DOCUMENT RESUME
'BD 090 756 EC 061 920

TITLE Basic Education Rights for the Handicapped. 1973
Annual Report of the National Advisory Committes on
Handicapped Children.

INSTITUTION National Advisory Committee on Handicapped Children,
Washington, D.C. '

REPORT NO DHEW-0E-73=-24000

PUB DATE 30 Jun 73

NOTE 24p,

AVAILABLE FROM Superintisndent of Documents, U. S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D. C. 20402 (Stock
Number 1780-01217, 30.55)

EDRS PRICE MF-$0.75 HC-3$1.50 PLUS POSTAGE

DESCRIPTORS *Annual Reports; *Educational Programs; *Exceptional
Child Bducation; *Federal Aid; *Federal Legislation;
Government Role; Handicapped Children; Program
Development

ABSTRACT ,

Presented in the annual report for 1973 by the
National Advisory Committee on Handicapped Children are a reviev of
- the administration and operation of federally sponsored educational
programs for handicapped children and adults, and recommendations for
priorities and future programs. Noted is authorization of the
~advisory committee by Public Law (P.L.) 89-750, and listed are
comnittee members. Reviewed in the introduction are the history of
Federal efforts including a 10-fold appropriation increase in 10
years to support education for the handicapped, and priority goals
for education of all handicapped children by 1980, Listed are
priority recommendations such as clearly identifying and earmarking
Pederal assistance to States for education of the handicapped. A
review of activities and programs under the Education for the
Handicapped Act (P.L. 91-230) focuses on highlights of fiscal year
1973, professional preparation, and telecommunications. Activities of
the Bureau of Education for the Handicapped are seen to include
giving aid to State education agencies, providing support for 10
regional deaf/blind centers in the U. S., stimulating early childhood
education centers, changing procedures to development of more
professional preparation, supporting research and demonstration
projects on intervention, fostering media services and captioned
films, and supporting learning disabilities centers in 40 states. It
is recommended that new legislatior. include factors such as
nondiscriminatory testing, and that attention be given to
accountability, increased financing, and continuing problems such as
institutional reform (KC)




- £D 090756

| Amlual
Report

tl
A da onal
Comm ttee

mmnnnmmmum»nnumnmmwwmumuuwm
il HANDlg |
Jmﬂlll”WWN}W”W”WWWM ﬂl'45}»HWWW)WUW””!l



ED 090756

DHEW Publication No. (OE) 73-24000

’

Basic Education Rights for the Handicapped

i . ' ; 1973 ANNPQ?,L REPORT
of the
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ON HANDICAPPED CHILDREN

June 30, 1973

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF'HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Caspar W. Weinberger, Secretary
S. P. Marland, Jr., Assistant Secretary for ducation

Office of Education
. John Otting, Commissioner




U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
WASHINGTON: 1073

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S, Government Printing Office

Washingtc’m D.C. 20402 - Price: 5b cents
tock Number 1780-01217




R. M. N. CROSAY, M. D.
1010 8T, PAUL STREET
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PEOIATRIC NEUROSURGERY
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March 15, 1973

S

Honorable John R. Ottina
Acting U,S. Commissioner of Education
Wash:lngton, D.C. 20202

Dear Commigsioner Ottina:

As required by the Education of the Handicapped Act, P.L. 91-230, the
National Advisory Comnittee on Handicapped Children has been made re-
sponsible for reviewing the administration and operation of the programs
authorized by this act on behalf of handicapped children, youth, and
adults. This report reflects the status of Federal programs in educa-
tion for the handicapped and their relation to other public and private
programs for handicapped children.

I should 1like to draw to your atteuation the concerns of parents, profes-
sionals and society as they seek to establish the rights of handicapped
children to an education. Federal court actions in Pennsylvania,
Washington, D.C. and elsewhere are mandating immediate redress to handi-
capped children who have been excluded from schools.,

Cn behalf of the National Advisory Committee on Handicapped Children I
am pleased to present this 1973 Annual Report.

Sincerely yours,

Z%é{@lf )7). )7 Q&o&/

Robert M. N, Crosby

Presiding Chairman

National Advisory Committee
on Handicapped Children




THE NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ON HANDICAPPED CHILDREN

The National Advisory Committee on Handi-
‘capped Children was authorized under the
~ provisions of Public Law 89-750, the Ele-
- mentary and Secondary Education Amend-
- ments of 1966, which added a new Title VI,
- Education of -Handicapped Children, to Pub-
- lle Law 89-10, the Elementary and Secondary
~ Education Act of 1965, Under title VI, the U.S.
- Commisgsioner of Education was directed to
establish within the Office of Education a Na-
tional Advisory Committee on Handicapped
~Children.

