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VOCATIONAL-’I‘ECHNICAL EDUCATION ACT OF
1983 {§

< b ’e

*  Part II . | ‘

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7. 1984 .
HousE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, o
: SUBCOMMITTES ON ELEMENTARY, .
SECONDARY, AND VocaTioNAl EDUCATION,
. Washington, DC.
 The subcommittee met at 9:35 a.m., pursuant to call, in roof
2175, Rayburn House Office Building,” Hon. Carl D. Perkins (chair-
man of the subcommittee) presiding.

Members present: Representatives Perkins, Kildee, Williams,
Hawkins, Boucher, Ackerman, Goodling, Packard, Gunderson,
"Bartlett, and Nielson. : ' .

Staff present: Jolifi F. Jennings, assistant general counsel and.
Nancy L. Kobey, legislative specialist; and Richard DiEugenio, Re-
publican senior legislative associate. w

Mr. KiLpke [presiding]. The committee will come to order. Mr. -
Perkins will be here shortly but I will start off in his place.

This week, the Subcommittee on Elementary; Secondary, and Vo-
cational Education plans to conclude hearings on H.E. 4164, the

Vocationz!-Technical Education Act of 1983, ,
* " Last yeur, we held four hearings on this bill, which is the result .
of extensive work by the American Vocational Asscciation, the -
American Association of Community and Junior Colleges, and the
National Association for State Directors of Vocational Education.

These hearings have helped us to understand the major issues in
vocational education reauthorization, and provided a forynr for rec-
ommendations to improve the existing law or this bill. ™

The subcommittee has scheduled a markup session for this bill
on February 22 at 9:30 a.m. _ °

Our first Witness this ‘morning is our colleague, Hon, Robert-E.
Wise, Jr., a,Member of Congress from the Third District of West
Virginia. 3 - _

Congressman Wise, you may give your'testimony in toto or sum-
marize it as you wish. .

STATEMENT OF HON. ROBERT E. WISE, JRZA REPRESENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

Mr. Wise. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. .

M:. KiLpeg. In any event, your whole testimony will be included
in the record.

Mr. Wise. Thank you, sir. .

Mr. Chairman, members of the subcofmittee, I appreciate the
opportunity to be here with you. Vocational education is a program
that [ take personally, coming from West Virginia. .

I feel_compelled to-say thank you for the more than 80,000 sec-
ondary “school students, 44,000 adults, 12,000 community gollege
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students, and an additional 31,000 part-time trainees, and 3,500 in-
dustry-trained West Virginians who receive vocational-educutina.

These numbers alone reflect the importance that West Virginia
places on industrial and technical training. It is very important {0
us, that I think you know, since our State, for the last year, has
had the highest unemployment rate in the Nation, voc-ed is vital to
preparing our work force for economic recovery. =

This economic recévery does not come easy, however. Coal-pro-
ducing counties in my district lie dormant, In some aveas I have
pockets of unemployment exceeding 30 and 40 percen., Of the 14
counties { represent,. 7 have unemployment greater than 25 per-
cent, ' : . :

Heavy manufacturing has been battered by foreign competition
attracting new firms to West Virginia, as is true with so many of
?ubr areas depends on the availability of a highly skilled pool of .

abor,

I just want to shase—and I will depart from my statement pretty
much~] i’_ust'want to share some personial experiences with voc-ed
and why | think it is so important what you are.doing.

Weé had a Volkswagen plant open up several gears ago. We did.
not have properly gualified pecple, and so to find the technical
workers we had to recruit them not caly from out of State but also
from out of the country.

Voc-ed in that situation happily is being corrected because of vo-
cational education. . . .
- This bill,.I think, woyld do another thing, which is to provide
very much needed equipment. When touring one voc-ed center in
my district, I asked to see the area where they were receiving com-
puter training, what was keeping us up in the new emerging tields
of high technology. I was taken into a room where there were
seven students working on keypuwch machines.

. We are playing at voc-ed if we are talking about keypunch ma-
chines in this day and age. o

Happily, there has been an ARC grant that has gone to set up a
statewide comiputer network. That will not reach all the voc-ed
schools but will get to some of them. So we are improving that situ-
ation. I think this legislation would go a long way. :

Let me say that we probably, in West Virginia, a prime laborato- . 4
ry for what is known as the industrial revélution or the technologi-
cal revolution, are certainly going through a transition, and a very
painful one—~basic manufacturing State heavily coal-mining State,
lowest number of coal miners working in-100 years. So vocationai o

> education and the training it brings is really our main hope.

Finally, one estimate I have Seen recently says that all jobs cre-

' ated within the next 5 years, 75 percent of them will not require a .
. college degree but wil)i require training beyond a high school
" degree. Well, that certainly applies to my State. o

It is my beslief and from wgat I am obsérving, most of us will )
probably have to be re-educated several times in our life. Vocation- >
al education is going to be the means by which we do that.

I just want to thank you for-the opportunity to appear to present
the West Virginia expérience and West Virginia need, and to com- .
mend you and the deep commitment advanced by Chairman Per-

"kins for this legislation. It is just vital to my State.

,
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- Thank yuu, Mr. Chairman. ' '
[Prepared statcment of Congressman Robert . Wise, Jr., follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF Hon, Bt WISE, A REPRESEN'CATIVE IN ConGRESS Fron THE
Srate oF WEST VIRGINIA .~

Mr. Chairman and nembers of the subcomniittee, good morning.
- » Though T will be brief, 1 feel compelled to say “thank you” fro.: the more thun
£0,000 secondary school students, 44,000 adults, 12,000 community college students,
f adAitionat 31.000 part-time trainees and 3,600 industry-tvained Wast Virgirians who
receive vocationa) education. N ' .
These numbers, alone, reflect the importance West Virginia places on industrial
. and technical training. Since our State has the highest unemployment rate in the
.. Nation, voc.ed is vital to preparing our workforce for econofuic recovery.
That economic recovery will not come eas{. however. The coal ‘producing counties
in' my district lie dormant. The level of joblessness is somre pockets nxcesds 20 and
40 percent. Heavy manufacturing has been battered by foreign competition. Attract-
inglm}v{ fggms to West Virginia will depend on the availability of a highly-skilled
pootl of laber. Y ]
Qur experience in West Virginli\a,. though, hes been troublesome. At the Volks-
wagen of American plunt in my digtrict for axample, technical workers had to be
recruited not only from outside the State, but {rom oversess, as well, .
One voc-ed centex 1 toured in my district was -raining its students on key-pungh *
equipment. Mr. Chairmon, if West Virginia is to make the slightest stride toward
economic recovery in the 1980's and bsyond, it is rot going to do it on ‘Stone-Age
technology. :
I compare this with voc-ed programs I visited last surnmer in North and South .
- Carolina. They were modern facilities, feflecting the commitment of those States to o
the economic challenge of this generation. ’
In West Virgiuiy, ar AR.C. grant has provided vome vo-tech programns with com-
puters. Reauthorizing the Vocational Education Act, 1 apﬁlaud Chairman Perkins
for his proposal which wouid broaden the contribution this AR.C. grant, for in-
stance, has made to at least one part of West Virginia'e voc-ed program. o
Reauthorization of the V.E.A. should encourage business and industry to play a >’
greater role in vocational education. For many laid-off coal miners in West Vivginia,
there is 110 hope of retumingx\tn the mines. Business can decide where there are op-
portunities for them. And where there are jobe, let's provide.the education to per-
form them, and perform them welll -
I hold the view that for most jobs you don’t need a college eduction. But I also
. believe that you need mdre than_a high school education. In this day and age when
" . the dynamics of our economy are going through a revolution, vocational ucation,
can insulate a State such as 6Jest irginia from the gconomic hardship we have had
to endure over the post few years. The bold vision) dvanced by Chairman Perkins
in his legislation points to that direction.
Thank you, Mr. Chairmuaa.

. Mr. Kipgg. Thank you, Mr. Wise. And thank you for the deep.
concern you have demonstrated in your tenure here in the Con- .
gress—a little shorter than mine but a very effective ane—-on voca-
tional education.

