Reading First, Even Start,
the Home Instruction Programs for Preschool
Youngsters, the Parents as Teachers Program,
and public preschool and other’ and inserting
“‘other Federal, State, and local’’; and

(6) by amending subsection (g) to read as fol-
lows:

“(g) FAMILY ENGAGEMENT IN EDUCATION PRO-
GRAMS.—In a State operating a program under
subpart 3 of part A of title 111, each local edu-
cational agency or school that receives assist-
ance under this subpart shall inform such par-
ents and organizations of the existence of such
programs.’’.

SEC. 119. QUALIFICATIONS FOR TEACHERS AND
PARAPROFESSIONALS.

The Act is amended by repealing section 1119
(20 U.S.C. 6319).

SEC. 120. PARTICIPATION OF CHILDREN EN-
ROLLED IN PRIVATE SCHOOLS.

Section 1120 (20 U.S.C. 6320) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1120. PARTICIPATION OF CHILDREN EN-
ROLLED IN PRIVATE SCHOOLS.

‘“(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent consistent
with the number of eligible children identified
under section 1115(b) in the school district
served by a local educational agency who are
enrolled in private elementary schools and sec-
ondary schools, a local educational agency
shall—

“(A) after timely and meaningful consultation
with appropriate private school officials or rep-
resentatives, provide such service, on an equi-
table basis and individually or in combination,
as requested by the officials or representatives to
best meet the meeds of such children, special
educational services, instructional services,
counseling, mentoring, one-on-one tutoring, or
other benefits under this subpart (such as dual
enrollment, educational radio and television,
computer equipment and materials, other tech-
nology, and mobile educational services and
equipment) that address their needs; and

‘““(B) ensure that teachers and families of the
children participate, on an equitable basis, in
services and activities developed pursuant to
this subpart.

““(2) SECULAR, NEUTRAL, NONIDEOLOGICAL.—
Such educational services or other benefits, in-
cluding materials and equipment, shall be sec-
ular, neutral, and nonideological.

“(3) EQUITY.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Educational services and
other benefits for such private school children
shall be equitable in comparison to services and
other benefits for public school children partici-
pating under this subpart, and shall be provided
in a timely manner.

“(B) OMBUDSMAN.—To help ensure such eq-
uity for such private school children, teachers,
and other educational personnel, the State edu-
cational agency involved shall designate an om-
budsman to monitor and enforce the require-
ments of this subpart.
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‘“(4) EXPENDITURES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Expenditures for edu-
cational services and other benefits to eligible
private school children shall be equal to the ex-
penditures for participating public school chil-
dren, taking into account the number, and edu-
cational needs, of the children to be served. The
share of funds shall be determined based on the
total allocation received by the local edu-
cational agency prior to any allowable expendi-
tures authorized under this title.

““(B) OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—Funds allocated
to a local educational agency for educational
services and other benefits to eligible private
school children shall—

‘(i) be obligated in the fiscal year for which
the funds are received by the agency; and

““(ii) with respect to any such funds that can-
not be so obligated, be used to serve such chil-
dren in the following fiscal year.

‘““(C) NOTICE OF ALLOCATION.—Each State
educational agency shall—

‘““(i) determine, in a timely manner, the pro-
portion of funds to be allocated to each local
educational agency in the State for educational
services and other benefits under this subpart to
eligible private school children; and

“‘(ii) provide notice, simultaneously, to each
such local educational agency and the appro-
priate private school officials or their represent-
atives in the State of such allocation of funds.

““(5) PROVISION OF SERVICES.—The local edu-
cational agency or, in a case described in sub-
section (b)(6)(C), the State educational agency
involved, may provide services under this sec-
tion directly or through contracts with public or
private agencies, organizations, and institu-
tions.

““(b) CONSULTATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To ensure timely and
meaningful consultation, a local educational
agency shall consult with appropriate private
school officials or representatives during the de-
sign and development of such agency’s programs
under this subpart in order to reach an agree-
ment between the agency and the officials or
representatives about equitable and effective
programs for eligible private school children, the
results of which shall be transmitted to the des-
ignated ombudsmen under section 1120(a)(3)(B).
Such process shall include consultation on
issues such as—

‘““(A) how the children’s needs will be identi-
fied;

““(B) what services will be offered;

‘“(C) how, where, and by whom the services
will be provided;

‘““(D) how the services will be academically as-
sessed and how the results of that assessment
will be used to improve those services;

‘““(E) the size and scope of the equitable serv-
ices to be provided to the eligible private school
children, and the proportion of funds that is al-
located under subsection (a)(4)(A) for such serv-
ices, how that proportion of funds is determined
under such subsection, and an itemization of
the costs of the services to be provided;

‘““(F) the method or sources of data that are
used under subsection (c) and section 1113(c)(1)
to determine the number of children from low-
income families in participating school attend-
ance areas who attend private schools;

“(G) how and when the agency will make de-
cisions about the delivery of services to such
children, including a thorough consideration
and analysis of the views of the private school
officials or representatives on the provision of
services through a contract with potential third-
party providers;

‘“(H) how, if the agency disagrees with the
views of the private school officials or represent-
atives on the provision of services through a
contract, the local educational agency will pro-
vide in writing to such private school officials
an analysis of the reasons why the local edu-
cational agency has chosen not to use a con-
tractor;

“(I) whether the agency will provide services
under this section directly or through contracts
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with public and private agencies, organizations,
and institutions;

“(J) whether to provide equitable services to
eligible private school children—

“(i) by creating a pool or pools of funds with
all of the funds allocated under paragraph (4)
based on all the children from low-income fami-
lies who attend private schools in a partici-
pating school attendance area of the agency
from which the local educational agency will
provide such services to all such children; or

“‘(i1) by providing such services to eligible chil-
dren in each private school in the agency’s par-
ticipating school attendance area with the pro-
portion of funds allocated under paragraph (4)
based on the number of children from low-in-
come families who attend such school; and

‘“(K) whether to consolidate and use funds
under this subpart to provide schoolwide pro-
grams for a private school.

““(2) DISAGREEMENT.—If a local educational
agency disagrees with the views of private
school officials or representatives with respect to
an issue described in paragraph (1), the local
educational agency shall provide in writing to
such private school officials an analysis of the
reasons why the local educational agency has
chosen not to adopt the course of action re-
quested by such officials.

“(3) TIMING.—Such consultation shall include
meetings of agency and private school officials
or representatives and shall occur before the
local educational agency makes any decision
that affects the opportunities of eligible private
school children to participate in programs under
this subpart. Such meetings shall continue
throughout implementation and assessment of
services provided under this section.

““(4) DISCUSSION.—Such consultation shall in-
clude a discussion of service delivery mecha-
nisms a local educational agency can use to pro-
vide equitable services to eligible private school
children.

““(5) DOCUMENTATION.—Each local edu-
cational agency shall maintain in the agency’s
records and provide to the State educational
agency involved a written affirmation signed by
officials or representatives of each participating
private school that the meaningful consultation
required by this section has occurred. The writ-
ten affirmation shall provide the option for pri-
vate school officials or representatives to indi-
cate that timely and meaningful consultation
has not occurred or that the program design is
not equitable with respect to eligible private
school children. If such officials or representa-
tives do not provide such affirmation within a
reasonable period of time, the local educational
agency shall forward the documentation that
such consultation has, or attempts at such con-
sultation have, taken place to the State edu-
cational agency.

““(6) COMPLIANCE.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A private school official
shall have the right to file a complaint with the
State educational agency that the local edu-
cational agency did not engage in consultation
that was meaningful and timely, did not give
due consideration to the views of the private
school official, or did mnot treat the private
school or its students equitably as required by
this section.

‘““(B) PROCEDURE.—If the private school offi-
cial wishes to file a complaint, the official shall
provide the basis of the noncompliance with this
section by the local educational agency to the
State educational agency, and the local edu-
cational agency shall forward the appropriate
documentation to the State educational agency.

“(C) STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—A State
educational agency shall provide services under
this section directly or through contracts with
public or private agencies, organications, and
institutions, if—

‘(i) the appropriate private school officials or
their representatives have—

“(I) requested that the State educational
agency provide such services directly; and
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“(II) demonstrated that the local educational
agency involved has not met the requirements of
this section; or

““(ii) in a case in which—

“(I) a local educational agency has more than
10,000 children from low-income families who at-
tend private elementary schools or secondary
schools in a participating school attendance
area of the agency that are not being served by
the agency’s program under this section; or

“(1I) 90 percent of the eligible private school
students in a participating school attendance
area of the agency are not being served by the
agency’s program under this section.

““(c) ALLOCATION FOR EQUITABLE SERVICE TO
PRIVATE SCHOOL STUDENTS.—

““(1) CALCULATION.—A local educational agen-
cy shall have the final authority, consistent
with this section, to calculate the number of
children, ages 5 through 17, who are from low-
income families and attend private schools by—

‘“(A) using the same measure of low income
used to count public school children;

““(B) using the results of a survey that, to the
extent possible, protects the identity of families
of private school students, and allowing such
survey results to be extrapolated if complete ac-
tual data are unavailable;

‘“(C) applying the low-income percentage of
each participating public school attendance
area, determined pursuant to this section, to the
number of private school children who reside in
that school attendance area; or

“(D) using an equated measure of low income
correlated with the measure of low income used
to count public school children.

““(2) COMPLAINT PROCESS.—Any dispute re-
garding low-income data for private school stu-
dents shall be subject to the complaint process
authorized in section 5503.

““(d) PUBLIC CONTROL OF FUNDS.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—The control of funds pro-
vided under this subpart, and title to materials,
equipment, and property purchased with such
funds, shall be in a public agency, and a public
agency shall administer such funds, materials,
equipment, and property.

““(2) PROVISION OF SERVICES.—

‘““(A) PROVIDER.—The provision of services
under this section shall be provided—

“(i) by employees of a public agency; or

“‘(ii) through a contract by such public agen-
cy with an individual, association, agency, or
organization.

‘““(B) REQUIREMENT.—In the provision of such
services, such employee, individual, association,
agency, or organization shall be independent of
such private school and of any religious organi-
zation, and such employment or contract shall
be under the control and supervision of such
public agency.

“(e) STANDARDS FOR A BYPASS.—If a local
educational agency is prohibited by law from
providing for the participation in programs on
an equitable basis of eligible children enrolled in
private elementary schools and secondary
schools, or if the Secretary determines that a
local educational agency has substantially
failed or is unwilling to provide for such partici-
pation, as required by this section, the Secretary
shall—

‘(1) waive the requirements of this section for
such local educational agency;

“(2) arrange for the provision of services to
such children through arrangements that shall
be subject to the requirements of this section
and sections 5503 and 5504; and

‘“(3) in making the determination under this
subsection, consider one or more factors, includ-
ing the quality, size, scope, and location of the
program and the opportunity of eligible children
to participate.’’.

SEC. 121. FISCAL REQUIREMENTS.

Section 11204 (20 U.S.C. 6321) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘part’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (a) and redesig-
nating subsections (b), (c), and (d) as sub-
sections (a), (b), and (c), respectively.
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SEC. 122. COORDINATION REQUIREMENTS.
Section 1120B (20 U.S.C. 6322) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘“‘part’ each place it appears

and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘“‘such as the
Early Reading First program’; and

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking *‘, such as the Early Reading First pro-
gram,’’;

(B) in paragraphs (1) through (3), by striking
“‘such as the Early Reading First program’
each place it appears;

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking “‘Early Read-
ing First program staff,”’; and

(D) in paragraph (5), by striking “‘and entities
carrying out Early Reading First programs’’.
SEC. 123. GRANTS FOR THE OUTLYING AREAS

AND THE SECRETARY OF THE INTE-
RIOR.

Section 1121 (20 U.S.C. 6331) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘appro-
priated for payments to States for any fiscal
year under section 1002(a) and 1125A(f)” and in-
serting ‘‘reserved for this chapter under section
1122(a)’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the No
Child Left Behind Act of 2001’° and inserting
““the Student Success Act’’;

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘basis,’”’
and all that follows through the period at the
end and inserting ‘‘basis.’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking ‘‘chal-
lenging State academic content standards’ and
inserting ‘‘State academic standards’’; and

(iii) by striking subparagraph (D); and

(3) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘part’’ and
inserting ‘‘subpart’’.

SEC. 124. ALLOCATIONS TO STATES.

Section 1122 (20 U.S.C. 6332) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows:

‘“(a) RESERVATION.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—From the amounts appro-
priated under section 3(a)(1), the Secretary shall
reserve 91.055 percent of such amounts to carry
out this chapter.

““(2) ALLOCATION FORMULA.—Of the amount
reserved under paragraph (1) for each of fiscal
years 2014 to 2019 (referred to in this subsection
as the current fiscal year)—

“(A) an amount equal to the amount made
available to carry out section 1124 for fiscal year
2001 shall be used to carry out section 1124;

“(B) an amount equal to the amount made
available to carry out section 1124A for fiscal
year 2001 shall be used to carry out section
11244; and

“(C) an amount equal to 100 percent of the
amount, if any, by which the total amount
made available to carry out this chapter for the
fiscal year for which the determination is made
exceeds the total amount available to carry out
sections 1124 and 1124 A for fiscal year 2001 shall
be used to carry out sections 1125 and 1125A and
such amount shall be divided equally between
sections 1125 and 1125A."’;

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘subpart’’
and inserting ‘‘chapter’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(3), by striking ‘“‘part’ and
inserting ‘‘subpart’’; and

(4) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘subpart’’
and inserting ‘‘chapter’’.

SEC. 125. BASIC GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES.

Section 1124 (20 U.S.C. 6333) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘subpart’
and inserting ‘‘chapter’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (C)(i), by striking ‘‘sub-
part”’ and inserting ‘‘chapter’; and

(B) in paragraph (4)(C), by striking ‘‘subpart’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘chapter’’;
and
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(2) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘subpart
1 of part D’ and inserting ‘‘chapter A of sub-
part 3”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘part’”’ and
inserting ‘‘subpart’.

SEC. 126. ADEQUACY OF FUNDING OF TARGETED
GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCIES IN FISCAL YEARS AFTER
FISCAL YEAR 2001.

Section 1125AA (20 U.S.C. 6336) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1125AA. ADEQUACY OF FUNDING OF TAR-
GETED GRANTS TO LOCAL EDU-
CATIONAL AGENCIES IN FISCAL
YEARS AFTER FISCAL YEAR 2001.