: In the spring of 1970 Congress passed Public
- Law 91-230 which, among its purposes, codifies
major education legislation for the handicapped
into the Education of the Handicapped Act.
~ This new act continues to authorize the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on Ha -dicapped
~Children. It stipulates that the Committee:

~ .+ . shall review the administration and
operation of the programs authorized by this
title and other provisions of law administered
by the Commissioner with respect to handi-

capped children, including their effect in
improving the educational attainment of such
children, and make recominendations for the
improvement of such administration and op-
eration with respect to such caildren, Such
recommendations shall take into considera-
tion experience gained under this and other
Federal programs for handicapped children
and, to the extent appropriate, experience
gained under other public and private pro-
grams for handicapped children. The Ad-
visory Committee shall from time to time
make such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate to the Commissioner and shall
make an annual report of its findings and
recommendations {o the Commissioner not
later than March 81 of each year. The Com-
missioner shall transmit each such report to
the Secretary together with his comments
and recommendations, and the Secretary shall
transmit such report, comments, and recom-
mendations to the Congress together with
any comments or recommendations he may
have with respect thereto,
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INTRODUCTION v

‘The right of handicapped children to an
.-equal education is now being decided in the
- courts, The necessity for this court action has
. been brought about because ihe handicapped
- child has hed a long and often painful struggle
- -to obtain his place in the American classroem.
- .Time and time again he has won his right to an
 education only to be pushed out by reorganiza-
- tions and new sweeps of priorities which econo-
~ mize and eliminate the earmarked support pro-

grams which enable the handicapped child to

achieve a basic education alongside his broth-
~ers and sisters, :
o The fight to make education for the handi-

capped child a priority has had some influence
-~ within the U.S, Office of Education since the
1929 White House Conference on Children. The
- early years of this struggle were devoted almost
. entirely to gathering of statistics and the pub-
.- llcation of issues within the field of special edu-
- cation as well as “putting out fires” at the
- State and local levels as needs of handicapped
- children became eritical. The early works pro-
- vided a foundation for the expansion of pro-
- grams for the handicapped.
 In the late 1950’s the needs of handicapped
.children became a national concern. Parent
. organizations brought to the attention of Con-
- gress and the White House the failure of local
__education agencies, State education agencies,
. and private schools to meet the needs of these
. children. There were many reasons for this
~ crisis: (1) Better medical care saved and pro-
~ longed the lives of handicapped people, (2)
" families expected greater achievement on the
- part of the handicapped child to attain self-
sufficiency, and (3) society accepted and op2ned
fup wider opportunities for sheltesred and com-
petltlve employment of the handicapped,

The need to know more about these children
,:a:nd what they could and should learn became

self-evident. In 1957 Congress appropriated ohe
nillion dollars for cooperative research, $676,
000 of which was earmarked for work in the
education of retarded children, Under the ad-
miristration of the Office of Education there
continued to be specific designations for re-
search with handicapped children - for 2
years. The percentage- designated for the re-
tarded in 1967 was 61 and 54 in 1958. In 1963
only 5 percent of the research appropriation
was made avalilable for the handicapped.

Although handicapped children have been
eligible to receive benefits from most legisla-
tion on a permissive basis, they have seldom
been able to convince State and local decision-
makers of their rights to share in these Fed-
eral programs, The Vocalional Education Act
and the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act are two examples of the failure of coverage
for the handicapped. Statistics show that poor
people are more likely to have a higher percent-
age of their population handlcapped, yet very
few programs and projects under ESEA or
Vocational Education were designed to include
the handicapped.