. Is there one suggestion \you could make to the Congress, to:the
Federal Government, about how vocational education in West Vir-
ginia could be improved? For example, should we conzentrate re-
. Elacing equipment, on high technology, or other areas that might
elp in West Virginia? -
Mr. Wisg. 1 believe, Mr. Chairman—and grobabl I should be °
turning this over to those in voc-ed from my State—but in touring
- schools, for instance, in North & id South Carolina this summer, as
I did to try and get a picture of how some othe? States were doing
it, and those States I have always heard about as being some of the
leaders in the field.
» One thing struck me, and that was how modern the equipment
was. That the recognition being if we are serious about attracting
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T industry, then we haye to have the most modern equipment for our
equipment. ' . : =

In West Virginia, [ think that is certainly the case. We have ip-
stances, for instance, of schools where the ldislature has appropri-
ated the money, the schools are built, but because of the financial

. crunch that every State has gone through, we are now able only to
half-equip them. C :

So once again, to my mind, we have wasted the capital invest-

- ment in the building if we are not able'to put the proper equip-
ment in it. Once again, only going halfway. o

I think some States, for instance, might look at what has been-
done in other States, and that is having a pool of the most modern
equipment but making that mobile. So that if you have a situation

"~ where you have a plant that is interested in locating in an area 30 ~
miles, perhaps, from any voc-ed center you could sign a contract .
with that company, move that equipment out there, do the trainming
that is necessary, and take it on to the next place. ' .

 Perhaps there might be some special provisions in this legislation

’ to provide money for that, where you are setting up one basic set-of
equipment that cotld’be mobile as opposed to trying to take 16
schools and give each one the same equipment. .

-~ Mr. KiLpEg. Thank you very much, Mr. Wise. ..

Mr. Goodling. ' i ' ., :

Mr. GoopLinGg. Thank you, Mr. Kildee. e

Mr. Wise, two questions from your testimony. First of all was the
operation which you term “stone age operation,” due primarily be-

. cause of the lack of‘the educational' cammunity’s will to change or

- were there other reasons? Sometimes™ this becomes a problem in
education. n

Mr. WisE. It does become a problem, Congressman Goodling.
¢ My feeling is that it was due to a lack of resources, because the
educators in that institution certainly knew that they weren’*
teaching as they should, ar%l felt frustrated by it.-But that was all
the equipment they had. ¥ :

As I say, subsequent to that, an Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion grant has been received by the State of West Virginia, permit-

- ting them to set up to purchase much more modern equipment for
many of the schuols. But I must say, sadly enough, this school that
I visited did not receive that equipment and,-therefore, presumably
still operating at that same level. ~ r ,

Mr. GoopLiNG. My other question concérned the sttuation in
eastern Kentucky as well as in my own State of Pennsylvania, in
which it is a difficult getting men who were coal miners or steel
miners—as is the case in Pennsylvania to retrain—both tiinking
that somehow or other they are going to go back to that*job. -

Are you faced with that saime problem? ,

Mr. Wisk. Yes, sir; particularly ‘in the first year of the recession
when the' mines went down dramatically. And, of course, our
mines—and I hope the situation is better in your—our mines,
many of them, are still down. I think the recognition is really
coming home that many of those’ mines aren’t going to be opening
up or if they do, they won't be working to that extent. :

- * people to learn qn and, in turn, encourage industry to use that - "
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~ We do see many more miners:now applying..Also, the TRA pro-.”
gram has brought many in, particularly to receive training in auto-
mobile mechanics, house construction, and electrical wiring.

So we are seeing a pickug——at-least my personal observation in
visiting several ‘schools—we are seeing a pickup in miners seeking
employment. - S ! ‘ . :

Of course, you know, you have that problem of somebody who
has been earning $12 to $15 an hour doesn’t like the prospect, un-
derstandably, of going to school to learn a skill that is going to pay
sigr.ificantly less. - "

But I think that some facts of life are hitting. home and people
are seeking this training. v '

Mr. GQODLING. One last question. You mentioned TRA. In some
areas the transition has been a good transition and in other areas
CETA will continue on, with no kind of TRA transition at all. .

How hhs the situation been in your area in relationship to-all of
the forces working together to try to make it a successful program?

Mr. Wisk. In terms of-TRA? As regards to everyone working to-
gether, it has been very good. In fact, the TRA officials—and we’
had some confusion over one set of people being, whether .or not
they would be deemed eligible. The TRA officials from Washington
came in and sat-down with the employment security people, with
thedunion, and the company, so the working relationship has been
good. ‘ - ' ' .

But my impression of TRA is it is like trying to sort out a plate-
ful of spaghetti in terms of who is eligjble for what. There are just
some inherent conflicts in that law that make it almost impossible
to make sense of. So the personnel have been helpful but that we
have all been trying to figure out what the law will pay for and
what it does. , : ot

Mr. GooprINc. All right. Thank you.very much. - *

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr. Ackerman. o N

Mr. AckerMAN. No questions. . .

Mr. KiLpee. Thank you, Congregsman, for your testimony.,

Mr. Wisk. Thank you for the chance.

Mv. KiLpgg. I am sorry, Mr. Nielson.

Mr. NieLson. I would like to ask one questiony

Two concerns I have with, this bill have been raised. One is that
it seems to open up an awful lot of extra categories and diversity of
vocational education, broaden it, and make a lot of things eligible
for participation. : ' .

Does this bother you at all or do you think that we should just
stick with the current definition of vocational education?
~ Mr. Wise: Well, given the statement. 1 have given and from
whence 1 come, 1 would like to see it opened-up as much as possi-
ble, because I think we need that in my particular setting.

Mr. NigLsoN. I wasn't referring to the funding, I was refer&*ing to
the number of categories that are eligible in this. ‘

Mr. Wigk. I know, I know what vou are referring to.

Mr. NieLsoN. That doesn’t bother you?

Mr. Wisk. No, sir. . ' .

_Mr. NigLson. OK;, the second question. *

)
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« In view of our financial situation, daes the doubling of the voca-
tional authorization concern you? Do you think that.is money well
spent, or do you think we should take a look at that figure?

‘Mr. Wisk. I really regard that as the basic investment, particu-
larly as we have cutc:.t-and apparently this Congress is'not going
to fund—that is a subjéct for another day—public-employment type
programs, public-sector employment, the Government being the

. employer of last resort; you don’t have a CETA program anymore;
you don’t have some.of the major public emplqying prograins.
~ If we are not going'to have that—and that is not all bad, not
having that—then I look .at vocational education as being the re-

. placement to that, and what you are doing is you are saying you
are giving people a workable skill—we will provide that education.
- " But what you will do—for instance, in my State, and what I saw
being done in the States that I visited, is that here you have a pro-.
gram that is tailored to business and to industry. It was told to me
explicitly in South Carolina: We are not a board of regents, we are
not higher ed, and we are not public ed. We are here to facilitate

“the growth of industry and pusiness. And I think you will get back
many times over what you put in voc-ed. ,'

* Mr. NIELSON. One last question. K .

Do you agree with the authors of the bill who suggest this should
go through more than one agency in a State; it should go not just

. through the vocational education group, it should go through
higher education as w~11? Do you agree with that philosophy?

Mr. Wise. I have got some problems with that. In_fact, if I had
my way. in my State—and this is my personal observatiofl, not that
of anyone else in my State government—I would set vocational
education as a separate program; not under the board of regents,
not under the Department of Education, or secondary education, on

the grounds that what we are seeing are great turf'battles opening .
u 5 .

P. ) : .

What I have seen in-other States is that is much the same. And
once again referring to the North and South Carolina models,
South Carolina never did put their vocational education depart-

£~ ment under either of the two traditional education systems. And

~ the State of North Carolina just moved theirs out from the tradi-
tional educational agencies, recognizing that it is a separate kind of
education altogether. - - :
" Mr. Nierson. Thenk you.

Mr. Wise. Thank you. .

Mr. KiLpee. Congressman Boucher. X

Mr. BouchHer. Having just arrived, Mr. Chairman, I have no
questions at this time. : .

Mr. KiLbeg. Thagk you very much. .

The next sunel consists of Dr.‘Gene Bottoms, executive director
of the American Vocational Association, who is a very good friend
of this committee, accompanied by four other good friends: Dr.

* Dale Parnell, American Association of Community and Junior Col-
leges; Arnold Loomis, who has been a'mentor of mine-in vocational
education in the State of Michigan; Gary Meers, University of Ne-
braska; and Rosemary Kolde, Great Oaks Joint Vocational District,

_Cincinnati, OH. "

b}
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I think there is room fgr the rest of the panel, there are two in-
volved—to try to get some exchange between the panelists: Dr.
Susan Brody-Hasazi, chaitperson, education committee, Vermont
Coalition of the Handicapped, accompanied by Jnseph Ballard, as-
sociate-director for governmental relations, Council for Exceptional
Children; and Jane Razeghi, director of education and training, the
» / . American Coalition of Citizens with Disabilities! -
- « If they could come up to the table now we will make room.
All right, Dr. Bottoms, if you would- begin the testimony. *

« STATEMENT.OF GENE BOTTOMS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, THE
. AMERICAN VOCATIONAL ASSOCIATION '

Mr. Borroms. Thaf{k you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the -
committee. e\ ’ o :
I am Gene Bottoms, the executive director of the American Voca-
tional Association. 1 would like to take just a moment to tell you a

, -little bit about the four persons who will"assist in answering ques-

. tions you might have concerning H.R: 4164,

Dale Parnell is president of the American Association of Junior .
and Community Colleges. ‘He is former State superintendent of P
schools in the State ‘of Oregon and chancellor of a very large com-

# munity college district in California. - \

* Gary Meers is the president-elect of the AVA, professor of educa- -
tpn at the University of Nebraska, where he has been heavily in-
volved in programs for the handicapped, the disadvantaged, and ,

.. the incarcerated. ' .