“Pursuant to section 1122, the total amount
allocated in any fiscal year after fiscal year 2001
for programs and activities under this subpart
shall not exceed the amount allocated in fiscal
year 2001 for such programs and activities un-
less the amount available for targeted grants to
local educational agencies under section 1125 in
the applicable fiscal year meets the requirements
of section 1122(a).”’.

SEC. 127. EDUCATION FINANCE INCENTIVE
GRANT PROGRAM.

Section 11254 (20 U.S.C. 6337) is amended—

(1) by striking “‘part’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘subpart’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘appro-
priated pursuant to subsection (f)’° and insert-
ing ‘“‘made available for any fiscal year to carry
out this section’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking ‘‘total
appropriations’ and inserting ‘‘the total
amount reserved under section 1122(a) to carry
out this section’’;

(3) by striking subsections (a), (e), and (f) and
redesignating subsections (b), (c), (d), and (g) as
subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d), respectively;
and

(4) in subsection (b), as redesignated, by re-
designating subparagraphs (4) and (B) as para-
graphs (1) and (2), respectively.

SEC. 128. CARRYOVER AND WAIVER.

Section 1127 (20 U.S.C. 6339) is amended by
striking ‘‘subpart’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘chapter’’.

Subtitle C—Additional Aid to States and

School Districts
SEC. 131. ADDITIONAL AID.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I (20 U.S.C. 6301 et
seq.), as amended by the preceding provisions of
this Act, is further amended—

(1) by striking parts B through D and F
through H; and

(2) by inserting after subpart 1 of part A the
following:

“Subpart 2—Education of Migratory Children
“SEC. 1131. PROGRAM PURPOSES.

“The purposes of this subpart are as follows:

““(1) To assist States in supporting high-qual-
ity and comprehensive educational programs
and services during the school year, and as ap-
plicable, during summer or intercession periods,
that address the unique educational needs of
migratory children.

“(2) To ensure that migratory children who
move among the States, not be penalized in any
manner by disparities among the States in cur-
riculum, graduation requirements, and State
academic standards.

“(3) To help such children succeed in school,
meet the State academic standards that all chil-
dren are expected to meet, and graduate from
high school prepared for postsecondary edu-
cation and the workforce without the need for
remediation.

‘“(4) To help such children overcome edu-
cational disruption, cultural and language bar-
riers, social isolation, various health-related
problems, and other factors that inhibit the abil-
ity of such children to succeed in school.

“(5) To help such children benefit from State
and local systemic reforms.
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“SEC. 1132. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—From the amounts appro-
priated under section 3(a)(1), the Secretary shall
reserve 2.37 percent to carry out this subpart.

‘““(b) GRANTS AWARDED.—From the amounts
reserved under subsection (a) and mot reserved
under section 1138(c), the Secretary shall make
allotments for the fiscal year to State edu-
cational agencies, or consortia of such agencies,
to establish or improve, directly or through local
operating agencies, programs of education for
migratory children in accordance with this sub-
part.

“SEC. 1133. STATE ALLOCATIONS.

‘““(a) STATE ALLOCATIONS.—Except as provided
in subsection (c), each State (other than the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico) is entitled to re-
ceive under this subpart an amount equal to the
product of—

‘(1) the sum of—

‘“(A) the average number of identified eligible
full-time equivalent migratory children aged 3
through 21 residing in the State, based on data
for the preceding 3 years; and

‘““(B) the number of identified eligible migra-
tory children, aged 3 through 21, who received
services under this subpart in summer or inter-
session programs provided by the State during
the previous year; multiplied by

““(2) 40 percent of the average per-pupil ex-
penditure in the State, except that the amount
determined under this paragraph shall not be
less than 32 percent, nor more than 48 percent,
of the average per-pupil expenditure in the
United States.

““(b) HOLD HARMLESS.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), for each of fiscal years 2014 through
2016, no State shall receive less than 90 percent
of the State’s allocation under this section for
the previous year.

““(c) ALLOCATION TO PUERTO RICO.—For each
fiscal year, the grant which the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico shall be eligible to receive under
this subpart shall be the amount determined by
multiplying the number of children who would
be counted under subsection (a)(1) if such sub-
section applied to the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico by the product of—

‘(1) the percentage that the average per-pupil
erpenditure in the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico is of the lowest average per-pupil expendi-
ture of any of the 50 States, except that the per-
centage calculated wunder this subparagraph
shall not be less than 85 percent; and

““(2) 32 percent of the average per-pupil ex-
penditure in the United States.

““(d) RATABLE REDUCTIONS; REALLOCATIONS.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—

““(A) RATABLE REDUCTIONS.—If, after the Sec-
retary reserves funds under section 1138(c), the
amount appropriated to carry out this subpart
for any fiscal year is insufficient to pay in full
the amounts for which all States are eligible, the
Secretary shall ratably reduce each such
amount.

““(B) REALLOCATION.—If additional funds be-
come available for making such payments for
any fiscal year, the Secretary shall allocate
such funds to States in amounts that the Sec-
retary determines will best carry out the purpose
of this subpart.

““(2) SPECIAL RULE.—

‘““(A) FURTHER REDUCTIONS.—The Secretary
shall further reduce the amount of any grant to
a State under this subpart for any fiscal year if
the Secretary determines, based on available in-
formation on the numbers and needs of migra-
tory children in the State and the program pro-
posed by the State to address such needs, that
such amount exceeds the amount required under
section 1134.

‘““(B) REALLOCATION.—The Secretary shall re-
allocate such excess funds to other States whose
grants under this subpart would otherwise be
insufficient to provide an appropriate level of
services to migratory children, in such amounts
as the Secretary determines are appropriate.
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““(e) CONSORTIUM ARRANGEMENTS.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a State that
receives a grant of $1,000,000 or less under this
section, the Secretary shall consult with the
State educational agency to determine whether
consortium arrangements with another State or
other appropriate entity would result in delivery
of services in a more effective and efficient man-
ner.

““(2) PROPOSALS.—Any State, regardless of the
amount of such State’s allocation, may submit a
consortium arrangement to the Secretary for ap-
proval.

““(3) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall approve
a consortium arrangement under paragraph (1)
or (2) if the proposal demonstrates that the ar-
rangement will—

““(A) reduce administrative costs or program
function costs for State programs; and

‘““(B) make more funds available for direct
services to add substantially to the educational
achievement of children to be served under this
subpart.

‘“(f) DETERMINING NUMBERS OF ELIGIBLE
CHILDREN.—In order to determine the identified
number of migratory children residing in each
State for purposes of this section, the Secretary
shall—

““(1) use the most recent information that most
accurately reflects the actual number of migra-
tory children,

““(2) develop and implement a procedure for
monitoring the accuracy of such information;

‘“(3) develop and implement a procedure for
more accurately reflecting cost factors for dif-
ferent types of summer and intersession program
designs;

““(4) adjust the full-time equivalent number of
migratory children who reside in each State to
take into account—

‘““(A) the unique needs of those children par-
ticipating in evidence-based or other effective
special programs provided under this subpart
that operate during the summer and intersession
periods; and

‘“‘(B) the additional costs of operating such
programs; and

““(5) conduct an analysis of the options for ad-
justing the formula so as to better direct services
to migratory children, including the most at-risk
migratory children.

‘““(g) NONPARTICIPATING STATES.—In the case
of a State desiring to receive an allocation
under this subpart for a fiscal year that did not
receive an allocation for the previous fiscal year
or that has been participating for less than 3
consecutive years, the Secretary shall calculate
the State’s number of identified migratory chil-
dren aged 3 through 21 for purposes of sub-
section (a)(1)(A) by using the most recent data
available that identifies the migratory children
residing in the State until data is available to
calculate the 3-year average number of such
children in accordance with such subsection.
“SEC. 1134. STATE APPLICATIONS; SERVICES.

““(a) APPLICATION REQUIRED.—Any State de-
siring to receive a grant under this subpart for
any fiscal year shall submit an application to
the Secretary at such time and in such manner
as the Secretary may require.

““(b) PROGRAM INFORMATION.—Each such ap-
plication shall include—

‘““(1) a description of how, in planning, imple-
menting, and evaluating programs and projects
assisted under this subpart, the State and its
local operating agencies will ensure that the
unique educational needs of migratory children,
including preschool migratory children, are
identified and addressed through—

““(A) the full range of services that are avail-
able for migratory children from appropriate
local, State, and Federal educational programs;

‘““(B) joint planning among local, State, and
Federal educational programs serving migratory
children, including language instruction edu-
cational programs under chapter A of subpart 4;
and
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“(C) the integration of services available
under this subpart with services provided by
those other programs;

“(2) a description of the steps the State is tak-
ing to provide all migratory students with the
opportunity to meet the same State academic
standards that all children are expected to meet;

“(3) a description of how the State will use
funds received under this subpart to promote
interstate and intrastate coordination of serv-
ices for migratory children, including how the
State will provide for educational continuity
through the timely transfer of pertinent school
records, including information on health, when
children move from one school to another,
whether or not such a move occurs during the
regular school year;

“(4) a description of the State’s priorities for
the use of funds received under this subpart,
and how such priorities relate to the State’s as-
sessment of needs for services in the State;

“(5) a description of how the State will deter-
mine the amount of any subgrants the State will
award to local operating agencies, taking into
account the mumbers and mneeds of migratory
children, the requirements of subsection (d), and
the availability of funds from other Federal,
State, and local programs; and

“(6) a description of how the State will en-
courage programs and projects assisted under
this subpart to offer family literacy services if
the programs and projects serve a substantial
number of migratory children whose parents do
not have a regular high school diploma or its
recognized equivalent or who have low levels of
literacy.

“(c) ASSURANCES.—Each such application
shall also include assurances that—

‘(1) funds received under this subpart will be
used only—

“(A) for programs and projects, including the
acquisition of equipment, in accordance with
section 1136; and

““(B) to coordinate such programs and projects
with similar programs and projects within the
State and in other States, as well as with other
Federal programs that can benefit migratory
children and their families;

“(2) such programs and projects will be car-
ried out in a manner consistent with the objec-
tives of section 1114, subsections (b) and (d) of
section 1115, subsections (b) and (c) of section
1120A, and part C;

“(3) in the planning and operation of pro-
grams and projects at both the State and local
agency operating level, there is consultation
with parents of migratory children for programs
of not less than one school year in duration,
and that all such programs and projects are car-
ried out—

“(4) in a manner that provides for the same
parental involvement as is required for programs
and projects under section 1118, unless extraor-
dinary circumstances make such provision im-
practical; and

“(B) in a format and language understand-
able to the parents;

“(4) in planning and carrying out such pro-
grams and projects, there has been, and will be,
adequate provision for addressing the unmet
education meeds of preschool migratory chil-
dren;

““(5) the effectiveness of such programs and
projects will be determined, where feasible,
using the same approaches and standards that
will be used to assess the performance of stu-
dents, schools, and local educational agencies
under subpart 1;

“(6) to the extent feasible, such programs and
projects will provide for—

“(A) advocacy and outreach activities for mi-
gratory children and their families, including
informing such children and families of, or help-
ing such children and families gain access to,
other education, health, nutrition, and social
services;

“(B) professional development programs, in-
cluding mentoring, for teachers and other pro-
gram personnel;
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‘“(C) high-quality, evidence-based family lit-
eracy programs;

‘““(D) the integration of information tech-
nology into educational and related programs;
and

‘““(E) programs to facilitate the transition of
secondary school students to postsecondary edu-
cation or employment without the need for re-
mediation; and

‘““(7) the State will assist the Secretary in de-
termining the number of migratory children
under paragraph (1) of section 1133(a).

‘“(d) PRIORITY FOR SERVICES.—In providing
services with funds received under this subpart,
each recipient of such funds shall give priority
to migratory children who are failing, or most at
risk of failing, to meet the State’s academic
standards under section 1111 (b)(1) .

“(e) CONTINUATION OF SERVICES.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this subpart—

““(1) a child who ceases to be a migratory child
during a school term shall be eligible for services
until the end of such term;

““(2) a child who is no longer a migratory child
may continue to receive services for one addi-
tional school year, but only if comparable serv-
ices are mot available through other programs;
and

““(3) secondary school students who were eligi-
ble for services in secondary school may con-
tinue to be served through credit accrual pro-
grams until graduation.

“SEC. 1135. SECRETARIAL APPROVAL; PEER RE-
VIEW.

“The Secretary shall approve each State ap-
plication that meets the requirements of this
subpart, and may review any such application
using a peer review process.

“SEC. 1136. COMPREHENSIVE NEEDS ASSESS-
MENT AND SERVICE-DELIVERY PLAN;
AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.

‘““(a) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State that receives as-
sistance under this subpart shall ensure that the
State and its local operating agencies identify
and address the unique educational needs of mi-
gratory children in accordance with a com-
prehensive State plan that—

‘““(A) is integrated with other programs under
this Act or other Acts, as appropriate;

‘“‘(B) may be submitted as a part of a consoli-
dated application under section 5302, if—

‘(i) the unique meeds of migratory children
are specifically addressed in the comprehensive
State plan;

‘“‘(ii)) the comprehensive State plan is devel-
oped in collaboration with parents of migratory
children; and

‘‘(iii) the comprehensive State plan is not used
to supplant State efforts regarding, or adminis-
trative funding for, this subpart;

‘“(C) provides that migratory children will
have an opportunity to meet the same State aca-
demic standards under section 1111(b)(1) that all
children are expected to meet;

‘““(D) specifies measurable program goals and
outcomes;

‘““(E) encompasses the full range of services
that are available for migratory children from
appropriate local, State, and Federal edu-
cational programs;

‘““(F) is the product of joint planning among
such local, State, and Federal programs, includ-
ing programs under subpart 1, early childhood
programs, and language instruction educational
programs under chapter A of subpart 4; and

‘“(G) provides for the integration of services
available under this subpart with services pro-
vided by such other programs.

““(2) DURATION OF THE PLAN.—Each such com-
prehensive State plan shall—

‘“(A) remain in effect for the duration of the
State’s participation under this subpart; and

““(B) be periodically reviewed and revised by
the State, as necessary, to reflect changes in the
State’s strategies and programs under this sub-
part.

“(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—
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‘(1) FLEXIBILITY.—In implementing the com-
prehensive plan described in subsection (a),
each State educational agency, where applica-
ble through its local educational agencies, shall
have the flexibility to determine the activities to
be provided with funds made available under
this subpart, except that such funds first shall
be used to meet the identified needs of migratory
children that result from their migratory life-
style, and to permit these children to participate
effectively in school.