In 1958 Congress began to provide special
legislation (P.L. 85-926) to prepare profes-
sional personnel in education of the retarded.
In the same year they created authority for
Captioned Films for the Deaf (P.L. 85-905).
Shortly thereafter a law was enacted (P.L.
87-276) to train teachers of the deaf, By 1963
it became obvious that this legislation should
not be a piecemeal program of fractionated
categorical enactment of laws. Public Law 88-
164 was a broad authority passed to permit
coordination of professional preparation for all
areas of the handicapped, with research pro-
grams for all handicapped categories. To ad-
minister this expanded program a Division of
Handicapped Children and Youth was estab-

1



lished. Prestdent Kennedy appointed Dr. Sam-
vel Kirk to head this new division. The coordi-
nation effort was almost immediately evident

and Federal support grew from $1,000,000 in

1958 to $15,348,000 in 1964,

During the U.S, Office of Education’s reor-
ganization in 1965, the Division of Handi-
capped Children and Youth was disbanded.
This action was taken despite a presidential
citation in February 1965 for outstanding con-
tributions to greater economy and improve-
ment in government operations. Two months
later the Division was the recipient of a su-
perior service award by the Secretary of
Health, Educatio:, and Welfare. In spite of the
publicly acknowledged excellence of the admin-
istration of the program, its components were
transferred to comparable general Office of
Education functional units, Communication and
coordination among research, training, and
services for the handicapped "vas dissipated. As
a consequence, the development of needed edu-
catien of the handicapped was diminished and
reduced in effectiveness. The lack of a visible
and viable administration was sorely felt in the
" implementation of federally supported pro-
grams,

After lengthy deliberations and testimony
before the House Ad Hoc Committee on the
Handicapped, chaired by Congressman Hugh
Carey, the Handicapped Child Benefit and Edu-
cation Bill was introduced. The contents of this
bill were added as amendments to the 1966
Elementary and Secondary Education Act. In it
was included a new Bureau of Education for
the Handicapped in the Office of Education,
with a statutory National Advisory Committee
required to make an annual report to Congress
and to the people of the United States.

To assure efficient, economic, and effective
Federal promotion of education for handi-
capped children an identifiable administrative
unit reporting directly to the U.S. Commis-
sioner of Education was established in 1967.
The maintenance of such a tie remains of con-
siderable interest to local, State, and regional
administrators, to professional and parent or-
ganizations, and to the large number of rela-
tives and friends of handicapped people
throughout the country.

Soon after the Bureau of Education for the
Handicapped was formed, additional legisla-
tion earmarked set-asides in ESEA title I

(P.L. 89-313), ESEA title 11I, and tlie Voca-
tional Education Act for the haniicapped.
These programs are administered jointly by
BEH and other bureaus within the Office of
Education.

A series of additional authorities and amend-
ments directed towards developing a compre-
hensive program for the handicapped have been
enacted, Deaf/Blind Centers, Handicapped
Children’s Early Education Assistance, Specific
Learning Disabilities Centers, and other modifi.
catiyns have been able to extend the depth of
the programs. :

In Januarv 1967, when the Bureau became
an operatior:n' administrative unit of the Office
of Educat’ . the interests of the handicapped
were placed in the central decisionmaking proc-
ess of the Office of Education. This single act
brought together all programs that were con-
cerned with this special target population and
brought to bear the encrgies of the Federal
Government to assure an equal opportunity for
all handicapped children,

In 1969, in response to President Nixon's call
for coordinated and consolidated programs, the
various legislation authorities for the education
of the handicapped were res‘ructured into a
new law (P.L. 91-230), the Education of the
Handicapped Act. This is the basic authority -
for the programs for the handicapped and the
Bureau of Education for the Handicapped. |

Concurrently, efforts are being made to re-
vise some of the traditional discrete disability
categories which have limited service: 1) more
direct focus on the educational needs of severely
and multiply handicapped children; 2) specific
programs to return children, unnecessarily la- -
beled and academically underestimated, to the
mainstream of education; 8) more rigorous and
earlier educational assessment of children with
developmental problems and aberrations; 4)
educatiorial intervention to promote effective
learning in vulnerable infants and very young
children without reference to a specific dis-
ability.

Tahle I shows the growth of funding from
1964 to 1974. In addition to these monies, the
set-aside funds in ESEA title I and title III, -
plus the Vocational Education Act, account for
another 115 to 120 million dollars annualily.