.~ Rosemary Kolde is a member of the AVA board, and is .2 direc-

. tor of the Great Oaks Area Vocational-Technical £chool i1 Cincin-
nati; and Arnold Loomis is the Stat% director of vocational educa-

_tion in Michigan where he has given\great {eadership to that pro- - .
gram. " ' -

Mr. Chairman, because of the tine, we have not been able to
complete our written testimony. I would like to ask that the record
remain open until Friday until I can submit a written testimony.

Mr. KiLpgg. The record will remain open for 5 days for submis-
sion of that testimony. o ' :

Mr. Borroms. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. -

On November 1, the AVA and the AACJC and the State direc-
tors presented some comprehensive testimony on the development
and the purpose and the provision of H.R. 4164. . v

Today, my comments will be limited to four priority emphasis in
that kill and leave the remainder of time for discussion 'of issues

. that you might have. : ) .

¢ First, we are concerned that whatever reauthorization bill

emerge give a major national priority emphasis to the moderniza-
tion, the improv. ment and expansion of the Nation’s vo-tech capac- .-
ity in light of current and projected wi"kplace requirements. ,
> L . There are three parts of the bill that give emphasis to this. Part
: A, the Basic State Grant; part D, the ndustrial-Education Partner-
ship for Training in High-Technology Occupations, and tidle I, the
- National Programs. o
Under the modernization, improvement, and expansion priority,
there were several items cf emphasis we had in mind.

wc -1z
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Theré is a greater need for technical level p;dgrams. This coun-.

try has a shortage of engineering technicians.

Second, we have a real need to revise and update curriculuni,
staff, and instructional labs in a number of occupatipns that are
being impacted by the changing technology in the workpiace:

There is a great need to strengthen the academic foundation that
underscores the practices of secondary and postsecondary vocation-
al-technical programs so that graduates can not only get entry jobs
but have the capacityto continue to learn. \

And there is a need to expand programs in fields with growing
emplé)yment opportunities and in communities with growing de-
mands.

There is a need to prepare “advance level technical and skilled
workers through efforts that connect secondary and postsecondary
programs with the workplace. :

And there is a need to support both a national and State capac-
ity for research and development.

We believe it is essential that the reauthorization of vocational
education send a signal to State and local communities:

That 1t is essential to the Nation's economic and equity goals that the pursuit ot

excellence in vocational and technical education receive equal emphasis with aca-
demic education. )

. Mr. Chairman, we are concerned that the several reports on ex-

cellence have failed to give adequate attention to secondary voca”’

tional education in particular. We believe that this bill will serve
as a base for strengthening emphasis on excellence both in second-
ary and postsecondary vocational education. '

Second, we are concerned that the reauthorization legislation be
structured so that adequate Federal investments can be appropri-
ated to target populations of youth who have transitional problems
moving from school to work, and adults who need special help to
take full advantage of vocational education opportunities.

Part E of title II focuses on youth, particularly youth who are
handicapped, disadvantaged, limited English-speaking, that need
vocational education to make this successful transition te full-time
" employment,

Part F of title II focuses on adults in need of vocational educa-
tion in*order to reenter, to advance or maintain employment.

Both parts make it possible for Congress to appropriate Federal
dollars that must be spent on these target populations. A priority
of both parts is to allow funds to be used for support services neces-
sary for increasing enrollment and success of men and women in
nontraditional programs. :

The youth part gives emphasis to those youth that are handi-

capped, who are disadvantaged, linited English-speaking, single
parents, and head of households and persons wishing to enter ‘occu-
pations considered iontraditional for their sex, and who need extra
services and assistance to access and succeed in programs.
“ In designing the administrative provisions for the youth section,
- we sought to address some of the problems identified by the NIE
study that was mandated by Congress concerning this part of the
existing legislation,

13
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The NIE study noted that the match provision of the current voc-
ed legislation, places an incentive on enrolling disadvantaged and
handicapped students into separate programs and not in the muin-
stream programs. .

We have retained the match provision but we have reversed it.
We propose to drop the match- provision for students who are en-
rolled in mainstream programs and allow the Feceral dollars to be
used to pay the total cost for the extra services since State and
local communities are already picking up the total cost of the regu-
lar programs. But where these students are placed in separate pro-
grams, the States would have to match that.

Now, we believe that more people will be served 1s the result of
this; more will be served in mainstream programs-that have a rep- '
utation with employers in the community; that State and local will
in fact invest more because ag more are served in the regular pro-
grams, the States are, in fact, investing.more dollars on these spe-
cial population youth in the regular programs and that separate
programs will no longer be creative for administrative convenience
because of the problems of meeting the excess cost requirements
and the accounting paper work that is tied with existing legisla:
tion. For those of you who can be served in separate programs,
then the local and State communities would match those.

NIE further pointed out the.set-aside provisions have placed a
cap on the amount of dollars that in fact can be appropriated for
serving disadvantaged and handicapped youth. .

While some members of the Appropriations Committee have
often said to us, we would like to appropriate more dollars for the
disadvantaged and handicapped, but we can’t do that unless we
raise the entire base. .

1 \évould like to just share with you the problem that we encoun-
tered. .

With the set-aside in the current legislation, you take the 10 per-
cent for the handicapped results in $123 being available for serving
the handicapped in voc-ed. As contrasted under Public Law 142,
Federal appropriations there for the handicapped and the general
ed program amounts to $222. For the disadvantaged, the 20 percent
set-aside for the disadvantaged comes to $56.14: For each disadvan-
taged student enrolled in voc-ed while under chapter 1, the Federal
Government appropriates $610.

Now, our concern is we have been "asked to do a job that we
cannot do—the amount of dollars here are not adequate. These dol-
lars do not flow with handicapped and disadvantaged students
when they enroll in voc-ed. They are left with the general educa-
tion program. , :

So we have got an awful lot of students—disadvantaged and
handicapped—in the programs who lack basic skills, who need as-
sessment, who need a lower teacher-student ratio, who need extra
time, extra effort. While we have made vocational programs acces-
sible and the growth rate has been very great over the last decade
and disadvantaged and handicapped, what we have not been able
to do is to deliver the quality of programs that increases their em-
ployability and their growth in the marketplace. o

So what we tried to create by creating this title, this part E, we.
tried to establish—it was our intent to establish a floor by saying

”
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that whatever the States spent in thelast fiscal year on the exist-
ing legislation, they were required to spend under part 110-A, 110-
B of the existing law, and 140, that regardless of the amount of dol-
lars appropriated for part E, they would still have to spend that
amount—and that is $511 million.

Now, under H.R. 4164, States would have to continue, regardless
of the appropriation level, to spend $211 million.  _

We want a legislative structure that made it possible for this
Congress and for the vocational educators and other interest
groups to make a case to the Appropriations Committee to raise
the appropriations here in line with the needs that exist to more
effectively serve. _

You cannot make that case with a set-aside. You can only make *
a case for raising the total amount. And we have been unsuccessful
in doing that and the record stands for itself over the last 8 years
in that regard. .

So 'we attempted to try to structure a bill that would not only
continue to access but drive additional dollars to get at that par-
ticular need. . .

Now, the third issue we tried to deal wit was the issue of accecs
cost. Now, the NIE study pointed out that an awful lot of rural. sys-
tems and small systems were turning that money back because the
access cost principle is tied to an accounting concept that creates a
great deal of paperwork back to the individual student.

What we are about here is trying to look at what are those extra
services above and beyond the regular program that these students
need in order to benefit from vocationaFeducatidn.

Now, a number of those are outlined in part E: their assessment
and intensive assessment, they represent the related instruction,
many times a lower teacher-student ratio, and for many youth who
enter voc-ed at the 10th or.11th grade and still.can’t read, write,
and calculate after 10 years of basic education;’you simply have to
spend more time with them.

This is one group of youth that extend the school day and extend
the school year for it to make sense. The only way they are going
to progress in a job is if we give them the skills to continue to’
learn as well as a job entry skill.