‘““(2) UNADDRESSED NEEDS.—Funds provided
under this subpart shall be used to address the
needs of migratory children that are nmot ad-
dressed by services available from other Federal
or non-Federal programs, except that migratory
children who are eligible to receive services
under subpart 1 may receive those services
through funds provided under that subpart, or
through funds under this subpart that remain
after the agency addresses the needs described
in paragraph (1).

““(3) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this subpart
shall be construed to prohibit a local edu-
cational agency from serving migratory children
simultaneously with students with similar edu-
cational needs in the same educational settings,
where appropriate.

“SEC. 1137. BYPASS.

“The Secretary may use all or part of any
State’s allocation under this subpart to make ar-
rangements with any public or private agency to
carry out the purpose of this subpart in such
State if the Secretary determines that—

‘““(1) the State is unable or unwilling to con-
duct educational programs for migratory chil-
dren;

““(2) such arrangements would result in more
efficient and economic administration of such
programs; or

“(3) such arrangements would add substan-
tially to the educational achievement of such
children.

“SEC. 1138. COORDINATION OF MIGRATORY EDU-
CATION ACTIVITIES.

““(a) IMPROVEMENT OF COORDINATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the States, may make grants to, or
enter into contracts with, State educational
agencies, local educational agencies, institu-
tions of higher education, and other public and
private entities to improve the interstate and
intrastate coordination among such agencies’
educational programs, including through the es-
tablishment or improvement of programs for
credit accrual and exchange, available to migra-
tory students.

‘““(2) DURATION.—Grants or contracts under
this subsection may be awarded for mot more
than 5 years.

“(b) STUDENT RECORDS.—

‘(1) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall assist
States in developing and maintaining an effec-
tive system for the electronic transfer of student
records and in determining the number of migra-
tory children in each State.

““(2) INFORMATION SYSTEM.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the States, shall ensure the linkage of
migratory student record systems for the pur-
pose of electronically exchanging, among the
States, health and educational information re-
garding all migratory students. The Secretary
shall ensure such linkage occurs in a cost-effec-
tive manner, utilizing systems used by the States
prior to, or developed after, the date of enact-
ment of this Act. The Secretary shall determine
the minimum data elements that each State re-
ceiving funds under this subpart shall collect
and maintain. Such minimum data elements
may include—

“(i) immunization records and other health
information;

“‘(ii) elementary and secondary academic his-
tory (including partial credit), credit accrual,
and results from State assessments required
under section 1111(b)(2);
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“‘(iii) other academic information essential to
ensuring that migratory children achieve to the
States’s academic standards; and

“(iv) eligibility for services under the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act.

‘““(B) The Secretary shall consult with States
before updating the data elements that each
State receiving funds under this subpart shall be
required to collect for purposes of electronic
transfer of migratory student information and
the requirements that States shall meet for im-
mediate electronic access to such information.

“(3) NO COST FOR CERTAIN TRANSFERS.—A
State educational agency or local educational
agency receiving assistance under this subpart
shall make student records available to another
State educational agency or local educational
agency that requests the records at no cost to
the requesting agency, if the request is made in
order to meet the needs of a migratory child.

““(4) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 30,
2014, the Secretary shall report to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Education and
the Workforce of the House of Representatives
the Secretary’s findings and recommendations
regarding the maintenance and transfer of
health and educational information for migra-
tory students by the States.

‘“(B) REQUIRED CONTENTS.—The Secretary
shall include in such report—

“(i) a review of the progress of States in devel-
oping and linking electronic records transfer
systems;

“(ii) recommendations for maintaining such
systems; and

““(iii) recommendations for improving the con-
tinuity of services provided for migratory Stu-
dents.

“(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
shall reserve mot more than $10,000,000 of the
amount reserved under section 1132 to carry out
this section for each fiscal year.

“(d) DATA COLLECTION.—The Secretary shall
direct the National Center for Education Statis-
tics to collect data on migratory children.

“SEC. 1139. DEFINITIONS.

“As used in this subpart:

‘(1) LOCAL OPERATING AGENCY.—The term
‘local operating agency’ means—

“(4) a local educational agency to which a
State educational agency makes a subgrant
under this subpart;

“(B) a public or private agency with which a
State educational agency or the Secretary makes
an arrangement to carry out a project under
this subpart; or

“(C) a State educational agency, if the State
educational agency operates the State’s migra-
tory education program or projects directly.

“(2) MIGRATORY CHILD.—The term ‘migratory
child’ means a child who is, or whose parent or
spouse is, a migratory agricultural worker, in-
cluding a migratory dairy worker, or a migra-
tory fisher, and who, in the preceding 36
months, in order to obtain, or accompany such
parent or spouse, in order to obtain, temporary
or seasonal employment in agricultural or fish-
ing work—

“(A) has moved from one school district to an-
other;

“(B) in a State that is comprised of a single
school district, has moved from one administra-
tive area to another within such district; or

“(C) resides in a school district of more than
15,000 square miles, and migrates a distance of
20 miles or more to a temporary residence to en-
gage in a fishing activity.

“Subpart 3—Prevention and Intervention Pro-
grams for Children and Youth Who Are Ne-
glected, Delinquent, or At-Risk

“SEC. 1141. PURPOSE AND PROGRAM AUTHORIZA-

TION.

““(a) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this sub-
part—

“(1) to improve educational services for chil-
dren and youth in local and State institutions
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for neglected or delinquent children and youth
so that such children and youth have the oppor-
tunity to meet the same State academic stand-
ards that all children in the State are expected
to meet;

““(2) to provide such children and youth with
the services needed to make a successful transi-
tion from institutionalization to further school-
ing or employment; and

“(3) to prevent at-risk youth from dropping
out of school, and to provide dropouts, and chil-
dren and youth returning from correctional fa-
cilities or institutions for neglected or delin-
quent children and youth, with a support sys-
tem to ensure their continued education.

‘““(b) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—From amounts
appropriated under section 3(a)(1), the Sec-
retary shall reserve 0.305 of one percent to carry
out this subpart.

‘““(c) GRANTS AWARDED.—From the amounts
reserved under subsection (b) and mot reserved
under section 1004 and section 1159, the Sec-
retary shall make grants to State educational
agencies that have plans submitted under sec-
tion 1154 approved to enable such agencies to
award subgrants to State agencies and local
educational agencies to establish or improve
programs of education for neglected, delinquent,
or at-risk children and youth.

“SEC. 1142. PAYMENTS FOR PROGRAMS UNDER
THIS SUBPART.

‘““(a) AGENCY SUBGRANTS.—Based on the allo-
cation amount computed under section 1152, the
Secretary shall allocate to each State edu-
cational agency an amount necessary to make
subgrants to State agencies under chapter A.

““(b) LOCAL SUBGRANTS.—Each State shall re-
tain, for the purpose of carrying out chapter B,
funds generated throughout the State under
subpart 1 of this part based on children and
youth residing in local correctional facilities, or
attending community day programs for delin-
quent children and youth.

“CHAPTER A—STATE AGENCY PROGRAMS
“SEC. 1151. ELIGIBILITY.

“A State agency is eligible for assistance
under this chapter if such State agency is re-
sponsible for providing free public education for
children and youth—

‘(1) in institutions for neglected or delinquent
children and youth;

“(2) attending community day programs for
neglected or delinquent children and youth; or

““(3) in adult correctional institutions.

“SEC. 1152. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

““(a) SUBGRANTS TO STATE AGENCIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State agency de-
scribed in section 1151 (other than an agency in
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico) is eligible to
receive a subgrant under this chapter, for each
fiscal year, in an amount equal to the product
of—

‘“(A) the number of neglected or delinquent
children and youth described in section 1151
who—

‘(i) are enrolled for at least 15 hours per week
in education programs in adult correctional in-
stitutions; and

‘(i) are enrolled for at least 20 hours per
week—

“(1) in education programs in institutions for
neglected or delinquent children and youth; or

‘(1) in community day programs for ne-
glected or delinquent children and youth; and

‘““(B) 40 percent of the average per-pupil ex-
penditure in the State, except that the amount
determined under this subparagraph shall not
be less than 32 percent, nor movre than 48 per-
cent, of the average per-pupil expenditure in the
United States.

““(2) SPECIAL RULE.—The number of neglected
or delinquent children and youth determined
under paragraph (1) shall—

‘““(A) be determined by the State agency by a
deadline set by the Secretary, except that no
State agency shall be required to determine the
number of such children and youth on a specific
date set by the Secretary; and
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‘““(B) be adjusted, as the Secretary determines
is appropriate, to reflect the relative length of
such agency’s annual programs.

““(b) SUBGRANTS TO STATE AGENCIES IN PUER-
T0O RICO.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, the
amount of the subgrant which a State agency in
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico shall be eligi-
ble to receive under this chapter shall be the
amount determined by multiplying the number
of children counted under subsection (a)(1)(A)
for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico by the
product of—

“(A) the percentage which the average per-
pupil expenditure in the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico is of the lowest average per-pupil
expenditure of any of the 50 States; and

“(B) 32 percent of the average per-pupil ex-
penditure in the United States.

““(2) MINIMUM PERCENTAGE.—The percentage
in paragraph (1)(A) shall not be less than 85
percent.

““(c) RATABLE REDUCTIONS IN CASE OF INSUF-
FICIENT APPROPRIATIONS.—If the amount re-
served for any fiscal year for subgrants under
subsections (a) and (b) is insufficient to pay the
Sfull amount for which all State agencies are eli-
gible under such subsections, the Secretary shall
ratably reduce each such amount.

“SEC. 1153. STATE REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

“If a State educational agency determines
that a State agency does not meed the full
amount of the subgrant for which such State
agency is eligible under this chapter for any fis-
cal year, the State educational agency may re-
allocate the amount that will not be needed to
other eligible State agencies that need addi-
tional funds to carry out the purpose of this
chapter, in such amounts as the State edu-
cational agency shall determine.

“SEC. 1154. STATE PLAN AND STATE AGENCY AP-
PLICATIONS.

“(a) STATE PLAN.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State educational
agency that desires to receive a grant under this
chapter shall submit, for approval by the Sec-
retary, a plan—

““(A) for meeting the educational needs of ne-
glected, delinquent, and at-risk children and
youth;

‘““(B) for assisting in the transition of children
and youth from correctional facilities to locally
operated programs; and

‘“(C) that is integrated with other programs
under this Act or other Acts, as appropriate.

‘“‘(2) CONTENTS.—Each such State plan shall—

““(A) describe how the State will assess the ef-
fectiveness of the program in improving the aca-
demic, career, and technical skills of children in
the program;

‘““(B) provide that, to the extent feasible, such
children will have the same opportunities to
achieve as such children would have if such
children were in the schools of local educational
agencies in the State;

“(C) describe how the State will place a pri-
ority for such children to obtain a regular high
school diploma, to the extent feasible; and

‘(D) contain an assurance that the State edu-
cational agency will—

‘(i) ensure that programs assisted under this
chapter will be carried out in accordance with
the State plan described in this subsection;

““(ii) carry out the evaluation requirements of
section 1171; and

““(iii) ensure that the State agencies receiving
subgrants under this chapter comply with all
applicable statutory and regulatory require-
ments.

““(3) DURATION OF THE PLAN.—Each such
State plan shall—

‘“(A) remain in effect for the duration of the
State’s participation under this chapter; and

‘““(B) be periodically reviewed and revised by
the State, as necessary, to reflect changes in the
State’s strategies and programs under this chap-
ter.
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““(b) SECRETARIAL APPROVAL AND PEER RE-
VIEW.—

‘(1) SECRETARIAL APPROVAL.—The Secretary
shall approve each State plan that meets the re-
quirements of this chapter.

““(2) PEER REVIEW.—The Secretary may review
any State plan with the assistance and advice
of individuals with relevant expertise.

“(c) STATE AGENCY APPLICATIONS.—Any State
agency that desires to receive funds to carry out
a program under this chapter shall submit an
application to the State educational agency
that—

‘(1) describes the procedures to be used, con-
sistent with the State plan under section 1111, to
assess the educational needs of the children to
be served under this chapter;

“(2) provide an assurance that in making
services available to children and youth in adult
correctional institutions, priority will be given
to such children and youth who are likely to
complete incarceration within a 2-year period;

““(3) describes the program, including a budget
for the first year of the program, with annual
updates to be provided to the State educational
agency;

““(4) describes how the program will meet the
goals and objectives of the State plan;

““(5) describes how the State agency will con-
sult with experts and provide the necessary
training for appropriate staff, to ensure that the
planning and operation of institution-wide
projects under section 1156 are of high quality;

““(6) describes how the programs will be co-
ordinated with other appropriate State and Fed-
eral programs, such as programs under title I of
Public Law 105-220, career and technical edu-
cation programs, State and local dropout pre-
vention programs, and special education pro-
grams;

“(7) describes how the State agency will en-
courage correctional facilities receiving funds
under this chapter to coordinate with local edu-
cational agencies or alternative education pro-
grams attended by incarcerated children and
youth prior to and after their incarceration to
ensure that student assessments and appro-
priate academic records are shared jointly be-
tween the correctional facility and the local
educational agency or alternative education
program;

““(8) describes how appropriate professional
development will be provided to teachers and
other staff;

“(9) designates an individual in each affected
correctional facility or institution for meglected
or delinquent children and youth to be respon-
sible for issues relating to the transition of such
children and youth from such facility or institu-
tion to locally operated programs;

““(10) describes how the State agency will en-
deavor to coordinate with businesses for train-
ing and mentoring for participating children
and youth;

““(11) provides an assurance that the State
agency will assist in locating alternative pro-
grams through which students can continue
their education if the students are not returning
to school after leaving the correctional facility
or institution for meglected or delinquent chil-
dren and youth;

““(12) provides assurances that the State agen-
cy will work with parents to secure parents’ as-
sistance in improving the educational achieve-
ment of their children and youth, and pre-
venting their children’s and youth’s further in-
volvement in delinquent activities;

““(13) provides an assurance that the State
agency will work with children and youth with
disabilities in order to meet an existing individ-
ualized education program and an assurance
that the agency will notify the child’s or
youth’s local school if the child or youth—

“(A) is identified as in meed of special edu-
cation services while the child or youth is in the
correctional facility or institution for meglected
or delinquent children and youth; and

“(B) intends to return to the local school;
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“(14) provides an assurance that the State
agency will work with children and youth who
dropped out of school before entering the correc-
tional facility or institution for neglected or de-
linquent children and youth to encourage the
children and youth to reenter school and obtain
a regular high school diploma once the term of
the incarceration is completed, or provide the
child or youth with the skills necessary to gain
employment, continue the education of the child
or youth, or obtain a regular high school di-
ploma or its recognized equivalent if the child or
youth does not intend to return to school;

“(15) provides an assurance that effective
teachers and other qualified staff are trained to
work with children and youth with disabilities
and other students with special nmeeds taking
into consideration the unique needs of such stu-
dents;

““(16) describes any additional services to be
provided to children and youth, such as career
counseling, distance education, and assistance
in securing student loans and grants, and

“(17) provides an assurance that the program
under this chapter will be coordinated with any
programs operated under the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 (42
U.S.C. 5601 et seq.) or other comparable pro-
grams, if applicable.