In April 1971 U.S. Commissioner of Educa-
tion Sidney P. Marland, in a filmed presenta-
tion before the national meeting of the Council -



Table I

Year ‘ Budget
Eatimate : Houge Senate

. to Congress Allowance Allowance Appropriation
1964 $ 15,384,000 $ 15,384,000 $ 15,384,000 $ 15,384,000
1065 17,884,000 17,884,000 17,884,000 17,884,000
1966 28,300,000 28,300,000 28,300,000 28,300,000
1967 37,900,000 317,876,000 31,875,000 87,875,000
1968 583,400,000 53,400,000 58,400,000 62,660,000
1969 84,650,000 78,850,000 78,850,000 78,850,000
1970 85,860,000 100,000,000 105,000,000 84,575,000
191 . 94,450,000 104,400,000 104,400,000 104,400,000
1972 ; 104,260,000 109,250,000 110,760,000 110,000,000
1978 131,019,000 143,619,000 181,769,000 148,519,000
1974 * 93,609,000

*Part B funds 37.5 million are proposed to be transferred to Special Education revenue sharir{g; these amounts

for 1964 through 1973 reflect comparability with the 1974 estimate,

of Exceptional Children in Miami, Fla,, called
for a new national priority for education of all
handicapped children by 1980. This filmed pres-
entation was distributed to all State depart-
ments of education -and used on local and
national television programs. Soon after this
call for action by the Commissioner, the Edu-
cation Commission of the States, composed of
governors, State legislators, and State and local
administrators, adopted education of the handi-
capped as one of its major priorities for the
seventies, Many governors have mentioned the
education of the handicapped as a State prior-
ity for their state of the State messages. Re-
cently such States as Missouri, New Jersey,
and Pennsylvania have allocated revenue shar-
ing funds dispersed to the States in December
of 1972 to programs for the handicapped.

It is important at this time to restate the
challenge and charge given by Commissioner
Marland in the spring of 1971, The Commis-
sioner called for a renewed mntual effort by the
States and Federal Government to assure:

« That every handicapped child is receiving
an aprropriately designed education vy 1980
(85 percent by 1978),

¢ That by the year 1977, every handicapped
child who leaves school has had career edu-
cational training that is relevant to the job
market, meaningful to his career aspirations,
and realistic to his fullest potential.

¢ The enrollment by 1978 of 850,000 (85 per-
cent) preschool-age handicapped children in
Federal, State, and local educational day
care,

¢ That all handicapped children served in
the schools have sufficient trained personnel
who are competent in the skills required to
aid the child in reaching his full potential.

¢ The most severely handicapped children
and youth to become as independent as possi-
ble, thereby reducing their requirements for
institutional care and providing opportunity
for self-development, ‘

|



PRIORITY RECOMMENDATIONS

1. WE REAFFIRM THE RIGHT UNDER
THE U.S. CONSTITUTION OF ALL HANDI-
CAPPED CHILDREN TO A TAX-SUP-
PORTED AND APPROPRIATE EDUCA-
TION REGARDLESS OF THEIR PHYSICAL
OR MENTAL CAPABILITIES,

2. WE RECOMMEND MAINTENANCE AND
STRENGTHENING OF A POPULATION-
TARGETED ADMINISTRATION  UNIT
WHICH COORDINATES PROGRAMS FOR
THE HANDICAPPED AT THE FEDERAL
LEVEL AND CARRIES OUT ALL FEDERAL

PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS FOR THE

EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED,
INCLUDING  SERVICE, PERSONNEL
PREPARATION, RESEARCH AND TECH-
"NOLOGY. EFFECTIVE FEDERAL FISCAL
'CONTRIBUTION IS ESSENTIAL TO IM-
PLEMENTATION OF EDUCATION PRO-
GRAII\&IS FOR ALL HANDICAPPED CHIL-
DRE

3. WE RECOMMEND THAT FEDERAL

ASSISTANCE TO THE STATES FOR EDU.-

CATION OF THE HANDICAPPED BE

CLEARLY IDENTIFIED AND EAR-
MARKED FOR THIS PURPOSE.

4. WE RECOMMEND THE FOLLOWING
- ITEMS BE INCLUDED IN ANY LONG-
" TERM IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GOALS
- OF EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED'

o A AN children in America are entitled toan
e g,equal educational opportunity whxch is :

C. Procedures for testing, assessment, iden-

E.

tification, and periodic reports of progress
shall be free of racial, cultural, sex, or
" other discriminatory practices. Frequent -

assessments of all handicapped children
shall confirm the apprepriateness of such :
programs,

Regular educational environments ie,:
neighborhood schools, hospital schools,

special schools and classes, and intensive
educational care units shall be made

available for placement of handicapped
children, ,

Families, guardians, handicapped youth
and adults, as well as other citizens from-
the community at-large,- should- partiei- .

pate as an integral part of the planning -
and operation of these programs. :