So we shifted emphasis in H.R. 4164 from an excess cost princi-
ple to an extra service notion that the Federal dollars will pay for

. the extra services needed here for these individuals to succeed. And
4n effort to shift from an accounting strategy, to reduce {he paper-
work, so that more rural systems could participate, so that systems '
could begin to share services across lines. : ‘

The fourth item we dealt with is to try to focus on special popu-
lations of that group of youth who have transitional problems who
represent one group and the other group;being adults, who have
different kinds of needs.

In addition, we m.«de one other change that is important that

ou recognize from the existing bill. If you look at where the exist-
ing Federal dollars, many of those dollars go to operate the regular
* program, to maintain them.

If you look at H.R. 4164, we have removed using Federal dollars
to maintain existing programs as a purpose. We do allow the ‘use of
Federal dollars to maintain these extra services for special popula-
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tions. The only exception in there, there are a few States who con-

*tinually said to us, if you pull out the Federal dollars tomorrow
* that we are using to operate some existing programs with that are
needed, we can’t find the Stute and local money overnight.

So we made it possi*‘e for the State board to make exceptions
over a phaseout period. '

The point I am trying to make: We made it possible for the Fed-
eral dollars to maintain services for these students but not the reg-
ular students, which is a substantial shift from the existing legisla-
tion to what has been proposed. :

Now, with this background, there are many who.feel that this is
still not an acceptable approach to the handicap d and that

maybe we ought to pull the handiezpped out of part E and place it

-Zs a set-aside at the 10-percent level, or some percent level in part
' There is certainly a precedent for that because the Federal stat-
iites for the handicapped and for chapter 1 have in fact separated
the disadvantaged and the handicapped in the treatment. The

problem you sgill have, however, is a problem of how you drive up

the dollars for an adequate amount.

Now, another alternative that you may want to consider as l_iy'ou
work through this is a question that many people have raised: How
do we get these Federal dollars already appropriated for handi-
capped youth and disadvantaged to follow those youth once they
enter vocational education? ’ '

The point I want to leave with you—we feel what we propored
has merit; we gave a great deal of thought to it; we are flexible; we
are concerned about this special poEulation youth. And we want to
work with you as you try to work through an acceptable means for
getting at that. .

Now, let me just return briefly to the adult priority. The cut-
backs in Federal appropriations of the past 4 years heve hurt us
and often in programs for adults.

We recently surveyed some 600 local districts and communit
colleges, and 75 percent report that thefy have to restrict enroll-
ments for adults; 50 percent are offering fewer night and afternoon
classes; and 49 percent are offering fewer courses and programs for
retrained adults. And many, many report waiting lists in those pro-
grams where there are job demands.

We will be proposing to you a technical amendment in the adult

area to make sure that it says something to the effect that States,

shall address the particular needs of handicapped adults.

I have two other concerns, and I will be brief with those.

We were concerned, and the bill is before you, that there be a
closer connection between vocational education in the private

sector. I won't outline for you but the written testimony will have

it for you, some 8 or 10 places in the administrative provisions that

have linked closer with the private section.

We believe that what we proposed will involve the private sector,
and employers, and designing, and implementing, and evaluating
programs. In fact, one of the provisions call for teams of employers
who employ people and fails to evaluate at least 20 percent of the
programs each year that receive funding under this, particularly to
see if those programs meet the requirements of the workplace.

!
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We believe what we proposed is reasonable and cost effective.

The last point I would like to address is that there. be an ade-
quate level of Federal investment with this bill. We know that is

. an issue you are going to have to deal with.

Without some increased appropriations, H.R. 4164 simply repre-
sents words that have little meaning in the lives of people or in-
creased worker productivity.

We ' believe that the authorization requested in H.R. 4164
amounting to $1.5 billion is reasonable. The enactment of this level
of authorization would certainly send a message that the Members

. "of Congress believe that vocational and technical education is im-
portant to achieve gertain national ecqpomic goals and equity.
goals, and it should receive equal emphasis to academic >ducation
by State and local educational agencies. '

It should be noted that the 1980 appropriation level for this field
in today’s dollars would exceed $1.1 billion. - _

The authorization level requested in. H.R. 4164 is actually less
than what was authorized in the existing legislation in 1976, some
8 years earlier—with inflation having gone now about 100 percent.

Finally, we recognize that the committee will ‘have to decide on
the authorization:level. As tu whether you are going to have an au-
thorization level or go with such sums as necessary, our hope
would be that for the initial authorizing year that you establish a

.level of authorization that would represent a significant increase
over the present amount being appropriated, which would indicate
~ that you recognize the level of need that exists, and further estab-
lish that this is an area needing greater national attention.

If that could be established, it would seem reasonable and appro-

priate to use the language such sums as necessary for the out-
years. - ‘

survey we have had in terms of how this year of education is hurt-
ing. '

Sixty-seven percent of those who responded reported.reduction in
support services for students with special needs. :

the cost of voc-ed. .

Seventy-nine percent report dollars have been reduced for cur-
riculum development.

- -outdated-equipment,

paired that is broken down. .

Seventy-three percent reported that staff development activities
have been reduced. .

Seventy-two percent report reduction in leadership position at
the local level, and 76 percent at the State level.

In summary, we sought to focus on a Federal role that would
seek to modernize and improve while at the same time expanding
access with quality for target groups to benefit from vocational
education, : .

We seek to achieve this to procedures that strengthen the con-
nections between voc-ed employers and labor, and the planning,
conducting, and evaluating the national vo-tech program. »

17 ‘
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Let me just share with you again some figures from the recent

Seventy-two percent reported students having to pay more for |

Ninety percent report that they have not been able to replace )

Eighty-one Eercent\said chey can't get current equipment re-'
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Dr. Parnell, at this point, wanted to make a brief statement on
one of the concerns that we have addressed. x
[Prepared statement of Gene Bottoms follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF DR. GENE BorTroMs, ExECUTIVE DIRECTOR, AMERICAN
_ VOCATIONAL ASSOCIATION ' ‘

. 1. INTRODUCTION .

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, ] am Gene Bottoms, Executive Di-
rector of the American Vocational Association. I have with me today four persons
who will assist in answering any questions you might have. .
. Dale Parnell is the president of the American Asscciation of Junior and Commu- .
nity Colleges, former state superintendent of schools in Oregon and chancellor of a
large community college district in California. o ;
Gary Meers is the president-elect of the AVA and a professor of education at the
University of Nebragka, where he has been involved in vocational education pro-
grams for the handicapped, the disadvantaged, and the incarcerated. .
Rosemary. Kolde, is a member of the AVA Board of Directors and is th
of the Great Oaks Area Vocational-Technical School in Cincinnati, Ohijo.
. Arnold Loomis, is the state director of vocational education in Michigan and is ©
giving excellent state leadership for vocational education. e S T

e director

11. TESTIMONY OVERVIEW '

Mr. Chairman, on November 1, the AVA, AACJC and state directors of vocational )
education presented comprehensive testimony on the development,:purposes and ' B
provision of H.R. 4164, Today, niy comments will be limited to four priority empha- |
ses in H.R. 4164, leaving the remainder of the time for discussion of those issues and |
concerns that you have. : \

Firgt, we are concerned that H.R. 4164 retain as a major national priority the \
mggernization, improvement and expansion of the nation’s vocational-technical ca-

‘in light of current and projected work place requirements. The three parts of ¢
) the Bill that emphasize this priority are Part A (Basic State Grants); Part D (Indus-
. trial-Education Partnership for Training in High-Technology Occupation); and Title
III (national programs), .
Under the modernization, improvement and expansion priority, we have several
areas in mind:

The need to give greater emphasis to technical level programs.

The need to revise, and update curriculum, staff, and instructional labs in
light of changing requirements of the workplace.

The need to strengthen the “academic foundations” that underscore second-
ary and postsecondary vocational-technical programs so that vocational gradu-
ates not only have entry-level job skills, but also the capacity for continued
learning that is necessavy for advancement.

. The need to expand programs in fields with growing employment opportuhi-

ties and in communities tﬁat have increasec -.2mand for vocational education.