“SEC. 1155. USE OF FUNDS.

“(a) USES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State agency shall use
funds received under this chapter only for pro-
grams and projects that—

‘““(A) are consistent with the State plan under
section 1154(a); and

‘““(B) concentrate on providing participants
with the knowledge and skills needed to make a
successful transition to secondary school com-
pletion, career and technical education, further
education, or employment without the need for
remediation.

““(2) PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS.—Such pro-
grams and projects—

‘“(A) may include the acquisition of equip-
ment;

““(B) shall be designed to support educational
services that—

‘(i) except for institution-wide projects under
section 1156, are provided to children and youth
identified by the State agency as failing, or most
at-risk of failing, to meet the State’s academic
standards;

““(ii) supplement and improve the quality of
the educational services provided to such chil-
dren and youth by the State agency; and

“(iti) afford such children and youth an op-
portunity to meet State academic standards; and

‘“(C) shall be carried out in a manner con-
sistent with section 1120A and part C (as ap-
plied to programs and projects under this chap-
ter).

““(b) SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.—A program
under this chapter that supplements the number
of hours of instruction students receive from
State and local sources shall be considered to
comply with the supplement, not supplant re-
quirement of section 1120A (as applied to this
chapter) without regard to the subject areas in
which instruction is given during those hours.
“SEC. 1156. INSTITUTION-WIDE PROJECTS.

““A State agency that provides free public edu-
cation for children and youth in an institution
for neglected or delinquent children and youth
(other than an adult correctional institution) or
attending a community day program for such
children and youth may use funds received
under this chapter to serve all children in, and
upgrade the entire educational effort of, that in-
stitution or program if the State agency has de-
veloped, and the State educational agency has
approved, a comprehensive plan for that institu-
tion or program that—

‘(1) provides for a comprehensive assessment
of the educational needs of all children and
youth in the institution or program serving ju-
veniles;
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‘“(2) provides for a comprehensive assessment
of the educational needs of youth aged 20 and
younger in adult facilities who are expected to
complete incarceration within a 2-year period;

““(3) describes the steps the State agency has
taken, or will take, to provide all children and
youth under age 21 with the opportunity to meet
State academic standards in order to improve
the likelihood that the children and youth will
complete secondary school, obtain a regular
high school diploma or its recognized equiva-
lent, or find employment after leaving the insti-
tution;

‘“(4) describes the instructional program, spe-
cialized instructional support services, and pro-
cedures that will be used to meet the needs de-
scribed in paragraph (1), including, to the ex-
tent feasible, the provision of mentors for the
children and youth described in paragraph (1);

““(5) specifically describes how such funds will
be used;

““(6) describes the measures and procedures
that will be used to assess and improve student
achievement;

““(7) describes how the agency has planned,
and will implement and evaluate, the institu-
tion-wide or program-wide project in consulta-
tion with personnel providing direct instruc-
tional services and support services in institu-
tions or community day programs for neglected
or delinquent children and youth, and with per-
sonnel from the State educational agency; and

““(8) includes an assurance that the State
agency has provided for appropriate training
for teachers and other instructional and admin-
istrative personnel to enable such teachers and
personnel to carry out the project effectively.
“SEC. 1157. THREE-YEAR PROGRAMS

PROJECTS.

“If a State agency operates a program or
project under this chapter in which individual
children or youth are likely to participate for
more than one year, the State educational agen-
cy may approve the State agency’s application
for a subgrant under this chapter for a period of
not more than 3 years.

“SEC. 1158. TRANSITION SERVICES.

““(a) TRANSITION SERVICES.—Each State agen-
cy shall reserve not less than 15 percent and not
more than 30 percent of the amount such agency
receives under this chapter for any fiscal year to
Support—

‘(1) projects that facilitate the transition of
children and youth from State-operated institu-
tions to schools served by local educational
agencies; or

“(2) the successful re-entry of youth offend-
ers, who are age 20 or younger and have re-
ceived a regular high school diploma or its rec-
ognized equivalent, into postsecondary edu-
cation, or career and technical training pro-
grams, through strategies designed to expose the
youth to, and prepare the youth for, postsec-
ondary education, or career and technical train-
ing programs, such as—

“(A) preplacement programs that allow adju-
dicated or incarcerated youth to audit or attend
courses on college, university, or community col-
lege campuses, or through programs provided in
institutional settings;

‘““(B) worksite schools, in which institutions of
higher education and private or public employ-
ers partner to create programs to help students
make a successful transition to postsecondary
education and employment; and

“(C) essential support services to ensure the
success of the youth, such as—

‘(i) personal, career and technical, and aca-
demic counseling;

“‘(ii) placement services designed to place the
youth in a university, college, or junior college
program;

““(iii) information concerning, and assistance
in obtaining, available student financial aid;

““(iv) counseling services; and

“(v) job placement services.

‘““(b) CONDUCT OF PROJECTS.—A project sup-
ported under this section may be conducted di-
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rectly by the State agency, or through a con-
tract or other arrangement with one or more
local educational agencies, other public agen-
cies, or private organizations.

“(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to prohibit a school
that receives funds under subsection (a) from
serving neglected and delinquent children and
youth simultaneously with students with similar
educational needs, in the same educational set-
tings where appropriate.

“SEC. 1159. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.

“The Secretary shall reserve not more than 1
percent of the amount reserved under section
1141 to provide technical assistance to and sup-
port State agency programs assisted under this
chapter.

“CHAPTER B—LOCAL AGENCY PROGRAMS
“SEC. 1161. PURPOSE.

“The purpose of this chapter is to support the
operation of local educational agency programs
that involve collaboration with locally operated
correctional facilities—

“(1) to carry out high quality education pro-
grams to prepare children and youth for sec-
ondary school completion, training, employ-
ment, or further education;

““(2) to provide activities to facilitate the tran-
sition of such children and youth from the cor-
rectional program to further education or em-
ployment; and

“(3) to operate programs in local schools for
children and youth returning from correctional
facilities, and programs which may serve at-risk
children and youth.

“SEC. 1162. PROGRAMS OPERATED BY LOCAL EDU-
CATIONAL AGENCIES.

“(a) LOCAL SUBGRANTS.—With funds made
available under section 1142(b), the State edu-
cational agency shall award subgrants to local
educational agencies with high numbers or per-
centages of children and youth residing in lo-
cally operated (including county operated) cor-
rectional facilities for children and youth (in-
cluding facilities involved in community day
programs).

“(b) SPECIAL RULE.—A local educational
agency that serves a school operated by a cor-
rectional facility is not required to operate a
program of support for children and youth re-
turning from such school to a school that is not
operated by a correctional agency but served by
such local educational agency, if more than 30
percent of the children and youth attending the
school operated by the correctional facility will
reside outside the boundaries served by the local
educational agency after leaving such facility.

“(c) NOTIFICATION.—A State educational
agency shall notify local educational agencies
within the State of the eligibility of such agen-
cies to receive a subgrant under this chapter.

““(d) TRANSITIONAL AND ACADEMIC SERVICES.—
Transitional and supportive programs operated
in local educational agencies under this chapter
shall be designed primarily to meet the transi-
tional and academic needs of students returning
to local educational agencies or alternative edu-
cation programs from correctional facilities.
Services to students at-risk of dropping out of
school shall not have a negative impact on meet-
ing the transitional and academic needs of the
students returning from correctional facilities.
“SEC. 1163. LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY APPLI-

CATIONS.

“Each local educational agency desiring as-
sistance under this chapter shall submit an ap-
plication to the State educational agency that
contains such information as the State edu-
cational agency may require. Each such appli-
cation shall include—

“(1) a description of the program to be as-
sisted;

“(2) a description of formal agreements, re-
garding the program to be assisted, between—

““(A) the local educational agency; and

“(B) correctional facilities and alternative
school programs serving children and youth in-
volved with the juvenile justice system;
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“(3) as appropriate, a description of how par-
ticipating schools will coordinate with facilities
working with delinquent children and youth to
ensure that such children and youth are partici-
pating in an education program comparable to
one operating in the local school such youth
would attend;

‘““(4) a description of the program operated by
participating schools for children and youth re-
turning from correctional facilities and, as ap-
propriate, the types of services that such schools
will provide such children and youth and other
at-risk children and youth;

‘“(5) a description of the characteristics (in-
cluding learning difficulties, substance abuse
problems, and other needs) of the children and
youth who will be returning from correctional
facilities and, as appropriate, other at-risk chil-
dren and youth expected to be served by the
program, and a description of how the school
will coordinate existing educational programs to
meet the unique educational needs of such chil-
dren and youth;

‘““(6) as appropriate, a description of how
schools will coordinate with existing social,
health, and other services to meet the needs of
students returning from correctional facilities
and at-risk children or youth, including pre-
natal health care and nutrition services related
to the health of the parent and the child or
youth, parenting and child development classes,
child care, targeted reentry and outreach pro-
grams, referrals to community resources, and
scheduling flexibility;

‘“(7) as appropriate, a description of any part-
nerships with local businesses to develop train-
ing, curriculum-based youth entrepreneurship
education, and mentoring services for partici-
pating students;

‘“(8) as appropriate, a description of how the
program will involve parents in efforts to im-
prove the educational achievement of their chil-
dren, assist in dropout prevention activities, and
prevent the involvement of their children in de-
linquent activities;

‘““(9) a description of how the program under
this chapter will be coordinated with other Fed-
eral, State, and local programs, such as pro-
grams under title I of Public Law 105-220 and
career and technical education programs serving
at-risk children and youth;

““(10) a description of how the program will be
coordinated with programs operated under the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Act of 1974 and other comparable programs, if
applicable;

“(11) as appropriate, a description of how
schools will work with probation officers to as-
sist in meeting the needs of children and youth
returning from correctional facilities;

‘““(12) a description of the efforts participating
schools will make to ensure correctional facili-
ties working with children and youth are aware
of a child’s or youth’s existing individualized
education program; and

“(13) as appropriate, a description of the steps
participating schools will take to find alter-
native placements for children and youth inter-
ested in continuing their education but unable
to participate in a traditional public school pro-
gram.

“SEC. 1164. USES OF FUNDS.

“Funds provided to local educational agencies
under this chapter may be used, as appropriate,
for—

‘““(1) programs that serve children and youth
returning to local schools from correctional fa-
cilities, to assist in the transition of such chil-
dren and youth to the school environment and
help them remain in school in order to complete
their education;

““(2) dropout prevention programs which serve
at-risk children and youth;

‘“(3) the coordination of health and social
services for such individuals if there is a likeli-
hood that the provision of such services, includ-
ing day care, drug and alcohol counseling, and
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mental health services, will improve the likeli-
hood such individuals will complete their edu-
cation;

‘“(4) special programs to meet the unique aca-
demic mneeds of participating children and
youth, including career and technical edu-
cation, special education, career counseling,
curriculum-based youth entrepreneurship edu-
cation, and assistance in securing student loans
or grants for postsecondary education; and

“(5) programs providing mentoring and peer
mediation.

“SEC. 1165. PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR COR-
RECTIONAL FACILITIES RECEIVING
FUNDS UNDER THIS SECTION.

“Each correctional facility entering into an
agreement with a local educational agency
under section 1163(2) to provide services to chil-
dren and youth under this chapter shall—

‘““(1) where feasible, ensure that educational
programs in the correctional facility are coordi-
nated with the student’s home school, particu-
larly with respect to a student with an individ-
ualiced education program under part B of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act;

““(2) if the child or youth is identified as in
need of special education services while in the
correctional facility, notify the local school of
the child or youth of such need;

“(3) where feasible, provide transition assist-
ance to help the child or youth stay in school,
including coordination of services for the fam-
ily, counseling, assistance in accessing drug and
alcohol abuse prevention programs, tutoring,
and family counseling;

“‘(4) provide support programs that encourage
children and youth who have dropped out of
school to re-enter school and obtain a regular
high school diploma once their term at the cor-
rectional facility has been completed, or provide
such children and youth with the skills nec-
essary to gain employment or seek a regular
high school diploma or its recognized equiva-
lent;

““(5) work to ensure that the correctional facil-
ity is staffed with effective teachers and other
qualified staff who are trained to work with
children and youth with disabilities taking into
consideration the unique needs of such children
and youth;

“(6) ensure that educational programs in the
correctional facility are related to assisting stu-
dents to meet the States’s academic standards;

“(7) to the extent possible, use technology to
assist in coordinating educational programs be-
tween the correctional facility and the commu-
nity school;

““(8) where feasible, involve parents in efforts
to improve the educational achievement of their
children and prevent the further involvement of
such children in delinquent activities;

‘““(9) coordinate funds received under this
chapter with other local, State, and Federal
funds available to provide services to partici-
pating children and youth, such as funds made
available under title I of Public Law 105-220,
and career and technical education funds;

““(10) coordinate programs operated under this
chapter with activities funded under the Juve-
nile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of
1974 and other comparable programs, if applica-
ble;

‘““(11) if appropriate, work with local busi-
nesses to develop training, curriculum-based
youth entrepreneurship education, and men-
toring programs for children and youth,; and

““(12) consult with the local educational agen-
cy for a period jointly determined mecessary by
the correctional facility and local educational
agency upon discharge from that facility to co-
ordinate educational services so as to minimize
disruption to the child’s or youth’s achievement.
“SEC. 1166. ACCOUNTABILITY.