When there are differences among the
various parties, i.e., parents, handicapped

- people and school authorities, due process:
- procedure should be avallable to assure .
that an equal educational opportunity is §

available for all handicapped chlldren

~For all Federal funds intended for baslc,
rducational programs for the handis
capped the State education agehey shall St
be the sole recipient and be administered ;
by its special education unit. In addition,
approved special projects and demonstra- -

tions may be awarded directly to State
education agencies, local education

agencies, private agencies, and coiieges

and universities. Federal funds admi
istered by the SEA ﬁmust,,ﬂf







o the needs of the handlcapped ~ Teleco L
{?\;‘:gﬁfg;e:% ?lf“'('ll: ti;)cbaetitt::e(;v:;h:r; d‘:‘ cgt?ifg‘ | A special note of intexest in the educationai;

barvirs o his lammig. Such an approney  hiclosy are was tho capilonig of Prel:
‘rings together multi disnipiined resources and oy “somo years the Bureau has beeri working"r-

“ institutions in a compiementary rather than , towards captioning of the news at the time it is
a duplicative effort, All are directed towards broadeast. This is the first oxamplo of such a
the reductlon of dependency on the part of the program, Additlonal efforts are being mad

~ handicapped chiid and his entry into regular 2

i . .with the Public Broadcasting _Service anc
: education pwgmms when that is po‘asible. o ,WGBH Off Boston’to provl d6 as my

"h Bureau adopted a new pxocedure fové
ding the development of professional per- i)
nel: It provides for“gxeater ﬂexibihty' on the"
of college {versities in

ir speclal education departments, in-
,creasing the numbers of stodents preparing to ‘
- work with handicapped children, and advanc- ‘the FCO pointed out that handicapped peopi
ing existing staff participation in professional are a minonty group, and as such
_preparation and up-dating of skills, It also s t, a
~ requires an evaluation of the effectiveness of h L e
the training which includes a foiiow-up on - The incluslon of handicapped people asapart;_,;jr;
graduates of such programs. The new funding of a normal story iine in generai television pro-
- format encourages the retraining of surplus S
- regular teachers and the recruitment of oui;-;wg “and in g

for a different use of manpower which would o
'_modify the numbels and kinds of professionais s
'gequired S S :



unden:
Education for the Handicapped Is charged with
6 administration of all parts of the Education
the Handicapped Act. It is also required to

of the H ;dicapped Act e
id to State Educatlon Agencles e

‘en annually at a cost of $37,500,000 per year,
ate and local resources continued 500 or more
of these projects which were Initlated by Fed-

grams there is an immediate expansion of
ivities as they are replicated throughout

~ BUREAU OF EDUCATION FOR THE HANDICAPPED
Public Law 91—230 the Bureau of’

dinate activities with other ageneles when
ucation ‘of handicapped children is In- - leges and ‘universities, vocational. education,*‘
Coordination with other agencles spe-

nvolves ESEA title I (P.L. 89-818), residentfal schools. The Bureau requires that

there be a sharlng of plang with the public ai
that there oxisi a range of services frot
~ dential’ schools to- integration of handi

tle 111, the Vocational Education Act

ead Start and Child Advocacy pro-
his teport 'will summarize the main
ints of interest under each part of the Edu- :

ﬁ local school system.

‘During: recent yeaxs Part B has funded about :
000 projects which provided part of the edu-

- cap.
onal service for 800,000 handicapped chil-

eral funds each year, In a substantial number fFUNDs EXPENDE’D BY TYPE OF HANDICAPPED;F'»?

Excellent ideas kangl programs are
ported: across State lines a

L l":ifTramabie Mentally Retarded § 27 oseo ,
" Educable Mentally Retarded

sive long -range planning efforts dlrected to E .
wards full service programs. State udvisory
committees have been formed in almost every

‘State to assist with this planning. These com-

mittees inelude experts from local schools, cole

vocatlonal rehabilitation, health agencies, a

children {nto regular educatlon

A better understanding of the effect. of this
act 6an be seen in table II, which breaks out
children served and monies expended by handl-,;~ T

Table !I

 CHILDREN AND NUMBER OF CHILDREN
" SERVED; UNDER PART B, EHA; P.L,
sy TITLE 111, ESEA; AND THE
vocuzomz, EDUGATIQN A0

- FISCAL YEAR 191

Tvpe o/ Handwap .