The need to connect a sequential secondary, postsecondary vocational educa-
tion program with the work place in order to prepare advanced level technical

- and skilled workers. S e e e s e R

The need to support both national and state research and development,

The need to improve programs that prepare people for work in the home,

We believe that the reauthorization of vocational education should send a signal
to states and local communitjes, that the pursuit of excellence in vocational-techni-,
cal education is essential ta,the nation’s economic and equity goals, and that it re-

’ ceive equal attention with academic education,

‘ We are concerned that the several reports on excellence have failed to give ude-
quate -attention to secondary vocational education, and we believe that H.R. 4164

¢, will help strengthen secondary and postsecondary vocational education. )
™ OQur second concern is that H.R. 4164 be structured so that adequate lederal in-
vestment can be appropriated to target populations of youth and adults who need
special help to take ful advantage of vocational education opportunities. Part E of
Title II focuses on youth thandicapped, disadvantaFed, limited English-speaking)

‘ that need vocational education to make a successful transiticv. to initial b

ull-time
employment. Part F of Title II fociises on adults in need of vocational education in
order to reenter, advance, and/or maintain employment. Both parts make it possi-
ble for Congress to appropriate federal dollars for these target populations, and to

[l
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" & allow funds for the support. services necessary to increase the enroliment and suc-
cess of men and women in nontraditional vocational programs.
Part E emphasizes handicapped, disadvantaged and limited English-speaking
youth, single parents and heads of households, and persons wishing to enter occupa-
_ tions considered non-traditional for their sex. These are the students who need extra  °
. tervices and assistance to enter and succeed in vocational programs, and to eventu-
. ally enter into employment. ) '

In designing the administrative provisions for Part E, we sought to address some
of the problems identified by thie NIE study mandated bz Congress on vocational
education. The NIE study pointed out two particular pro lems with the set-asides
for serving disadvantaged and handicapped youth. .

First, the excess cost requirementp impose. record-keeping burdens that many lo-
cales find difficult to shoulder. Smaller and rual districts are especially hard pressed
to account for excess costs and are therefore likely to be deterred from ‘applying for
federal funds to serve students with special needs. .

- Second, the interpretation of the excess cost rmuirementa has created a disincen-

tive to mainstream handicapped or disadvantaged students in. re lar classes. H.R.
4164 encourages the mainstreaming of handicap students by decreasing the
match requirement of the existing legislation, not e iminating it.

If local districts and vo-tech schools and community colleges enroll handicapped
or disadvantaged students in mainstream vocational programs, H.R. 4164 proposes
that federal funds be used to pay only the extra services required to effectively
serve them. If they elect to enroll such students in separate programs, then the
%tate and local eligible recipients would huve to match the federal dollar. We believe

he consequences of this shift in emphasis will mean that more handicapped and
disadvantaged students will be served and that state and local systems will, in fact,
invest more dollars in mainstreaming special population youth. T

Under H.R. 4164, if states elect to establish special programs for handicapped stu-
dents, they will no longer be able to secure 100 percent federal funding. They would,
instead, have to match the federal contribution fifty-fifty, eliminating the financial
and administrative advantage of establishing separate programs. It would thus be -
more attractive for states to use federal funds to pay the much lower extra costs of
miainstreaming handicapped and disadvantaged students. )

Though detailed figures are not available, we believe that the substantial portion -
of federal dollars is currently going for students in . parate programs and a very -
small amount is going to the extra services required by mainstreamed students.

We believe this shift in emphasis constitutes an educational approach to the prob-
lem rather than the accountinf‘ approach that has created severe paper work and
burdensome bookkeeping problems. Placing incentives on mainstreaming special’
population students would result in improved services to these youth and ensure
their access to the programs that have better reputations with employers. The extra
services approach would, in fact, aillow some systems—too small to do anything on'
theiy own—to pool their resources and mount a core of common services that would
benéfit both handicapped and disadvantaged populations. _

. The set-aside provision of the existing vocationai education legislation has limited
the funds for the handicapped, disadvanta%ed, and other populations to 10 ard 20
percent of the basic state grant regpectively. Increasing these amounts, therefore,
reqlt(lires increasing the appropriations for the total grant—often a monumental
tas . ——— . e aee e . PR EpeR—— -.-'....-n»«... L T T P LTS . .. e =

As a result, the set-aside approach has not resulted in driving up appropriations .
that can respond to the incre, 18 need, It has greatly expanded access, but the
field cannot deliver to handicapr . J and disadvantaged people the quality of services
they need to be effective!‘y prepared for employment. »

Our intent with H.R. 4164 was to create a legislative structure that would enable
Songress more easily to appropriate dollars to match the needs of target popula-

ions. '

But this is not all. Vocational education has been asked to provide a costly and

. iwgortant service to handicapped and disadvantaged people, but has been given less
fedéral support than other pr%éama for underserved populations. The federal allo. "
cation under the- Vocational Education Act amounts to $123.12 per handicapped
Eupil in 1980-81 compared with $229.29 per pupil under The Education for All

andicapped Children Act. The disiarit is even greater for disadvantaged youth—
$56.14 per pupil in 1980-81 under the Voc-Ed Act, compared with $610.84 ger pupil
under Chapter I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act in 1981 -82,

In addition, dollars appropriated to disadvantaged and handicapped students

under other federal programs do not follow those students into vocational education.

St 19
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.Vocational education, therefore, must rely on the established set-asides alone, even
if they are not enough to cover increasifig needs. : L
Several groups have expressed concern that proposing a youth section with its

‘'own line item authorization would eliminate federal support for the handicapped-

and disadvantaged. They believe that only Part A of Title II would receive appro-
priations. :

We sought to address this concern by drafting an administrative procedure on
Page 76, starting with line 21. This states that regardless of the appropriation levsl
for Part E, states would be required to spend at least the same level of federal dol-
lars that they were required to spend in the last fiscal year under Section 110 a and
b, and Section 140 of the existing legislation. Based on 1984 appropriations, this
would be $211,579,340. .

To give even greater emphasis to using federal dollars as a priority for targ :t pop-
ulations, page 74, lines 1-10 of H.R. 4164 restrict the use of federal dollars to pay
the basic operating cost of existing programs to target population youth and adults.

Other exceptions would require special action of the State Board of vocational
education. This provision was placed there to allow a few states time to shift the
operation cost of certain programs to state and local sources. It should be noted that
the emphasis in Part A of Title II is to use federal funds to improve, to-intensify
and to modernize existing programs. . \

H.R. 4164 does, in fact, target federal dollars on program modernization, improve-
ment, new programs, and the targeted popultion of youth and adults. It also seeks
to limit the use of federal dollars to pa{ the basic programs cost. The recent cutback
in federal appropriations for vocational education, however, has resulted in a reduc-
tion of vocational education services to adults:

Over 75% of eligible recipients report enrollment restrictions, over 50% are offer-
ing fewer night and late afternocon courses, while 49% are offering fewer special
courses and programs for retraining adult workers. With the kind of economic tran-
sition this nation is currently in, it is essential that the nation’s vocational and
technical capacity be extended to serve the greater number of adults in ‘need of
training, retraining and upgrading, °

Our third concern is that there be a closer connection between vocational educa-
tion and the private sector in the general provisions of H.R. 4164. Following are
some of the provisions: ' . .

a. A ‘majority of the state advisory council members shall represent the private
sector, including the chairperson. o .
b. The role of the Council should expand to include: advising the State Board on
the development of state plans; making reports to the Governor anq others concern-
ing policies the state should pursue to strengthen vocational education; recommend-
ing initiatives and methods the private sector could undertake to assist in the mod-

ernization of vocational education programs, .

c. Page 69, line 18, of H.R. 4164 requires the state plan to ensure that Vocgitlonﬂl
education programs receiving federal funds be designed and implemented with the
assistance of employers. The plan should also address the demands of the job
market, and reflect changes in the content of*jobs. )

d. A partnership approdch is sought in the development and funding ?)1'081'3“13 for
high-technology occupations with the private sector as set forth in Part D. -

e. On Page 77, Section 4.18, a local advisory council is mandated. Its functions are
described and the majority of its membership, including the chairperson, must

_from the private sector. . e . I I T
f. Section 4.42 requires that states each year evaluate at least 20 percent of the

" eligible recipients of federal funds, and that this evaluation be done by teams of in-

dividuals who are engaged in the type of work for which students are being pre-
pared. The legislation is quite spe “fic about the focus of the evaluation. It shall in-
clude planning and content of t! program; the curriculum; (}uahﬁcatmns of teach-
ers; counselors; equipment; insts . tional materials; and the effect of the program on
the subsequent work experience of the graduate.