“The State educational agency—

‘““(1) may require correctional facilities or in-
stitutions for neglected or delinquent children
and youth to demonstrate, after receiving assist-
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ance under this chapter for 3 years, that there
has been an increase in the number of children
and youth returning to school, obtaining a reg-
ular high school diploma or its recognized equiv-
alent, or obtaining employment after such chil-
dren and youth are released; and

“(2) may reduce or terminate funding for
projects under this chapter if a local edu-
cational agency does not show progress in the
number of children and youth obtaining a reg-
ular high school diploma or its recognized equiv-
alent.

“CHAPTER C—GENERAL PROVISIONS
“SEC. 1171. PROGRAM EVALUATIONS.

“(a) SCOPE OF EVALUATION.—Each State
agency or local educational agency that con-
ducts a program under chapters A or B shall
evaluate the program, disaggregating data on
participation by gender, race, ethnicity, and
age, not less than once every 3 years, to deter-
mine the program’s impact on the ability of par-
ticipants—

‘(1) to maintain and improve educational
achievement;

“(2) to accrue school credits that meet State
requirements for grade promotion and high
school graduation;

“(3) to make the transition to a regular pro-
gram or other education program operated by a
local educational agency;

‘““(4) to complete high school (or high school
equivalency requirements) and obtain employ-
ment after leaving the correctional facility or in-
stitution for neglected or delinquent children
and youth; and

“(5) as appropriate, to participate in postsec-
ondary education and job training programs.

““(b) EXCEPTION.—The disaggregation required
under subsection (a) shall not be required in a
case in which the number of students in a cat-
egory is insufficient to yield statistically reliable
information or the results would reveal person-
ally identifiable information about an indi-
vidual student.

““(c) EVALUATION MEASURES.—In conducting
each evaluation under subsection (a), a State
agency or local educational agency shall use
multiple and appropriate measures of student
progress.

‘““(d) EVALUATION RESULTS.—Each State agen-
cy and local educational agency shall—

‘(1) submit evaluation results to the State
educational agency and the Secretary; and

“(2) use the results of evaluations under this
section to plan and improve subsequent pro-
grams for participating children and youth.
“SEC. 1172. DEFINITIONS.

“In this subpart:

‘(1) ADULT CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION.—The
term ‘adult correctional institution’ means a fa-
cility in which persons (including persons under
21 years of age) are confined as a result of a
conviction for a criminal offense.

“(2) AT-RISK.—The term ‘at-risk’, when used
with respect to a child, youth, or student, means
a school-aged individual who—

“(A) is at-risk of academic failure; and

““(B) has a drug or alcohol problem, is preg-
nant or is a parent, has come into contact with
the juvenile justice system in the past, is at least
1 year behind the expected grade level for the
age of the individual, is an English learner, is a
gang member, has dropped out of school in the
past, or has a high absenteeism rate at school.

“(3) COMMUNITY DAY PROGRAM.—The term
‘community day program’ means a regular pro-
gram of instruction provided by a State agency
at a community day school operated specifically
for neglected or delinquent children and youth.

““(4) INSTITUTION FOR NEGLECTED OR DELIN-
QUENT CHILDREN AND YOUTH.—The term ‘institu-
tion for meglected or delinquent children and
youth’ means—

“(A4) a public or private residential facility,
other than a foster home, that is operated for
the care of children who have been committed to
the institution or voluntarily placed in the insti-
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tution under applicable State law, due to aban-
donment, neglect, or death of their parents or
guardians; or

‘““(B) a public or private residential facility for
the care of children who have been adjudicated
to be delinquent or in need of supervision.
“Subpart 4—English Language Acquisition,

Language Enhancement, and Academic

Achievement
“SEC. 1181. PURPOSES.

“The purposes of this subpart are—

‘““(1) to help ensure that English learners, in-
cluding immigrant children and youth, attain
English proficiency and develop high levels of
academic achievement in English;

“(2) to assist all English learners, including
immigrant children and youth, to achieve at
high levels in the core academic subjects so that
those children can meet the same State academic
standards that all children are expected to meet,
consistent with section 1111(b)(1);

““(3) to assist State educational agencies, local
educational agencies, and schools in estab-
lishing, implementing, and sustaining high-
quality, flexible, evidence-based language in-
struction educational programs designed to as-
sist in teaching English learners, including im-
migrant children and youth;

‘““(4) to assist State educational agencies and
local educational agencies to develop and en-
hance their capacity to provide high-quality,
evidence-based instructional programs designed
to prepare English learners, including immi-
grant children and youth, to enter all-English
instruction settings; and

““(5) to promote parental and community par-
ticipation in language instruction educational
programs for the parents and communities of
English learners.

“CHAPTER A—GRANTS AND SUBGRANTS
FOR ENGLISH LANGUAGE ACQUISITION
AND LANGUAGE ENHANCEMENT

“SEC. 1191. FORMULA GRANTS TO STATES.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of each State
educational agency having a plan approved by
the Secretary for a fiscal year under Ssection
1192, the Secretary shall reserve 4.4 percent of
funds appropriated under section J3(a)(1) to
make a grant for the year to the agency for the
purposes specified in subsection (b). The grant
shall consist of the allotment determined for the
State educational agency under subsection (c).

“(b) USE OF FUNDS.—

“(1) SUBGRANTS TO ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The
Secretary may make a grant under subsection
(a) only if the State educational agency in-
volved agrees to expend at least 95 percent of
the State educational agency’s allotment under
subsection (c) for a fiscal year—

‘“(A) to award subgrants, from allocations
under section 1193, to eligible entities to carry
out the activities described in section 1194 (other
than subsection (e)); and

‘“‘‘B) to award subgrants wunder section
1193(d)(1) to eligible entities that are described
in that section to carry out the activities de-
scribed in section 1194(e).

““(2) STATE ACTIVITIES.—Subject to paragraph
(3), each State educational agency receiving a
grant under subsection (a) may reserve not more
than 5 percent of the agency’s allotment under
subsection (c) to carry out the following activi-
ties:

‘““(A) Professional development activities, and
other activities, which may include assisting
personnel in—

‘(i) meeting State and local certification and
licensing requirements for teaching English
learners; and

““(ii) improving teacher skills in meeting the
diverse needs of English learners, including in
how to implement evidence-based programs and
curricula on teaching English learners.

‘““(B) Planning, evaluation, administration,
and interagency coordination related to the sub-
grants referred to in paragraph (1).
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“(C) Providing technical assistance and other
forms of assistance to eligible entities that are
receiving subgrants from a State educational
agency under this chapter, including assistance
in—

‘(i) identifying and implementing evidence-
based language instruction educational pro-
grams and curricula for teaching English learn-
ers;

‘“‘(ii) helping English learners meet the same
State academic standards that all children are
expected to meet;

‘“(iii) identifying or developing, and imple-
menting, measures of English proficiency; and

‘“(iv) strengthening and increasing parent,
family, and community engagement.

‘(D) Providing recognition, which may in-
clude providing financial awards, to sub-
grantees that have significantly improved the
achievement and progress of English learners
in—

““(i) reaching English language proficiency,
based on the State’s English language pro-
ficiency assessment under section 1111(b)(2)(D);
and

‘““(ii) meeting the State academic standards
under section 1111(b)(1).

“(3) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—From the
amount reserved under paragraph (2), a State
educational agency may use not more than 40
percent of such amount or $175,000, whichever is
greater, for the planning and administrative
costs of carrying out paragraphs (1) and (2).

““(c) RESERVATIONS AND ALLOTMENTS.—

‘““(1) RESERVATIONS.—From the amount re-
served under section 1191(a) for each fiscal year,
the Secretary shall reserve—

““(A) 0.5 percent of such amount for payments
to outlying areas, to be allotted in accordance
with their respective needs for assistance under
this chapter, as determined by the Secretary, for
activities, approved by the Secretary, consistent
with this chapter; and

‘““(B) 6.5 percent of such amount for national
activities under sections 1211 and 1222, except
that not more than $2,000,000 of such amount
may be reserved for the National Clearinghouse
for English Language Acquisition and Lan-
guage Instruction Educational Programs de-
scribed in section 1222.

“(2) STATE ALLOTMENTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), from the amount reserved under
section 1191(a) for each fiscal year that remains
after making the reservations under paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall allot to each State edu-
cational agency having a plan approved under
section 1192(c)—

“(i) an amount that bears the same relation-
ship to 80 percent of the remainder as the num-
ber of English learners in the State bears to the
number of such children in all States, as deter-
mined by data available from the American
Community Survey conducted by the Depart-
ment of Commerce or State-reported data; and

‘(i) an amount that bears the same relation-
ship to 20 percent of the remainder as the num-
ber of immigrant children and youth in the
State bears to the number of such children and
youth in all States, as determined based only on
data available from the American Community
Survey conducted by the Department of Com-
merce.

“(B) MINIMUM ALLOTMENTS.—No State edu-
cational agency shall receive an allotment under
this paragraph that is less than $500,000.

‘““(C) REALLOTMENT.—If any State educational
agency described in subparagraph (A) does not
submit a plan to the Secretary for a fiscal year,
or submits a plan (or any amendment to a plan)
that the Secretary, after reasonable notice and
opportunity for a hearing, determines does not
satisfy the requirements of this chapter, the Sec-
retary shall reallot any portion of such allot-
ment to the remaining State educational agen-
cies in accordance with subparagraph (A).

‘(D) SPECIAL RULE FOR PUERTO RICO.—The
total amount allotted to Puerto Rico for any fis-
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cal year under subparagraph (A) shall not ex-
ceed 0.5 percent of the total amount allotted to
all States for that fiscal year.

“(3) USE OF DATA FOR DETERMINATIONS.—In
making State allotments under paragraph (2) for
each fiscal year, the Secretary shall determine
the number of English learners in a State and in
all States, using the most accurate, up-to-date
data, which shall be—

“(A) data from the American Community Sur-
vey conducted by the Department of Commerce,
which may be multiyear estimates;

“(B) the number of students being assessed for
English language proficiency, based on the
State’s English language proficiency assessment
under section 1111(b)(2)(D), which may be
multiyear estimates; or

“(C) a combination of data available under
subparagraphs (A) and (B).

“SEC. 1192. STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY PLANS.

‘““(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Each State edu-
cational agency desiring a grant under this
chapter shall submit a plan to the Secretary at
such time and in such manner as the Secretary
may require.

“(b) CONTENTS.—Each plan submitted under
subsection (a) shall—

‘(1) describe the process that the agency will
use in awarding subgrants to eligible entities
under section 1193(d)(1);

““(2) provide an assurance that—

“(A) the agency will ensure that eligible enti-
ties receiving a subgrant under this chapter
comply with the requirement in section
1111(b)(2)(B)(x) to annually assess in English
learners who have been in the United States for
3 or more consecutive years;

“(B) the agency will ensure that eligible enti-
ties receiving a subgrant under this chapter an-
nually assess the English proficiency of all
English learners participating in a program
funded under this chapter, consistent with sec-
tion 1111(b)(2)(D);

“(C) in awarding subgrants under section
1193, the agency will address the needs of school
systems of all sizes and in all geographic areas,
including school systems with rural and urban
schools;

“(D) subgrants to eligible entities under sec-
tion 1193(d)(1) will be of sufficient size and
scope to allow such entities to carry out high-
quality, evidence-based language instruction
educational programs for English learners;

“(E) the agency will require an eligible entity
receiving a subgrant under this chapter to use
the subgrant in ways that will build such recipi-
ent’s capacity to continue to offer high-quality
evidence-based language instruction edu-
cational programs that assist English learners in
meeting State academic standards;

“(F) the agency will monitor the eligible enti-
ty receiving a subgrant under this chapter for
compliance with applicable Federal fiscal re-
quirements; and

“(G) the plan has been developed in consulta-
tion with local educational agencies, teachers,
administrators of programs implemented under
this chapter, parents, and other relevant stake-
holders;

““(3) describe how the agency will coordinate
its programs and activities under this chapter
with other programs and activities under this
Act and other Acts, as appropriate;

““(4) describe how eligible entities in the State
will be given the flexibility to teach English
learners—

“(A) using a high-quality, evidence-based lan-
guage instruction curriculum for teaching
English learners; and

“(B) in the manner the eligible entities deter-
mine to be the most effective; and

““(5) describe how the agency will assist eligi-
ble entities in increasing the number of English
learners who acquire English proficiency.

““(c) APPROVAL.—The Secretary, after using a
peer review process, shall approve a plan sub-
mitted under subsection (a) if the plan meets the
requirements of this section.
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““(d) DURATION OF PLAN.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each plan submitted by a
State educational agency and approved under
subsection (c) shall—

““(A) remain in effect for the duration of the
agency’s participation under this chapter; and

‘““(B) be periodically reviewed and revised by
the agency, as necessary, to reflect changes to
the agency’s strategies and programs carried out
under this subpart.

““(2) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—

‘““(A) AMENDMENTS.—If the State educational
agency amends the plan, the agency shall sub-
mit such amendment to the Secretary.

“(B) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall approve
such amendment to an approved plan, unless
the Secretary determines that the amendment
will result in the agency not meeting the re-
quirements, or fulfilling the purposes, of this
subpart.

““(e) CONSOLIDATED PLAN.—A plan submitted
under subsection (a) may be submitted as part of
a consolidated plan under section 5302.

““(f) SECRETARY ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
shall provide technical assistance, if requested,
in the development of English proficiency stand-
ards and assessments.

“SEC. 1193. WITHIN-STATE ALLOCATIONS.

“(a) IN GENERAL.—After making the reserva-
tion required under subsection (d)(1), each State
educational agency receiving a grant under sec-
tion 1191(c)(2) shall award subgrants for a fiscal
year by allocating in a timely manner to each
eligible entity in the State having a plan ap-
proved under section 1195 an amount that bears
the same relationship to the amount received
under the grant and remaining after making
such reservation as the population of English
learners in schools served by the eligible entity
bears to the population of English learners in
schools served by all eligible entities in the
State.

““(b) LIMITATION.—A State educational agency
shall not award a subgrant from an allocation
made under subsection (a) if the amount of such
subgrant would be less than $10,000.

‘““(c) REALLOCATION.—Whenever a State edu-
cational agency determines that an amount
from an allocation made to an eligible entity
under subsection (a) for a fiscal year will not be
used by the entity for the purpose for which the
allocation was made, the agency shall, in ac-
cordance with such rules as it determines to be
appropriate, reallocate such amount, consistent
with such subsection, to other eligible entities in
the State that the agency determines will use
the amount to carry out that purpose.