naihas

Leatning Disabled ~

: "'rld ,offHearing

‘ Spe thmered




Tabla m

: ;F‘UNDS E«\‘PENDED, BY TYPE OF EXPEND! TURE

UNDE‘R PART B, EHA; PL. 89413
2 FISC'AL YEAR 1011

ln career educathg. The largést vas

Amounl Percem L

Typo of Ea:pondctun Ezpanded Expmded '
-inatructlon o $57620,680; 18

,dmintstrauon 16 88
Ipment for Instruetlon

*‘ffﬁ'eal,progmns' In fiseal ye @‘i‘ie'n.i
__80.000 fhandlcappe children ecgfved some

areas. of expertlse

. Also in New Orlean ”.f ’

Februa




100,000 handlcapped children recelved some
arly education this year. This is compared to
handful of early experimental programs ns
late 48 19656 which served less than 10,000 pre-

“uge of State, local, or private funds, For some
handicapped children education should begin in

“begin during the pregnancy,

ovelopment funded six projects to demon-

grams are helpful to both the handicapped and
nonhandicapped child in that they vorovide ‘a
wider range of experiences for each child. This

slonal mandate which requites the Office of
- Child Development to include handicapped chil-
- dren as'a part of the population it serves within

- m ends Congi ess for this mandate

"Part D Professional Preparallon e

e provides for more freedom flexibil-

ity

art of student support In addition, stu~

milar programs so that an estimated,'

‘8chool handicapped children. Almost 100 per.
“cont of the projects funded under this part of -
he Act are eventually continved through the

Infancy.:Specific work with both the child and
hig parents must start early, Where there is a
high risk factor known, the parents’ work may

his year the Bureau and the Of’ﬁce of Child”

rate the efficacy of handlcapped children be-
fing served in Head Start programs; Such pro-

“joint effort is in response to the 1972 congres-

z?Unlike general education, education of hand»“ ,
{capped children has no surplus of professional
-workers. To meet this continuing need the Bu-
reau has moved to a changed procedure for
¢ eloping réquired manpower. The new pro-

~_CATION

~ of the handicapped has allowed for
~ and orderly transfer, of knowledge in * e
~ The current years activities have been de- = -~
- signed around the priorxties set down by the =

Bureau. Major efforts are being made to vali-
~ date the cost effectiveness of educational inter-
~ ventlons and to test new educationat procedures Ty

1 the part. of the college and niversity to
=meet the needs for professional preparation,
ends are no Ionger automatically provided

~ university, Each program develops a system to i

evaluatr the effects of its training and follow

students through to their eventual employment' S

within programs for the handicapped.

A relatively new aspect is the training of

physical educators and recreational personnel,
Threa years ago almost no training of such

- personnel included work with the handicapped. =~
Today 226 students are entolled in 82 colleges =
and universities and are being trained spe-
cifically to work in- this area. Additional short-

- term workshops are providing inservice train-

ing to staft already employed in programs for -

the handicapped. Year-round activities in phys:
deal education and recreation for the handis -

~ capped are becoming part of the regular oppor- -
~ tunities offered in many programs for the;'
_handicapped. e
©2The Committes is most encoulaged with thecn i

new procedures established in the development

_of manpower needs and commends the Bureau . -

for the actron it has taken in this area. e

: kPart E, Research and Demonstratlon
- Head Start programs. The Committee com- ' i
. The Committee is aware of the development e
~of the National Institute of Education andits -
~efforts in research ; however, IT STRONGLY S

 GRAM OF RESEARCH UNDER THE EDU- .
OF THE HANDICAPPED ACT =~
CONTINUE TO BE ADMINISTERED IN - =
"THE BUREAU, The Committee feels that the

concentrated effort on the targeted pop’ulation‘j_'

- used within the field,

Project PRIME is a joint endeavor' of BEH

1and the Texas Education Alg(enc d;signed o -




ing the appropriateness of speclal class place-  Part F, Med
; ahdlcapped children. An examinatlon* ~ . The most’ A
~-year was the awarding, through highiy
State education agency to’ the Bureau . ;;petitlve process, of the Natlonal Ce
f Ko for.the Handlcapped for the fiscal » :
_1978 related to EHA, Part B and P.L. -
518, reveals that over. 50 percent of the

"':\,*<“‘growth of handlcapped childrén;f in regular.  vist
- classes, ’I‘here appefam to be an urgent need fors”