We believe effective vocational education depends#on involvement and a ,c‘losp
working relationship with the private sector and employers; and that these provi-
sions are reasonable and will be cost effective. . A

Our fourth concern has to do with the level of federal investment. Without in-
creased appropriations, H.R. 4164 simply represents words that won't have meaning
in the lives of individuals, and will not increase worker productivity: )

a. We believe that the total authorization requested in H.R. 4164, amounting t(}
approximately 1 billion, 500 million dollars, is reasonable. By enacting this level °i
authovization, members of Congress would send the message that vocutlonal-t(lechr}d
cal education is important to the achievement of certain national goals and shou
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reccive equal emphasis to academic. education by state and local educational agen-

cies. -

b. It should be noted that the 1980 appropriation level in today's dollars would
exceed 1 billion, 100 million dollars as contrasted with the actual appropriation
level in 1984 of 742 million. :

" ¢. The authorization level requested in H.R. 4164 is actually less than that author-
ized in the previous legislation. :

d. Howevér, we recognize that the Committee itself will have to eventually decide
on the level of authorization. Our hope is that, for the initial authorizing year, the
committee 'Wwould establish a level of authorization that would represent a signifi-
cant increase over the present amount being appropriated. This would indicate that

. the committee recognizes the level of need that exists and further establish that this
is an ares necding greater national attention. If that could be estaulished;”it would
seem reasonable and appropriate to use the language “such sums as necessary for
the outyears”. .

To support this request let me share what is happening across the country in vo--
cational education as reported by secondary and postsecondary institutions. and
state leaders: | . )

67% report a reduction in support gservices for students with special needs.

72% report that students have to pay more for the cost for vocational education.

79% report that dollars have been reduced for curriculum development.

90% report they have not been able to replace outdated equipment and 81%
report funds are not available for equipment repair.

7!3% report that they have not been able .to develop new programs in an area of
need. <.

73% report that staff development activities have been reduced.
729 report reduction in leadership positions at the local level while 76% report

reduction in state staff. : .

111. SUMMARY

In summary, we have sought a focus on a federal role that would seek to modern-

ize and improve the nation’s vocational-technical capacity, while at the same time,

..‘expanding access for providing those extra services essential for target groups to
benefit from vocational education. :

We sought to achieve this through procedures that would strengthen the connec-
tion between vocational education, employers and laborers in planning, conducting
and evaluating the nation’s voc-tech programs. . <,

It was our intent to make sure that we have quality programs in vocational edu-
cation from which special population groups coucid benefit. We h,ave,proposed a leg-
islative structure that would make it possible for federal appro'riations to increase
“according to the needs of target popu ations and make special target populations a
greater priority than they are in the existing legislation. Appendix -A contains sug-
gested technical amendments to further clarify our intent that H.R. 4164 sérve spe-
cial population youth. We believe that we have guaranteed at least the current level
of support with potential for substantial increases.

However, this committee has several options concerning targeted population
youth. The approach used to address the handicapped youth in H.R. 4164 is still an
ares of concern to some groups. It is argued that the handicapped would find them-
selves having to compete wit the disadvantaged, the limited English-speaking, and

" ‘women. Tt has been suggested that thig-concern: could be addressed by removing the .- .

handicapped provision completely from Part E and placing it under Part A with a
possible 109% set-aside—and there is precedent for this separation.

Another approach that would ensure that vocational education received adequate
finds to provide quality services to special populations would be to amend 941-42
and Chapter 1, so that dollars appro riated for disadvantaged and handicapped stu-
dents would in fact follow those students when they enroll in vocational education.

We believe that the approach proposed in H:R. 4164 has merit. However, the ulti-
mate decision on how'to better support and serve special population youth through
vocational education resides with you. Thank you. '

?

APPENDIX A

) AMENDMENT H.R. 4164
Puge 33—line 4 _
After the word “States” delete the remainder of the sentence and substitute the
‘following phrase—or . . . “to find those extra gervices, programs »nd activities nec-
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‘essary to enable eligible ygffth to participate in vocational education and which are -

authorized by this part. . '
Page 32——]in 8
Insert affgr the word twenth-one: (except where state law determines the age of
handicapped youth eligible for services under this act to be other than twenty-one
the state law shall prevail). . ‘
Page 35—line 18 T
Add a new subparagraph (3) to read as follows: .
¢ (3) Funds allocated to eligible recipients under this part shall be used only to pro-
vide the cost of extra services for eligible youth to enable them to enter and succeed
in vocational education prograins, )
Page 37—line 16 SR .
. Adg a new paragraph (b) and renumber paragraph (b) to become the new para-
graph (c). .
The new paragraph (b) to be read as follows: * .
tb) States shall, in accordance with the state plan called for in Section 411, desig-
nate funds under this part to provide the extra services needed by handicapped, dis-
advantaged and limited English-proficient students in order to enter and succeed in
.- ve-ational education programs. ) . o
©  .Page 38—line 16 ' : v
* Add new subparagraph (VD to read as follows:
(VD) disadvantaged, handicapped and limited EnglisH-proficient adults;
Page 46—line 1 - . " X
After the phrase “(including vocational education” insert the phrase—‘and indi-
. viduals who have knowledge and qualifications with respect to the needs of minori-
ties, handicapped, disadvantaged, limited English-proficient students and women'’.
" Page 61—line 1 . R
After the word “individual” and before the word ‘‘to”, insert the following: . . .
“whose sole duties shall be”.. . . i .
o Page T6—line 21 through-Page 77—line 2 ) ?

]

' % Delete paragraph 13 in its entirety and substitute a new paragraph 13 to read as -

*. - ~follows:

13. That for each fiscal year, expenditures in the state for vocatioxl?)/ea‘ucatio‘n )

“: programs, services and,_activities for the haridicapped, disadvantaged, Timited Eng--

lish-proficient and other special needs youth requiring additional services to succeed
in vocational education from parts A.and E of Title II shall not be less for the
hand‘capped than that expended from the 10% allocation for' the handicapped
under section 110(a) of PL 94-482 and -shall not be less than that expended for the

disadvantaged from che 20% allocation for the disadvantaged under section 110(b) |
and section 140 of PL 94-482 for the last fiscal year funded by the Vocational Edu-

cation Act of 1963,
~ Page 77 after lino 2, '

Add a new paragraph to become paragraph 14.

14. That at least 30%' ¢ a state’s allocation that is in excess of*the total allocated
for the last fiscal year funded by the Vocational Education Act of 1963 shall be ex-
pended for those extra services, programs angd .ctivities authorized by Part E of

" Title I1 of this Act. ' '

Page 105—Add a new line 17—Add a new term : .

- .- 126) The-term “Limited English-Proficiency” ‘means an indjviduat-s- -

1. {iy Who was not born in thé United States or w_hose native language is other

than Fnglish; E ,
* (ii) Who comes frotn a home in which a language other than English is most
relied 1pon.for communication; or _— .

(iii* Who is an American Indian or Alaskan Native student and comes from an
environment in which a:language othet than English has had a significant impact
on his pt Her level of English proficiency. . :

2. Who, as a result of the circumstances described in paragraph (1) of the defini-
n tion of “Limited English Proficiency” of this section, has sufficient difficulty in un-

derstanding, speaking, reading or writing the English language to deny him or her
the opportunity to learn successfully in clagsrooms in which the language of instruc-
tion is English (20 U.S.C. 3223(aX1)).

, Q'm:s'nons ,
I. Where does the AVA stand’on, the establishment of performance standards?

¢
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' _ First, H.R. 4164" provides for establishing performancg’m'lgﬂht- state and, local
: levels through the planning process and provides a means of evaluating the results.
These performance goals address hoth program goals and student outcome goals, -

_ Second, performance goals in H.R. 4134 address lab or market demands.and com-
petencies required for entr; -level jobs. Further performance goals address technolog-

ical literacy and the academic foundation level expected of vocational graduates

that is necessary for further learning and the agcessibility . of target populations %o

- vocational education programs. -, : # . .

" Third, the emphasis on performance goals is followed through in the local (plan-
ning process and are evaluated in the state and local evaluation that is called for in
HR. 4164. ° ' ' M o
DETAILED PROVISIONS FOR PERFORMANCE GOALS IN H.R. 4164 : .

Step 1: Starting with line ?. The state is required to develop a three-year plan and
.. to tho_rou[ihlzlassess the current and projected demands for £neral and specific oc-
. cupational skills within ihe state and the needs of individua gerviced or that pro-
- Step 2: P

d

poses to serve. - _ ) )
tep 2: aﬁe 69, starting with line 18. The state is to set forth goals to be achieved
during the three-year period.of the plan concerning: ' ,

. design and implementation of programs with the assigtance of employers;

b. programs-that address the demand of the job market; and, ..

c. teaching of competencies that reflect the content of existing jolbil,
Second, they are to set goals designed to increase the technological literacy of stu-
dents and improve their academic foundations in math and science as set forth on
Paﬁ 10, lines 7 throu‘;h 11,

ird, on Page 70, lines 19-21, they are to set forth ggals concerning the accessi-
bility of women, the disadvantaged, handicapped, and ing?v(duals of limited English
proficiency.’’ . ' ' w7 .