“(d) REQUIRED RESERVATION.—A State edu-
cational agency receiving a grant under this
chapter for a fiscal year—

‘(1) shall reserve not more than 15 percent of
the agency’s allotment under section 1191(c)(2)
to award subgrants to eligible entities in the
State that have experienced a Ssignificant in-
crease, as compared to the average of the 2 pre-
ceding fiscal years, in the percentage or number
of immigrant children and youth, who have en-
rolled, during the fiscal year preceding the fis-
cal year for which the subgrant is made, in pub-
lic and nonpublic elementary schools and sec-
ondary schools in the geographic areas under
the jurisdiction of, or served by, such entities;
and

“2) in awarding subgrants under paragraph
(H)—

‘““(A) shall equally consider eligible entities
that satisfy the requirement of such paragraph
but have limited or no experience in serving im-
migrant children and youth; and

‘““(B) shall consider the quality of each local
plan under section 1195 and ensure that each
subgrant is of sufficient size and scope to meet
the purposes of this subpart.

“SEC. 1194. SUBGRANTS TO ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.

‘““(a) PURPOSES OF SUBGRANTS.—A State edu-
cational agency may make a subgrant to an eli-
gible entity from funds received by the agency
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under this chapter only if the entity agrees to
expend the funds to improve the education of
English learners, by assisting the children to
learn English and meet State academic stand-
ards. In carrying out activities with such funds,
the eligible entity shall use evidence-based ap-
proaches and methodologies for teaching
English learners and immigrant children and
youth for the following purposes:

‘““(1) Developing and implementing new
guage instruction educational programs
academic content instruction programs for
English learners and immigrant children and
youth, including programs of early childhood
education, elementary school programs, and sec-
ondary school programs.

“(2) Carrying out highly focused, innovative,
locally designed, evidence-based activities to ex-
pand or enhance existing language instruction
educational programs and academic content in-
struction programs for English learners and im-
migrant children and youth.

‘“(3) Implementing, within an individual
school, schoolwide programs for restructuring,
reforming, and upgrading all relevant programs,
activities, and operations relating to language
instruction educational programs and academic
content instruction for English learners and im-
migrant children and youth.

‘““(4) Implementing, within the entire jurisdic-
tion of a local educational agency, agencywide
programs for restructuring, reforming, and up-
grading all relevant programs, activities, and
operations relating to language instruction edu-
cational programs and academic content in-
struction for English learners and immigrant
children and youth.

““(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Each eligi-
ble entity receiving funds under section 1193(a)
for a fiscal year shall use not more than 2 per-
cent of such funds for the cost of administering
this chapter.

““(c) REQUIRED SUBGRANTEE ACTIVITIES.—An
eligible entity receiving funds under section
1193(a) shall use the funds—

‘““(1) to increase the English language pro-
ficiency of English learners by providing high-
quality, evidence-based language instruction
educational programs that meet the needs of
English learners and have demonstrated success
in increasing—

“(A) English language proficiency; and

‘““(B) student academic achievement in the
core academic subjects;

““(2) to provide high-quality, evidence-based
professional development to classroom teachers
(including teachers in classroom settings that
are not the settings of language instruction edu-
cational programs), school leaders, administra-
tors, and other school or community-based orga-
nization personnel, that is—

““(A) designed to improve the instruction and
assessment of English learners;

‘“‘(B) designed to enhance the ability of teach-
ers and school leaders to understand and imple-
ment curricula, assessment practices and meas-
ures, and instruction strategies for English
learners;

“(C) evidence-based in increasing children’s
English language proficiency or substantially
increasing the subject matter knowledge, teach-
ing knowledge, and teaching skills of teachers;
and

‘(D) of sufficient intensity and duration
(which shall not include activities such as one-
day or short-term workshops and conferences)
to have a positive and lasting impact on the
teachers’ performance in the classroom, except
that this subparagraph shall not apply to an ac-
tivity that is one component of a long-term,
comprehensive professional development plan
established by a teacher and the teacher’s su-
pervisor based on an assessment of the needs of
the teacher, the supervisor, the students of the
teacher, and any local educational agency em-
ploying the teacher, as appropriate; and

“(3) to provide and implement other evidence-
based activities and strategies that enhance or

lan-
and
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supplement language instruction educational
programs for English learners, including paren-
tal and community engagement activities and
strategies that serve to coordinate and align re-
lated programs.

“(d) AUTHORIZED SUBGRANTEE ACTIVITIES.—
Subject to subsection (c), an eligible entity re-
ceiving funds under section 1193(a) may use the
funds to achieve one of the purposes described
in subsection (a) by undertaking one or more of
the following activities:

‘(1) Upgrading program objectives and effec-
tive instruction strategies.

“(2) Improving the instruction program for
English learners by identifying, acquiring, and
upgrading curricula, instruction materials, edu-
cational software, and assessment procedures.

“(3) Providing to English learners—

“(A) tutorials and academic or career edu-
cation for English learners; and

“(B) intensified instruction.

““(4) Developing and implementing elementary
school or secondary school language instruction
educational programs that are coordinated with
other relevant programs and services.

“(5) Improving the English language pro-
ficiency and academic achievement of English
learners.

“(6) Providing community participation pro-
grams, family literacy services, and parent out-
reach and training activities to English learners
and their families—

“(A) to improve the English language skills of
English learners; and

“(B) to assist parents in helping their children
to improve their academic achievement and be-
coming active participants in the education of
their children.

“(7) Improving the instruction of English
learners by providing for—

“(A) the acquisition or development of edu-
cational technology or instructional materials;

““(B) access to, and participation in, electronic
networks for materials, training, and commu-
nication; and

“(C) incorporation of the resources described
in subparagraphs (A) and (B) into curricula
and programs, such as those funded under this
chapter.

“(8) Carrying out other activities that are
consistent with the purposes of this section.

““(e) ACTIVITIES BY AGENCIES EXPERIENCING
SUBSTANTIAL INCREASES IN IMMIGRANT CHIL-
DREN AND YOUTH.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity receiving
funds wunder section 1193(d)(1) shall use the
funds to pay for activities that provide en-
hanced instructional opportunities for immi-
grant children and youth, which may include—

“(A) family literacy, parent outreach, and
training activities designed to assist parents to
become active participants in the education of
their children;

“(B) support for personnel, including para-
professionals who have been specifically
trained, or are being trained, to provide services
to immigrant children and youth;

“(C) provision of tutorials, mentoring, and
academic or career counseling for immigrant
children and youth;

‘(D) identification, development, and acquisi-
tion of curricular materials, educational soft-
ware, and technologies to be used in the pro-
gram carried out with awarded funds;

‘““(E) basic instruction services that are di-
rectly attributable to the presence in the local
educational agency involved of immigrant chil-
dren and youth, including the payment of costs
of providing additional classroom supplies, costs
of transportation, or such other costs as are di-
rectly attributable to such additional basic in-
struction services;

““(F) other instruction services that are de-
signed to assist immigrant children and youth to
achieve in elementary schools and secondary
schools in the United States, such as programs
of introduction to the educational system and
civics education; and
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‘“(G) activities, coordinated with community-
based organizations, institutions of higher edu-
cation, private sector entities, or other entities
with expertise in working with immigrants, to
assist parents of immigrant children and youth
by offering comprehensive community services.

““(2) DURATION OF SUBGRANTS.—The duration
of a subgrant made by a State educational agen-
cy under section 1193(d)(1) shall be determined
by the agency in its discretion.

“(f) SELECTION OF METHOD OF INSTRUCTION.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive a subgrant from
a State educational agency under this chapter,
an eligible entity shall select one or more meth-
ods or forms of instruction to be used in the pro-
grams and activities undertaken by the entity to
assist English learners to attain English lan-
guage proficiency and meet State academic
standards.

““(2) CONSISTENCY.—Such selection shall be
consistent with sections 1204 through 1206.

“(9) SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.—Federal
funds made available under this chapter shall
be used so as to supplement the level of Federal,
State, and local public funds that, in the ab-
sence of such availability, would have been ex-
pended for programs for English learners and
immigrant children and youth and in no case to
supplant such Federal, State, and local public
funds.

“SEC. 1195. LOCAL PLANS.

‘““(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Each eligible entity de-
siring a subgrant from the State educational
agency under section 1193 shall submit a plan to
the State educational agency at such time, in
such manner, and containing such information
as the State educational agency may require.

‘““(b) CONTENTS.—Each plan submitted under
subsection (a) shall—

‘(1) describe the evidence-based programs and
activities proposed to be developed, imple-
mented, and administered under the subgrant
that will help English learners increase their
English language proficiency and meet the State
academic standards;

““(2) describe how the eligible entity will hold
elementary schools and secondary schools re-
ceiving funds under this chapter accountable
for annually assessing the English language
proficiency of all children participating under
this subpart, consistent with section 1111(b);

““(3) describe how the eligible entity will pro-
mote parent and community engagement in the
education of English learners;

““(4) contain an assurance that the eligible en-
tity consulted with teachers, researchers, school
administrators, parents and community mem-
bers, public or private organizations, and insti-
tutions of higher education, in developing and
implementing such plan;

‘““(5) describe how language instruction edu-
cational programs carried out wunder the
subgrant will ensure that English learners being
served by the programs develop English lan-
guage proficiency; and

““(6) contain assurances that—

““(A) each local educational agency that is in-
cluded in the eligible entity is complying with
section 1112(g) prior to, and throughout, each
school year; and

‘““(B) the eligible entity is not in violation of
any State law, including State constitutional
law, regarding the education of English learn-
ers, consistent with sections 1205 and 1206.

““(c) TEACHER ENGLISH FLUENCY.—Each eligi-
ble entity receiving a subgrant under section
1193 shall include in its plan a certification that
all teachers in any language instruction edu-
cational program for English learners that is, or
will be, funded under this subpart are fluent in
English and any other language used for in-
struction, including having written and oral
communications skills.

“CHAPTER B—ADMINISTRATION
“SEC. 1201. REPORTING.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible entity that

receives a subgrant from a State educational
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agency under chapter A shall provide such
agency, at the conclusion of every second fiscal
year during which the subgrant is received, with
a report, in a form prescribed by the agency, on
the activities conducted and students served
under this subpart that includes—

‘(1) a description of the programs and activi-
ties conducted by the entity with funds received
under chapter A during the two immediately
preceding fiscal years, including how such pro-
grams and activities supplemented programs
funded primarily with State or local funds;

“(2) a description of the progress made by
English learners in learning the English lan-
guage and in meeting State academic standards;

‘“(3) the number and percentage of English
learners in the programs and activities attaining
English language proficiency based on the State
English language proficiency standards estab-
lished under section 1111(b)(1)(E) by the end of
each school year, as determined by the State’s
English language proficiency assessment under
section 1111(b)(2)(D);

‘““(4) the number of English learners who exit
the language instruction educational programs
based on their attainment of English language
proficiency and transitioned to classrooms mnot
tailored for English learners;

“(5) a description of the progress made by
English learners in meeting the State academic
standards for each of the 2 years after such
children are no longer receiving services under
this subpart;

‘““(6) the number and percentage of English
learners who have not attained English lan-
guage proficiency within five years of initial
classification as an English learner and first en-
rollment in the local educational agency; and

‘“(7) any such other information as the State
educational agency may require.

‘““(b) USE OF REPORT.—A report provided by
an eligible entity under subsection (a) shall be
used by the entity and the State educational
agency—

‘(1) to determine the effectiveness of programs
and activities in assisting children who are
English learners—

‘““(A) to attain English language proficiency;
and

‘““(B) to make progress in meeting State aca-
demic standards under section 1111(b)(1); and

“(2) upon determining the effectiveness of pro-
grams and activities based on the criteria in
paragraph (1), to decide how to improve pro-
grams.

“SEC. 1202. ANNUAL REPORT.

‘““(a) STATES.—Based upon the reports pro-
vided to a State educational agency under sec-
tion 1201, each such agency that receives a
grant under this subpart shall prepare and sub-
mit annually to the Secretary a report on pro-
grams and activities carried out by the State
educational agency under this subpart and the
effectiveness of such programs and activities in
improving the education provided to English
learners.

““(b) SECRETARY.—Annually, the Secretary
shall prepare and submit to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate a
report—

“(1) on programs and activities carried out to
serve English learners under this subpart, and
the effectiveness of such programs and activities
in improving the academic achievement and
English language proficiency of English learn-
ers;

““(2) on the types of language instruction edu-
cational programs wused by local educational
agencies or eligible entities receiving funding
under this subpart to teach English learners;

“(3) containing a critical synthesis of data re-
ported by eligible entities to States under section
1201(a);

‘““(4) containing a description of technical as-
sistance and other assistance provided by State
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educational under section
1191(b)(2)(C);,

“(5) containing an estimate of the number of
effective teachers working in language instruc-
tion educational programs and educating
English learners, and an estimate of the number
of such teachers that will be needed for the suc-
ceeding 5 fiscal years;

““(6) containing the number of programs or ac-
tivities, if any, that were terminated because the
entities carrying out the programs or activities
were not able to reach program goals;

‘“(7) containing the number of English learn-
ers served by eligible entities receiving funding
under this subpart who were transitioned out of
language instruction educational programs
funded wunder this subpart into classrooms
where instruction is not tailored for English
learners; and

‘“(8) containing other information gathered
from other reports submitted to the Secretary
under this subpart when applicable.

“SEC. 1203. COORDINATION WITH RELATED PRO-
GRAMS.

“‘In order to maximize Federal efforts aimed at
serving the educational needs of English learn-
ers, the Secretary shall coordinate and ensure
close cooperation with other entities carrying
out programs serving language-minority and
English learners that are administered by the
Department and other agencies.

“SEC. 1204. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.

“Nothing in this subpart shall be construed—

“(1) to prohibit a local educational agency
from serving English learners simultaneously
with children with similar educational needs, in
the same educational settings where appro-
priate;

“(2) to require a State or a local educational
agency to establish, continue, or eliminate any
particular type of instructional program for
English learners; or

““(3) to limit the preservation or use of Native
American languages.

“SEC. 1205. LEGAL AUTHORITY UNDER STATE
LAW.

“Nothing in this subpart shall be construed to
negate or supersede State law, or the legal au-
thority under State law of any State agency,
State entity, or State public official, over pro-
grams that are under the jurisdiction of the
State agency, entity, or official.

“SEC. 1206. CIVIL RIGHTS.

“Nothing in this subpart shall be construed in
a manner inconsistent with any Federal law
guaranteeing a civil right.