: the such as Ohlo have designed pr

: opeC :
vho will appear in wheel;‘
Street." "Zoom" has had

he' Handicapped has sought t establish statc. ,f
f i‘de models» of: programs for tea»hing disabled;

cation wh

pt
the. State in deveioping:gui_delines and o
fo these children; All of :

uch? States this usually means. thatf;‘f  Kansas

are hired within State depart-
' ’ L 4 »‘".:.;,gm July 1973 a.s /umis become

I+ secondary level. These projects

~viduallzed- assistance which allow
~ have the support required to achl
. an academi¢ or. vocatlonal progra

A Leadership Training: Institute has b

established at the University. of ‘Arizona 'his

g_rant provides technical asslstan

Calilornia
Colorado

: Ohto
Misslsstppl ;

Utah

A :,"Grants Awarded 'Pn 1972* ‘ ‘ ” G
» ,hat have received grants for thls purpose Ing
-‘some of the grantee States new lawe have been

~Alaska
- Arizona
Georgia
Towa

Michigan
“Nebraska -
- New Mexloo
_-Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico

New Grants (LD) tentatwely schedu




The Comm'ttee is deepiy concerned with the

b’ehalf of the handicapped children that have
been Tnade. in the past years (see appendix B,

Buteau ,ot‘Education for the Handicapped was

formed to plan for this neglected target popu-  an
lation. This is' economicaiiy, administratively,
and procedurally sound, The continuation of an
organization with a strong, broad, Federal fo.
- cus, with policy access at the highest levels of =
DHEW, i3 essential to insure continuation of

| _the many services to the handlcapped provided
o during the last 4 years e :

New I.exisiation

o In the second Nixon Adminlstration it is ..
‘ilikely that new legislation in the acea of the
" education of the handicapped will be enacted
> and financial support appropriated. In devel--
‘oping such legistation there arg 8 number of

ISSUES AND RECOMMENDA"ION FOR THE FUTURE
FOR EDUCATlON OF TH\. HANDICAPPED

services thich%wiil be prov’ide’d,f inciudin‘g{tw :
“dates of initiatlon and anticipated durat
‘these services, This program should

_ necessary with the approval and agreemeht of
~ the parents or guardian of the child; Due proc- -
_ess procedures must be avallable which will =

3, Plon fo,:nachmmd Due Process -

f: . The State, through the local education
_ agency,; should have a plan developed for each
-~ child which has been agreed -upon by the pal
ents or guardlans of the child. This stat‘eme,'

viewed at least annually and an nded i

allow notification of parents or guardian of the -
child when the education agency proposes to = -

change the plan or placement of the child, =
There must be an opportunity for the parents
.or guardian to obtain a fair and impartiai hear- -
*ving, to examme ali records wrth, respect to:

| '?“{muSt be neither racialiy» :

e otherwise discriminatory

the procedures for insuring that such tax-sup

: b Assessment of PerformaMe 0
igOrted appropriate education wiii i)e‘ &Vailable_,_'




"h dicapped éhild or on

ha ‘lcappe adult, in program"j

within the' State. shall'—ﬁf- to the designated Federal organiza oft re
eet the educational standards of the State
ducation ‘agency. Procedures for ‘extending

direct educational services to handicapped chil‘,}'.»
‘ o Flnanc!ng

~measure of accombl{shx'n “ At, of.this goal should
;be documented at regul Aot A%

s_jat;t‘

ble for management and admin ! ,ration

grams for the handicapped £

There is an enlarged need foerederal funds‘

o } devoted to the education of handicapped chil-

o ~ dren, This need arises for seve

"”mph is on 'ccountabiht}’."‘ifk“j",;,;ﬁi.f ety
mterfere with the advance-;{  greater, urdens,




eterioration of education of the handlcapped g
estified to by the later impact of these fallures -
tion upon the' community, The 1068
f the National Advisory Commission
- on Civil Disorders implicates the failure of spe-
clal education asa signlﬁcant orlgin of serious »

‘Report

,speciﬂcally for the educatlon of - the handi
. capped. There must be limited flexibility in thi
{dentification in order that the target popula

tion may be adequately served, It Is also esson

 tial that a percentile formula for measuring
~shate to be received for education of the handi
s capped not be used, but that speciﬁc‘ dolla

; ‘taccepted fact of life. It places an unfair burde

- on some conununities, penalizing them for pro-)
_viding proper education for the handicapped, -
~ while rewarding other communities which are
_ unwilling to assume thelr responsibilities; Thus
_ the education of handicapped children must be

reated as a Federal problem, over and above,_-.ﬁ
h_e, ordinagy educatiqnal responsxbilitles of the,