Step 3+ Page T1. The states are to describe the progress they expect to make
teward achievement of these goals during the three-year period of the state plan.’It
is our intent that they describe programs that are measurable. C °
Step 4: Page 71, lines 12-18. The otate is to describe the methods and strategies
that it will employ to reach the goals set forth pursuant to the above.

Step 5: Page T1, lines 8-23. Under the local planning provision set forth on page
77u, eligible recipients are to access local needs in light of state goals and are to set
forth specific goals thefl propose to achieve over the three-year period. i

Step 6: Page 80. The state.is to describe and present evidence showing the
rogress made under the state plan toward achieving the goals previously estab-
ished and to report this in their progress report. .

Step 7: The state ié to conyene a team of persons that includes individuals en-

gaged in the tyre of work for which students are being prepared. The tedm will
evaluate annually at least 20% of the programs receiving assistance under this Act.
T]his_is to determine whether the programs reflect the requirements of the work
place. . v :
Step 8: Page 82. The state is charged to gather and analyze datg to determine the
extent to which the vocational programs are achieving the goals and the progress
expected. This will require states t0 use standardized testing instruments and in
some cases to develop other performance measures. The purpose of the assessment
is to allow the state to detersnine which strategies are working and °to alter thoee
strategies in order to facilitate progress towards stated goals. _

2. Where does the AVA stand in regard to having technical committees composed
of employers and labor representatives responsible for identifying competencies
needed for each occupational area? . . .
The Southern Association of Co)leges and Schools has done a great deal of re-
search in developing competencies needed in occupational areas. There are 12 active
states working with the Association on VTECS. These states include, Alabama,
Georgia, Florida, Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia and Missouri. They have had a total of 20 states
over the past 20 years, and the U.S. Air Force, Army, Marines and Navy are agsoci-
ate members. They have approximately 130 occupations for which they have identi-
- fied competencies, and 20 of these have gone through revieion. In addition, they
have 300 independent job titles. Currently, the{J are working on 1 curricul
guides dfid are doing research on the Test Item Bank. Their, Board -uted to make
this part of VTECS.

The AVA would be supportive of state level technical committees (composed of’
employers and labor representatives) to identiiy competencies needed for different
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occupational areas. We are concerned with the cost of this and believe that at least
50% of the cost should be borne by the private sector.

Each year, some limitations would have to be placed on the number of technical
committees established. For eXample, in states, that offer preparation in 300 or more
occupational areas, the task of stafﬁng, convening, and follow—through is extremely
costly and almoet overwhelming.

hy do we prefer the wordmg “sole state board of vocational educatlon as op-
posed to “sole state agency”?

With a sole state board whose members are appomtad by the governor, represen-
tation from business, industry, labor and the general public can be assured.'A solé
_state agency would not have this representation.

A few states, such as Montana, do not have state boards. In such cases, the head
of the department of instruction becomes the board. Having one person in charge of
the éntike vocational system is not the way to govern it. '

4. What are the provisions of H.R. 4164 for women?

Assisting women to enter and pursue non-traditional occupations is a goal woven
throughout H.R. 4164. The administrative provision concerning women requires that
a state sex equity coordinator be present on the state council. It also requires a goal
to be addressed in the state plan; an area where federal dollars car be used to main-
" tain services; incentives that are given for serving women in mainstream non-tradi-
tional programs. Each local plan has to address the issue of sex equity, and the state
" has to evaluate its progress. )

5. What are the etallednprov:slons in H.R. 4164 for women?

a. Page 4, line 18. The purpose is to assist women in takmg full advantage of voca
tional education programs and opportunities.

- b. Page 20, line 8. The child caré optlon is retained. ’
¢ ¢, Part C. Comp:'ehenswe career gui.'ance and counselmg, elimination of sex blas
and stereotyping.

. Part D. Training for hlgh tmhnology occupatxons, and making these programs

. accesnble to women.

e. Part E. Vocatiopal educatlon pnograms for youth w1th special needs; to provnde
_ opportunities for women who need >etial assistance to enter and succeed in non-
" traditional occupations.

f. Part F. Adult training, retraining, and employmerit- development; makmg pro-

« grams acCessible to women, -

gt Title IV: General Administrative provision provides for full time state sex
equity coordinator.

lh State is required to have appropriate representation for women on state coun-
cil.

i. State is required to have state goals and strategies in state plans for makmg
non-traditional vocational education programs accessible to women.

Jjs Page 74, line 4. Under state application, the state can use federal funds to main-
tam programs to meet the special needs of women.

k. Page 74, line 8. States are given an incentive to involve women in mainstream
non-traditional programs (page 74).

1. Page 77. Local eligible recipients are required to describe how their goals relate
to achieving access for women to -non-traditional programs.
* m. Requires the state to assess the effectiveness of state strategies for addressing
women and to alter strategy as needed.

5y H?ow has AVA sought to address the access of women to non-traditional pro-
grams’
"~ Rather than focus nn target populations separately, we have focused on youth
having difficulties moving from school to work, and adults who need training, re- '
training-and extra services for reemployment or advancement, or employment in
non-traditional areas. Included in both these groups are the handlcapped, the disad-
vantaged, limited English-proficient students, the unemployed, out-of-school youth
and women entering non-traditional roles.

6. How does H.R. 4164 connect vocational education and JTPA?

Summary

A. Coordination and consultation required for Part E and F.

B. Compatibility of data and information system. R

C. Linkage of national and state council through membership.

D. Expanded evaluationrole of state and national council to look at both systems.
E. Coordination to be described through state planning.

7. How does‘H.R. 4164 connect vocational education and QTPA?

-

I} .
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Detail listing .

A. Page 33, Section 243. Requires states to include methods and procedures for
encouraging programs for youth to be coordinated with programs for aduilts under
Title I1—JTPA. B : :

B. Page 41, Section 253. Requires states to coordinate aad consult with State Job
Training Council and to adopt procedures to encourage eligible recipients and PICs
to work together to achiéve most effective use of all federal funds. .

C. Title 111, Page 42. Requires cooperation between secretaries of education and
labor to make the vocational education data system compatible with the occupation-
al informatiqn data of JTPA. . _ ' . ’

D. Page 45. Requireg a person from National Commission for Employment Policy
%f JT {\ to be on National Council for Voc-Ed. Page t4d—same is requirad of State

ouncil. . v :

E. Page 47. Charge the national council to advise the Congress with respect to
improvement of this-Act and JTPA. A similar responsibility is given to state coun-
cils on Page 66. » A : .

F. Page 72. State plan to describe methods of coordination. .

G. Page 78. State may encourage regional planning. .

. H. Page 80. Requires sharing of state plan with state job training and coordinat-
ing council. ’ ! ¢ ! -

. Chajrman PerkiNs [presiding]. Go ahead. '

STATEMENT OF DALE PARNELL, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN
ASSQCIATION OF.COMMUNITY AND JUNIOR COLLEGES

Mr. ParNELL. I would like to talk about money and cut through
all the rest of this because we
press again the support of comm (nity technical and junior colleges
for-the new Vocational Techni¢ Education Act, H.R. 4164, the bill
that you are developing.

S

“r

port level, which is the target. _ . ]
A close look at the funding pattern on vocational education over
the past 10*years shows that vocational education and particularly

death at the Federal level. :

This point is made graphically by looking at the $784 million ap-
propriated in 1980 as opposed to the $738 million, some $46 million
less fewer actual dollars in 1984, Paradoxically, the shrinking Fed-
eral support flies in the face of the growing national concern over
training and keeping Americans working. . ,

Clearly, the Nation wants to see skill training expanded and up-
graded to combat unemployment; upward mobility, to increase pro-
ductivity, to keep the work force abreast of accelerating technology
and our global economic competition.

H.R. 4164’s provision of $1.5 bijlion is both realistic and neces-

" sary, as a countercyclica] kind of investment in this country if the

changing focus and the new .dimensions of the act are to produce
the desired results. . E ;
Our figures indicate that the existing programs would have to be

. funded at nearly a $1.2 or $1.3 billiogrlevel just to keep up with the

purchasing power of 19756 when $625 million were appropriated. .
Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4164 takes some very important steps to
make vocational education more responsive to the changing needs
and changing situations of this country, particularly in meeting the
« sharply expanded needs for serving adults. But these needs will not
be met without the supporting resources. If the resources are ‘the

” 25 iA.:‘ L

do appreciate this opportunity to ex- '
But I want to underscore the mportance of the $1.5 billion sup-..

postsecondary vocatipnal education is gradually being starved to -~
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semerand you proceed with II.R. 4164 to just simply reshuffle the
dollars, then all you have done is created a gigantic turf be.ttle.