“SEC. 1207. PROHIBITION.

“In carrying out this subpart, the Secretary
shall neither mandate nor preclude the use of a
particular curricular or pedagogical approach to
educating English learners.

“SEC. 1208. PROGRAMS FOR NATIVE AMERICANS
AND PUERTO RICO.

“Notwithstanding any other provision of this
subpart, programs authorized under this sub-
part that serve Native American (including Na-
tive American Pacific Islander) children and
children in the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico
may include programs of instruction, teacher
training, curriculum development, evaluation,
and assessment designed for Native American
children learning and studying Native American
languages and children of limited Spanish pro-
ficiency, except that an outcome of programs
serving such children shall be increased English
proficiency among such children.

“CHAPTER C—NATIONAL ACTIVITIES
“SEC. 1211. NATIONAL PROFESSIONAL DEVELOP-
MENT PROJECT.

“The Secretary shall use funds made available
under section 1191(c)(1)(B) to award grants on a
competitive basis, for a period of not more than
5 years, to institutions of higher education or
public or private organizations with relevant ex-
perience and capacity (in consortia with State
educational agencies or local educational agen-

agencies
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cies) to provide for professional development ac-
tivities that will improve classroom instruction
for English learners and assist educational per-
sonnel working with such children to meet high
professional standards, including standards for
certification and licensure as teachers who work
in language instruction educational programs or
serve English learners. Grants awarded under
this subsection may be used—

‘““(1) for preservice, evidence-based profes-
sional development programs that will assist
local schools and institutions of higher edu-
cation to upgrade the qualifications and skills
of educational personnel who are not certified
or licensed, especially educational paraprofes-
sionals;

““(2) for the development of curricula or other
instructional strategies appropriate to the needs
of the consortia participants involved;

““(3) to support strategies that strengthen and
increase parent and community member engage-
ment in the education of English learners; and

‘“(4) to share and disseminate evidence-based
practices in the instruction of English learners
and in increasing their student achievement.

“CHAPTER D—GENERAL PROVISIONS
“SEC. 1221. DEFINITIONS.

“Except as otherwise provided, in this sub-
part:

‘(1) CHILD.—The term ‘child’ means any indi-
vidual aged 3 through 21.

“(2) COMMUNITY-BASED ORGANIZATION.—The
term ‘community-based organization’ means a
private nonprofit organization of demonstrated
effectiveness, Indian tribe, or tribally sanctioned
educational authority, that is representative of
a community or significant segments of a com-
munity and that provides educational or related
services to individuals in the community. Such
term includes a Native Hawaiian or Native
American Pacific Islander native language edu-
cational organization.

““(3) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible enti-
ty’ means—

““(A) one or more local educational agencies;
or

‘““(B) one or more local educational agencies,
in consortia (or collaboration) with an institu-
tion of higher education, community-based or-
ganization, or State educational agency.

“(4) IMMIGRANT CHILDREN AND YOUTH.—The
term ‘immigrant children and youth’ means in-
dividuals who—

“(A) are age 3 through 21;

““(B) were not born in any State; and

‘“(C) have mnot been attending one or more
schools in any one or more States for more than
3 full academic years.

‘““(5) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’
means any Indian tribe, band, nation, or other
organized group or community, including any
Native village or Regional Corporation or Vil-
lage Corporation as defined in or established
pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act, that is recognized as eligible for the
special programs and services provided by the
United States to Indians because of their status
as Indians.

“(6) LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION EDUCATIONAL
PROGRAM.—The term ‘language instruction edu-
cational program’ means an instruction course—

““(A) in which an English learner is placed for
the purpose of developing and attaining English
language proficiency, while meeting State aca-
demic standards, as required by Section
1111(b)(1); and

‘““(B) that may make instructional use of both
English and a child’s native language to enable
the child to develop and attain English lan-
guage proficiency, and may include the partici-
pation of English language proficient children if
such course is designed to enable all partici-
pating children to become proficient in English
and a second language.

‘““(7) NATIVE LANGUAGE.—The term ‘native lan-
guage’, when used with reference to English
learner, means—
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“(A) the language normally used by such in-
dividual; or

‘““(B) in the case of a child or youth, the lan-
guage normally used by the parents of the child
or youth.

‘““(8) PARAPROFESSIONAL.—The term ‘para-
professional’ means an individual who is em-
ployed in a preschool, elementary school, or sec-
ondary school under the supervision of a cer-
tified or licensed teacher, including individuals
employed in language instruction educational
programs, special education, and migratory edu-
cation.

“(9) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each of
the 50 States, the District of Columbia, and the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

“SEC. 1222. NATIONAL CLEARINGHOUSE.

“The Secretary shall establish and support
the operation of a National Clearinghouse for
English Language Acquisition and Language
Instruction Educational Programs, which shall
collect, analyze, synthesize, and disseminate in-
formation about language instruction edu-
cational programs for English learners, and re-
lated programs. The National Clearinghouse
shall—

‘(1) be administered as an adjunct clearing-
house of the Educational Resources Information
Center Clearinghouses system supported by the
Institute of Education Sciences;

““(2) coordinate activities with Federal data
and information clearinghouses and entities op-
erating Federal dissemination networks and sys-
tems;

““(3) develop a system for improving the oper-
ation and effectiveness of federally funded lan-
guage instruction educational programs; and

““(4) collect and disseminate information on—

““(A) educational research and processes re-
lated to the education of English learners; and

‘“(B) accountability systems that monitor the
academic progress of English learners in lan-
guage instruction educational programs, includ-
ing information on academic content and
English language proficiency assessments for
language instruction educational programs; and

‘“(5) publish, on an annual basis, a list of
grant recipients under this subpart.

“SEC. 1223. REGULATIONS.

“In developing regulations wunder this sub-
part, the Secretary shall consult with State edu-
cational agencies and local educational agen-
cies, organizations representing English learn-
ers, and organizations representing teachers
and other personnel involved in the education
of English learners.

“Subpart 5—Rural Education Achievement

Program
“SEC. 1230. PURPOSE.

“It is the purpose of this subpart to address
the unique meeds of rural school districts that
frequently—

‘““(1) lack the personnel and resources needed
to compete effectively for Federal competitive
grants; and

“(2) receive formula grant allocations in
amounts too small to be effective in meeting
their intended purposes.

“CHAPTER A—SMALL, RURAL SCHOOL
ACHIEVEMENT PROGRAM
“SEC. 1231. GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—From amounts appro-
priated under section 3(a)(1) for a fiscal year,
the Secretary shall reserve 0.54 of one percent to
award grants to eligible local educational agen-
cies to enable the local educational agencies to
carry out activities authorized under any of the
following provisions:

“(1) Part A of title I.

“(2) Title 11.

“(3) Title I111.

“(b) ALLOCATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graph (3), the Secretary shall award a grant
under subsection (a) to a local educational
agency eligible under subsection (d) for a fiscal
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year in an amount equal to the initial amount
determined under paragraph (2) for the fiscal
year minus the total amount received by the
agency in subpart 2 of part A of title II for the
preceding fiscal year.

““(2) DETERMINATION OF INITIAL AMOUNT.—
The initial amount referred to in paragraph (1)
is equal to $100 multiplied by the total number
of students in excess of 50 students, in average
daily attendance at the schools served by the
local educational agency, plus 320,000, except
that the initial amount may not exceed 360,000.

“(3) RATABLE ADJUSTMENT.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the amount made avail-
able to carry out this section for any fiscal year
is not sufficient to pay in full the amounts that
local educational agencies are eligible to receive
under paragraph (1) for such year, the Sec-
retary shall ratably reduce such amounts for
such year.

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL AMOUNTS.—If additional
funds become available for making payments
under paragraph (1) for such fiscal year, pay-
ments that were reduced under subparagraph
(A) shall be increased on the same basis as such
payments were reduced.

““(c) DISBURSEMENT.—The Secretary shall dis-
burse the funds awarded to a local educational
agency under this section for a fiscal year not
later than July 1 of that fiscal year.

‘“(d) ELIGIBILITY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A local educational agency
shall be eligible to use the applicable funding in
accordance with subsection (a) if—

“(A)(i)(1) the total number of students in av-
erage daily attendance at all of the schools
served by the local educational agency is fewer
than 600; or

“(I1) each county in which a school served by
the local educational agency is located has a
total population density of fewer than 10 per-
sons per square mile; and

““(ii) all of the schools served by the local edu-
cational agency are designated with a school lo-
cale code of 41, 42, or 43, as determined by the
Secretary; or

“(B) the agency meets the criteria established
in subparagraph (A)(i) and the Secretary, in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2), grants the local
educational agency’s request to waive the cri-
teria described in subparagraph (A)(ii).

““(2) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall de-
termine whether to waive the criteria described
in paragraph (1)(A)(ii) based on a demonstra-
tion by the local educational agency, and con-
currence by the State educational agency, that
the local educational agency is located in an
area defined as rural by a governmental agency
of the State.

““(3) HOLD HARMLESS.—For a local edu-
cational agency that is not eligible under this
chapter but met the eligibility requirements
under this subsection as it was in effect prior to
the date of the enactment of the Student Success
Act, the agency shall receive—

“(4) for fiscal year 2014, 75 percent of the
amount such agency received for fiscal year
2013;

“(B) for fiscal year 2015, 50 percent of the
amount such agency received for fiscal year
2013; and

“(C) for fiscal year 2016, 25 percent of the
amount such agency received for fiscal year
2013.

““(e) SPECIAL ELIGIBILITY RULE.—A local edu-
cational agency that receives a grant under this
chapter for a fiscal year is not eligible to receive
funds for such fiscal year under chapter B.

“CHAPTER B—RURAL AND LOW-INCOME

SCHOOL PROGRAM
“SEC. 1235. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

“(a) GRANTS TO STATES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts appro-
priated under section 3(a)(1) for a fiscal year,
the Secretary shall reserve 0.54 of one percent
for this chapter for a fiscal year that are not re-
served under subsection (c) to award grants
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(from allotments made under paragraph (2)) for
the fiscal year to State educational agencies
that have applications submitted under section
1237 approved to enable the State educational
agencies to award grants to eligible local edu-
cational agencies for local authorized activities
described in section 1236(a).

““(2) ALLOTMENT.—From amounts described in
paragraph (1) for a fiscal year, the Secretary
shall allot to each State educational agency for
that fiscal year an amount that bears the same
ratio to those amounts as the number of stu-
dents in average daily attendance served by eli-
gible local educational agencies in the State for
that fiscal year bears to the number of all such
students served by eligible local educational
agencies in all States for that fiscal year.

““(3) SPECIALLY QUALIFIED AGENCIES.—

“(A) ELIGIBILITY AND APPLICATION.—If a
State educational agency elects not to partici-
pate in the program under this subpart or does
not have an application submitted under section
1237 approved, a specially qualified agency in
such State desiring a grant under this subpart
may submit an application under such section
directly to the Secretary to receive an award
under this subpart.

‘“(B) DIRECT AWARDS.—The Secretary may
award, on a competitive basis or by formula, the
amount the State educational agency is eligible
to receive under paragraph (2) directly to a spe-
cially qualified agency in the State that has
submitted an application in accordance with
subparagraph (A) and obtained approval of the
application.

“(C) SPECIALLY QUALIFIED AGENCY DEFINED.—
In this subpart, the term ‘specially qualified
agency’ means an eligible local educational
agency served by a State educational agency
that does mot participate in a program under
this subpart in a fiscal year, that may apply di-
rectly to the Secretary for a grant in such year
under this subsection.

““(b) LOCAL AWARDS.—

‘(1) ELIGIBILITY.—A local educational agency
shall be eligible to receive a grant under this
subpart if—

““(A) 20 percent or more of the children ages 5
through 17 years served by the local educational
agency are from families with incomes below the
poverty line; and

‘““(B) all of the schools served by the agency
are designated with a school locale code of 32,
33, 41, 42, 43, as determined by the Secretary.

““(2) AWARD BASIS.—A State educational agen-
cy shall award grants to eligible local edu-
cational agencies—

““(A) on a competitive basis;

‘““(B) according to a formula based on the
number of students in average daily attendance
served by the eligible local educational agencies
or schools in the State; or

‘“(C) according to an alternative formula, if,
prior to awarding the grants, the State edu-
cational agency demonstrates, to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary, that the alternative for-
mula enables the State educational agency to
allot the grant funds in a manner that serves
equal or greater concentrations of children from
families with incomes below the poverty line,
relative to the concentrations that would be
served if the State educational agency used the
formula described in subparagraph (B).

‘““(c) RESERVATIONS.—From amounts reserved
under section 1235(a)(1) for this chapter for a
fiscal year, the Secretary shall reserve—

‘(1) one-half of 1 percent to make awards to
elementary schools or secondary schools oper-
ated or supported by the Bureau of Indian Edu-
cation, to carry out the activities authorized
under this chapter; and

““(2) one-half of 1 percent to make awards to
the outlying areas in accordance with their re-
spective needs, to carry out the activities au-
thorized under this chapter.

“SEC. 1236. USES OF FUNDS.

‘“(a) LOCAL AWARDS.—Grant funds awarded

to local educational agencies under this chapter
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shall be used for activities authorized under any
of the following:

‘““(1) Part A of title I.

“(2) Title 11.

“(3) Title I111.

“(b) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—A State edu-
cational agency receiving a grant under this
chapter may not use more than 5 percent of the
amount of the grant for State administrative
costs and to provide technical assistance to eli-
gible local educational agencies.

“SEC. 1237. APPLICATIONS.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Each State educational
agency or specially qualified agency desiring to
receive a grant under this chapter shall submit
an application to the Secretary at such time and
in such manner as the Secretary may require.

‘““(b) CONTENTS.—Each application submitted
under subsection (a) shall include—

‘(1) a description of how the State edu-
cational agency or specially qualified agency
will ensure eligible local educational agencies
receiving a grant under this chapter will use
such funds to help students meet the State aca-
demic standards under section 1111(b)(1);

“(2) if the State educational agency or spe-
cially qualified agency will competitively award
grants to eligible local educational agencies, as
described in section 1235(b)(2)(A), the applica-
tion under the section shall include—

‘““(A) the methods and criteria the State edu-
cational agency or specially qualified agency
will use for reviewing applications and award-
ing funds to local educational agencies on a
competitive basis; and

‘““(B) how the State educational agency or spe-
cially qualified agency will notify eligible local
educational agencies of the grant competition;
and

“(3) a description of how the State edu-
cational agency or specially qualified agency
will provide technical assistance to eligible local
educational agencies to help such agencies im-
plement the activities described in section
1236(a).