'method ﬁxesn for_ all time the rela ‘e itior

-;,mg battll)e wlthin the courts. _‘ 8
_ are currently pending i

- Equitable procedures and progi
through the educatlonal ins tut ‘

‘;fment such programs |

2. The emcle”




18t handicapped youth. Programs must | o
=" lished that enable every handicapped y th to{j S
~ he prepared to enter the world of work. on-

- tinulng education programs need Yo be devel:

_oped that allow handicapped people to expand *
their work skills and potential aollitles througha' e

: '-igout their lives. . i

dings ot research and demon-”;* ,
Mo ” ;become & part of local, State, and Federal agen-

ate  cles responsiblé for administration of edyat
"'-f:_programs for the handicapped Shortages o

~required staff to operate, administer, and pla

13 the

nsibility and In some instances State laws

Idren and thelr families,

lon programs must be enacted to respond to

apped child

40 that they become an actlve part‘
chool system is st{ll a major prob- -
ulres' new and bold approaches to
more than 136,000 practieing spectal -

sntion of complicating factorg can’ be

ted by early infant and child education y u
n8, Major new shifts in community re- funds allocated nor the programm tie charg

~ glven to such administrative units, This sh

“changed if these programs are to be-  age continues:to plague these new. orga 128

lome universally available to all handicapped}ﬁ o

- 8, Major reforms in professionai prepara.
and financlal resources,
“court decisions that demand immediate action,
“The handicapped child is now the responsibility
ot only of the special educator, but also of the
eneral educator, All teacher preparation must
~Include techniques for working with the handi-

" Career educatlon Is not yet a fact for every

=10, Major commitrhents'of,resources must{ﬁf .

such . programs - are not ‘commen:

tional units in all programs ‘and - at all levels
This lack of sufficient quantity and quality of i
staff Is in the long run wasteful of both human]_ L

11, Programmatic specialist economic e

cialist, legislative specialist, and administrative
specialist must develop a decisionmaking proc:
‘ess that is child centered and cost efficlent both .
~in terms of short-term gains and long- -range
‘ eﬁ'ects upon local State, and Federal resources. e




~ APPENDIX A

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION AND WELFARE‘
: OFFI{CE OF EDUCATION :
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202

February 21. 1973

;;:'Dr. Robert M. N Crosby
- Chairman -
- National Advisory Committee

| ooon Handicapped Children

~ Office of Education

: Washington, . c. 20202
,Dear Dr. Crosby.

; Thank you for your letter of Febtuary 5 on behalf of the National

- Advisory Committee on Handicapped Children concerning the expiretic

of the Education for the Handicapped Act."

,":I an in accord with the Council's assessment of the imporh"
~ education of handicapped children. I can aseure the Co
ha A

‘~'every effort is b

':Education Revenue Sharing proposal., P.L. 89-313 funds (now include
asection 103 of Title 1 ESEA) will also be included in the E




APPENDIX B
' R M. N. GROSBY, M. D.
tolo QT PAUL aTﬁ!ET ;
- BALTIMORE. MARVLAND 21202

VERNON 7»0404

EIATRIG NEUROBURGERY r
;ANDNGUROLOOV" b ‘ e February 5, 1973

v iDr. John R. Ottina S
 Acting Commissioner of Education
. 'Room 4181-D, FOB 6 -
. 400 Maryland Avenue, S M.

ik _Washington, D C.; 20202

‘{75pDear Commissioner Ottina.

, 'The National Advisory Committee on Handicapped Children ie deeply :
~concerned about the future of the USOE programs for the handicapped.pg,
~ We feel that the June, 1973 expiration date for P, L. 91-230," Educa—~ L
tion for the Handicapped Act, calls for immediate action in order Lo
to assure the continued and efficient management of the program for ety
r'twhich we have assumed advisory responsibilities.: : S :

,»v;;jWe are aware of the recent history and current status of the ke
' Vocational Rehabilitation Act of 1972 with the pocket veto and ‘the ! =

~ subsequent inability to appropriate the later authorized. $60 million -
. supplemental, It would seem to be urgent that some 1egislative ‘action

~ be taken on the provisions for the ‘education of the handicapped priori'

‘j;;itojthekregular expiration date in June, 1973 so that" im

‘{ata e"‘does not oceur, A S