“SEC. 1238. ACCOUNTABILITY.

“Each State educational agency or specially
qualified agency that receives a grant under
this chapter shall prepare and submit an annual
report to the Secretary. The report shall de-
scribe—

‘(1) the methods and criteria the State edu-
cational agency or specially qualified agency
used to award grants to eligible local edu-
cational agencies, and to provide assistance to
schools, under this chapter;

“(2) how local educational agencies and
schools used funds provided under this chapter;
and

“(3) the degree to which progress has been
made toward having all students meet the State
academic standards under section 1111(b)(1).
“SEC. 1239. CHOICE OF PARTICIPATION.

‘““(ta) IN GENERAL—If a local educational
agency is eligible for funding under chapters A
and B of this subpart, such local educational
agency may receive funds under either chapter
A or chapter B for a fiscal year, but may not re-
ceive funds under both chapters.

‘““(b) NOTIFICATION.—A local educational
agency eligible for both chapters A and B of this
subpart shall notify the Secretary and the State
educational agency under which of such chap-
ters such local educational agency intends to re-
ceive funds for a fiscal year by a date that is es-
tablished by the Secretary for the notification.

“CHAPTER C—GENERAL PROVISIONS
“SEC. 1241. ANNUAL AVERAGE DAILY ATTEND-
ANCE DETERMINATION.

‘““(a) CENSUS DETERMINATION.—Each local
educational agency desiring a grant under sec-
tion 1231 and each local educational agency or
specially qualified agency desiring a grant
under chapter B shall—

‘(1) not later than December 1 of each year,
conduct a census to determine the number of
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students in average daily attendance in kinder-
garten through grade 12 at the schools served by
the agency,; and

“(2) not later than March 1 of each year, sub-
mit the number described in paragraph (1) to the
Secretary (and to the State educational agency,
in the case of a local educational agency seek-
ing a grant under subpart 2).

““(b) PENALTY.—If the Secretary determines
that a local educational agency or specially
qualified agency has knowingly submitted false
information under subsection (a) for the purpose
of gaining additional funds under section 1231
or chapter B, then the agency shall be fined an
amount equal to twice the difference between
the amount the agency received under this sec-
tion and the correct amount the agency would
have received under section 1231 or chapter B if
the agency had submitted accurate information
under subsection (a).

“SEC. 1242. SUPPLEMENT, NOT SUPPLANT.

“Funds made available under chapter A or
chapter B shall be used to supplement, and not
supplant, any other Federal, State, or local edu-
cation funds.

“SEC. 1243. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

“Nothing in this subpart shall be construed to
prohibit a local educational agency that enters
into cooperative arrangements with other local
educational agencies for the provision of spe-
cial, compensatory, or other education services,
pursuant to State law or a written agreement,
from entering into similar arrangements for the
use, or the coordination of the use, of the funds
made available under this subpart.

“Subpart 6—Indian Education
“SEC. 1251. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

“It is the policy of the United States to fulfill
the Federal Government’s unique and con-
tinuing trust relationship with and responsi-
bility to the Indian people for the education of
Indian children. The Federal Government will
continue to work with local educational agen-
cies, Indian tribes and organizations, postsec-
ondary institutions, and other entities toward
the goal of ensuring that programs that serve
Indian children are of the highest quality and
provide for not only the basic elementary and
secondary educational needs, but also the
unique educational and culturally related aca-
demic needs of these children.

“SEC. 1252. PURPOSE.

“It is the purpose of this subpart to support
the efforts of local educational agencies, Indian
tribes and organizations, postsecondary institu-
tions, and other entities—

‘(1) to meet the unique educational and cul-
turally related academic needs of American In-
dian and Alaska Native students, so that such
students can meet the State academic standards
that all students are expected to meet; and

“(2) to ensure that school leaders, teachers,
and other staff who serve Indian and Alaska
Native students have the ability and training to
provide appropriate instruction to meet the
unique academic needs of such students.

“CHAPTER A—FORMULA GRANTS TO
LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
“SEC. 1261. PURPOSE.

“It is the purpose of this chapter to support
local educational agencies in their efforts to re-
form elementary school and secondary school
programs that serve Indian students in order to
ensure that such programs are designed to—

“(1) meet the unique educational needs of
such students; and

“(2) ensure that such students have the op-
portunity to meet the State academic standards.
“SEC. 1262. GRANTS TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES AND TRIBES.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—From amounts appro-
priated under section 3(a)(1), the Secretary shall
reserve 0.59 of one percent to local educational
agencies and Indian tribes in accordance with
this section and section 1263.

““(b) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—
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‘(1) ENROLLMENT REQUIREMENTS.—A local
educational agency shall be eligible for a grant
under this chapter for any fiscal year if the
number of Indian children eligible under section
1267 who were enrolled in the schools of the
agency, and to whom the agency provided free
public education, during the preceding fiscal
year—

“(A) was at least 10; or

‘““(B) constituted mot less than 25 percent of
the total number of individuals enrolled in the
schools of such agency.

““(2) EXCLUSION.—The requirement of para-
graph (1) shall not apply in Alaska, California,
or Oklahoma, or with respect to any local edu-
cational agency located on, or in proximity to,
an Indian reservation.

““(c) INDIAN TRIBES.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—If a local educational agen-
cy that is otherwise eligible for a grant under
this chapter does not establish a committee
under section 1264(c)(4) for such grant, an In-
dian tribe or a consortium of such entities that
represents not less than Y3 of the eligible Indian
children who are served by such local edu-
cational agency may apply for such grant.

““(2) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary shall treat
each Indian tribe or consortium of such entities
applying for a grant pursuant to paragraph (1)
as if such Indian tribe were a local educational
agency for purposes of this chapter, except that
any such tribe is not subject to section 1264(c)(4)
or section 1269.

““(3) ELIGIBILITY.—If more than 1 Indian tribe
qualifies to apply for a grant under paragraph
(1), the entity that represents the most eligible
Indian children who are served by the local edu-
cational agency shall be eligible to receive the
grant or the tribes may choose to apply in con-
sortium.

“SEC. 1263. AMOUNT OF GRANTS.

“(a) AMOUNT OF GRANT AWARDS.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b) and paragraph (2), the Secretary
shall allocate to each local educational agency
that has an approved application under this
chapter an amount equal to the product of—

‘“(A) the number of Indian children who are
eligible under section 1267 and served by such
agency; and

‘““(B) the greater of—

‘““(i) the average per pupil expenditure of the
State in which such agency is located; or

““(ii) 80 percent of the average per pupil ex-
penditure of all the States.

““(2) REDUCTION.—The Secretary shall reduce
the amount of each allocation otherwise deter-
mined under this section in accordance with
subsection (e).

“(b) MINIMUM GRANT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding subsection
(e), an entity that is eligible for a grant under
section 1262, and a school that is operated or
supported by the Bureau of Indian Education
that is eligible for a grant under subsection (d),
that submits an application that is approved by
the Secretary, shall, subject to appropriations,
receive a grant under this chapter in an amount
that is not less than $3,000.

““(2) CONSORTIA.—Local educational agencies
may form a consortium with other local edu-
cational agencies or Indian tribes for the pur-
pose of obtaining grants under this chapter.

““(3) INCREASE.—The Secretary may increase
the minimum grant under paragraph (1) to not
more than $4,000 for all grantees if the Secretary
determines such an increase is necessary to en-
sure the quality of the programs provided.

‘““(c) DEFINITION.—For the purpose of this sec-
tion, the term ‘average per pupil expenditure’,
used with respect to a State, means an amount
equal to—

‘(1) the sum of the aggregate current expendi-
tures of all the local educational agencies in the
State, plus any direct current expenditures by
the State for the operation of such agencies,
without regard to the sources of funds from
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which such local or State expenditures were
made, during the second fiscal year preceding
the fiscal year for which the computation is
made; divided by

‘““(2) the aggregate number of children who
were included in average daily attendance for
whom such agencies provided free public edu-
cation during such preceding fiscal year.

“(d) SCHOOLS OPERATED OR SUPPORTED BY
THE BUREAU OF INDIAN EDUCATION.—

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (e), in
addition to the grants awarded under subsection
(a), the Secretary shall allocate to the Secretary
of the Interior an amount equal to the product
of—

‘““(A) the total number of Indian children en-
rolled in schools that are operated by—

““(i) the Bureau of Indian Education; or

‘“(ii) an Indian tribe, or an organization con-
trolled or sanctioned by an Indian tribal govern-
ment, for the children of that tribe under a con-
tract with, or grant from, the Department of the
Interior under the Indian Self-Determination
Act or the Tribally Controlled Schools Act of
1988; and

‘““(B) the greater of—

‘(i) the average per pupil expenditure of the
State in which the school is located; or

““(ii) 80 percent of the average per pupil ex-
penditure of all the States.

““(2) SPECIAL RULE.—Any school described in
paragraph (1)(A) that wishes to receive an allo-
cation under this chapter shall submit an appli-
cation in accordance with section 1264, and
shall otherwise be treated as a local educational
agency for the purpose of this chapter, except
that such school shall not be subject to section
1264(c)(4) or section 1269.

‘““(e) RATABLE REDUCTIONS.—If the sums re-
served for any fiscal year under section 1262(a)
are insufficient to pay in full the amounts deter-
mined for local educational agencies under sub-
section (a)(1) and for the Secretary of the Inte-
rior under subsection (d), each of those amounts
shall be ratably reduced.

“SEC. 1264. APPLICATIONS.

‘““(a) APPLICATION REQUIRED.—Each local edu-
cational agency that desires to receive a grant
under this chapter shall submit an application
to the Secretary at such time and in such man-
ner as the Secretary may reasonably require.

“(b) COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM REQUIRED.—
Each application submitted under subsection (a)
shall include a description of a comprehensive
program for meeting the meeds of Indian chil-
dren served by the local educational agency, in-
cluding the language and cultural needs of the
children, that—

‘(1) describes how the comprehensive program
will offer programs and activities to meet the
culturally related academic needs of American
Indian and Alaska Native students;

“(2)(A) is aligned with and supports the State
and local plans submitted under other provi-
sions of this Act; and

‘““(B) includes academic standards for such
children that are based on the State academic
standards adopted under subpart 1 for all chil-
dren;

“(3) explains how the local educational agen-
cy will use the funds made available under this
chapter to supplement other Federal, State, and
local programs, especially programs carried out
under subpart 1, to meet the needs of such stu-
dents;

‘““(4) demonstrates how funds made available
under this chapter will be used for activities de-
scribed in section 1265;

‘““(5) describes the professional development
opportunities that will be provided, as needed,
to ensure that—

‘““(A) teachers, school leaders, and other
school professionals who are new to the Indian
community are prepared to work with Indian
children; and

‘““(B) all teachers who will be involved in pro-
grams assisted under this chapter have been
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properly trained to carry out such programs;
and

““(6) describes how the local educational agen-
cy—

“(A) will periodically assess the progress of all
Indian children enrolled in the schools of the
local educational agency, including Indian chil-
dren who do not participate in programs as-
sisted under this chapter, in meeting the stand-
ards described in paragraph (2);

“(B) will provide the results of each assess-
ment referred to in subparagraph (A) to—

“(i) the committee described in subsection
(c)(4); and

““(ii) the community, including Indian tribes,
whose children are served by the local edu-
cational agency; and

“(C) is responding to findings of any previous
assessments that are similar to the assessments
described in subparagraph (A); and

““(7) describes the processes the local edu-
cational agency used to collaborate with Indian
tribes in the community in the development of
the comprehensive programs.

“(c) ASSURANCES.—Each application sub-
mitted under subsection (a) shall include assur-
ances that—

“(1) the local educational agency will use
funds received under this chapter only to sup-
plement the funds that, in the absence of the
Federal funds made available under this chap-
ter, such agency would make available for the
education of Indian children, and not to sup-
plant such funds;

““(2) the local educational agency will prepare
and submit to the Secretary such reports in such
form as the Secretary may require to—

“(A) carry out the functions of the Secretary
under this chapter; and

‘“(B) determine the extent to which activities
carried out with funds provided to the local
educational agency under this chapter are effec-
tive in improving the educational achievement
of Indian students served by such agency;

“(3) the program for which assistance is
sought—

““(A) is based on a comprehensive local assess-
ment and prioritization of the wunique edu-
cational and culturally related academic needs
of the American Indian and Alaska Native stu-
dents for whom the local educational agency is
providing an education;

“(B) will use the best available talents and re-
sources, including individuals from the Indian
community; and

“(C) was developed by such agency in open
consultation with parents of Indian children
and teachers, and, if appropriate, Indian stu-
dents from secondary schools, including through
public hearings held by such agency to provide
to the individuals described in this subpara-
graph a full opportunity to understand the pro-
gram and to offer recommendations regarding
the program; and

“(4) the local educational agency developed
the program with the participation and written
approval of a committee—

“(A) that is composed of, and selected by—

“(i) parents of Indian children in the local
educational agency’s schools;

“‘(ii) teachers in the schools; and

“(iii) if appropriate, Indian students attend-
ing secondary schools of the agency;

“(B) a majority of whose members are parents
of Indian children;

“(C) that has set forth such policies and pro-
cedures, including policies and procedures relat-
ing to the hiring of personnel, as will ensure
that the program for which assistance is sought
will be operated and evaluated in consultation
with, and with the involvement of, parents of
the children, and representatives of the area, to
be served;

‘(D) with respect to an application describing
a schoolwide program in accordance with sec-
tion 1265(c), that has—

‘(i) reviewed in a timely fashion the program;
and
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““(ii) determined that the program will not di-
minish the availability of culturally related ac-
tivities for American Indian and Alaska Native
students; and

‘“(E) that has adopted reasonable bylaws for
the conduct of the activities of the committee
and abides by such bylaws.

“SEC. 1265. AUTHORIZED SERVICES AND ACTIVI-
TIES.

“(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.—Each local
educational agency that receives a grant under
this chapter shall use the grant funds, in a
manner consistent with the purpose specified in
section 1261, for services and activities that—

‘““(1) are designed to carry out the comprehen-
sive program of the local educational agency for
Indian students, and described in the applica-
tion of the local educational agency submitted
to the Secretary under section 1264(a);

“(2) are designed with special regard for the
language and cultural needs of the Indian stu-
dents; and

“(3)