I am here today to just tell you that we really need tne resources
in order to implement H.R. 4164 to make H.R. 4164 the kind of bill
that you would like to see. If these needs and expectations are to
be realistically served, the level of support that Congress provides N
', for the reauthorization wil! be the vital factor. - ~
[Prepared statement of L ule Parnell fo)lov:s:] - B

PREPARED STATEMENT OF DALE PARNELL, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF
: CoMMUNITY AND JUNIOR COLLEGES, WABHINGTON, D.C. -

~Mr. Chairman, we apveciate this ogportunity to express again the cgmmunity
colleges” support for the Vocational Technical Education Act that you and this Com-
mittee are developing, and to underscore thé importance of the $1.5 billion support
level at which H.R. 4164 aims. ‘ .

A close look at the funding pattern on VEA over the J8st 10 years shows that the
program is gradually being starved to death at the federal level, This-point is made
graphicully in the accompanying chart. , LI -

Only once in the 10 years since FY1975 has the funding for VEA come close to
staying level in purchasing power. As the chart shows, even in that one year—
FY1980—the purchasing power that one might have expected from a funding boost.
of $103 million was more than offset by a juinp of nearly 80 points in the Consumer
" Price Index the same year. T

Paradoxically, Mr. Chairman, the shrinkjng federal support flies in the face of the
growing national concern over training. Clearly, the Nation wants to see skill train-
ing expanded and upgraded‘to combeat unemployment, to increase productivity, and
to keep the workforce abreast of accelerating technology and global economic com-
petition. : : :

H.R 4164's provision of $1.5 billion is both realistic and necessary, if the changing
focus and the new dimensions of the Act are to produce the desired results.

As the chart shows, the existing programs would have to be funded at nearly $1.2
billion if they were to have the same purchasing power they had in FY1975 with a
.- $625 million appropriation. ' :

. Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4164 takes some very important steps to keep.and make voca--
tional education more responsive to the Nation's changing needs and expectations,
particularly in meeting the sharply expanded postsecondary and adult demand for
training and retaining. But, these n will not be met without the supporting re-
SOUrces. : :

If those needs and expecfations are to be realistically served, the level of support
that Congress provides for the reauthorization will be a vital factor.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS 1975-85

. "o o P

. . Fiscal year . (MOD) . (1067 100) el Ioowed  apptvations
. , O (~+)

1975.. s ) 6259 - 161.2° 6259 | 0o

1976 srssnrnarennse s ARt e 565.1 170.5 662.0 . (96.9)

1977 v T . 619.0 181.5 0 (85.7)
1978 .. P 642.1 195.4 758.7 (1166)
1979...c.... ot 681.6 2174 844.1 (162.5)

1980...oore v sssessssssnssnnns . 7840 ° 2468 - 9583 (1743) -
1981 sttt . 6816 24 1057.6  (376.0) °
1987 R et A 655.8 289.1 11225 (466.7)

L1 X F— . S , 728.7 298.4 1,158.6 (429.9)

1984 et e 738.5 13035 1,178.4 (439.9)
1985 £7385 s . 11784 (439.9)

Ten year totals [ LTIX S 10,2492 (2,788.4) ’

* President’s FY85 Budget Request. N
3 Closing CPI of 1983.

i
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Chairman PERKINS. Let's he from Dr. Susan Brody-Hasazi at
this time. Go ahead, you start'your testimony. Speak lcudly so ev- -
erybody can hear. .

i

STATEMENT OF SUSAN BRODY-HASAZI, CHAIRPERSON, EDUCA-
TION COMMITTEE, VERMONT COALITION OF THE HANDI-
CAPPED - ' - - .

. Ms. Bropy-Hasazi. Thank you very much. :

" 1 am Susan Brody-Hasazi-from the University of Vermont. Iam - - -
a professor of special education and vocational education, and I am
also chair of the Education Committee for the Vermont Coalition of
-the Handicapped. * ) _

I have with me today Joseph Ballard, who is the assistant direc-
gor of governmental relations for the Council for ‘Exceptional Chil-

ren. . : . ' . «

We thank the chairman and distinguished Membeys of the House
Subcommittee on Elementary, Secondary, and Vocativnal Educa-
tion for the opportunity to testify regarding the reauthorization of
the Vocational Education Act and, more specificaily, how H.R: 4154
can be made to work effectively on behalf of handicapped youth.

/" The Council for Exceptional Children, representing some 50,000
advancement of vocational education for exceptional persons.  ,

It is our primary purpose today to offer recommendations to fur-
ther that advancement. . R

Mr. Chairman, we have offered testimony twice in the last 2
years to this panel, testimony in which we discussed in some detail-
the strengths and weaknesses of the current statutes in yocational
education and in which we offered our proposals for strengthening
the statutes with respect to the full and appropriate participation
of handicapped youth during the course of any future reauthoriza-
tion. o

Since we are rapidly moving toward the time of decisionmaking
by this committee, we.will limit ourselves to a brief statement of
the issues now specifically at hand and would respectfully offer to
you our previous statements for more comprehensive comment and

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4164 in its present form excludes the 10 per-
cent set-aside as currently in statute. '

The first part of the alternative offered is a “hold harmless” at
whatever level of appropriations exists in the last fiscal year under
the terms of the existing statute.

But a hold harmless is nothing more than a permanently frozen .
allocation level, rather than the criti~al motivation contained in a
set-aside, namely,, that those who .ght for handicapped youth will
realize proportionate gains if they work to increase the appropria-
tions undér the basic State Grant Program. -

In other words, a hold harmless is very unwise politics for every-

* one concerned about the basic program in vocational education.

The second part of the alternative offered in H.R. 4164 is. the in-
clusion of handicapped youth in a new part E along with other spe-
cial popalations. ' '
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Let us simply say that the reaction from our colleagues around °
the Nafion to this proposal can only be characterized as truly re-
sounding opposition. . :

Our opposition occurs for at least four reasons:

The inclusion of the set-aside in the basic State-iocal grant pro- ' .

am, which has been and suvely will remain the primary focus of

. ederal appro~viations and the 1nain resource for- direct program
support and ¢ = :lopment, announced to the ‘Nation that meeting

: the vocational needs of handicapped youth was a top priority in the
Federal role in vocationgal education. Inclusion in the proposed par

. E clearly says to us that such a status would cease. v !

Inclusion in the basic State-local program also clearly announced
that the handicapped youth were to be. brought into the main-
stream of regular vocational education.

And, in point of fact, the States are now reporting that 74.7 per-
cent of handicapped youth are being served in mainstream voca-.
tiona! education programs, unlike the percentage that was reported
earlier that Mr. Bottoms spoke of, which was prior to these amend-
ments— practically 75 percent of handicapped students were being
gerved in separate programs. ' -

This is a dramatic reversal of reports in the early seventies.

Why do potential damage to this potential momentum? Or, to
borrow the old adage: “If it isn’t broke, why.do we want to fix it?”

The structure of the prorused part E in H.R. 4164 is disturbingl
reminiscent of the block grant proposals of 1981 and 1982, whic
members of this committee will well remember,

Our analysis shows that part E could pit p'o‘pulations of children
and their parents against each other in their strufgle for a portion
of the part E allocation at the State and local levels.

CEC would not want this situation to obtain for any of the popu-
l1ations Eroposed for inclusion, whether handicapped, women, of
limited English-proficiency, or economically disadvantaged.

We oppose this block grant proposal as vigorously as we opposed
the block grant proposals respecting handicapped and economically

_ disadvantaged in 1981. : . '
¢ H.R. 4164 proposes a startup authorization of $3256 million for
art B, increasing to $500 million..This is indeed a large amount,
ut 18 it realizable? ’

CEC has always worked, and will continue to work, diligently for =~~~ *"

needed increases in, Federal appropriations. But at a time when
very committed proponents of the proposed mathematics and sci-
ence education legislation are wondering whether the startup ap-
propriations of some $400 million for that bill is realizable, what
ar: we realistically to expect in actual appropriations for part E,
which will surely {)e seen as a secondary and support program in
vocational education? ]
Mr. Chairman, we reiterate our support for the set-aside within
. the basic State and local grant pro%'am and reaffirm our position
“ that the proposed alternatives in H.R. 4164 are dangerously regres-
sive, .
g We also endorse continuation of both the matching and excess
cost requirements as current mechanisms working with the set-
aside. Why? We are beginning to see in the basic data that the set-
aside—especially when this committee added the matching and e

2




24

excess cost factors in the 1976 legislation—is at last causing con-
crete progress for handicapped youth. o

In terms of the fotal number of handicapped youth enrolled in
vocational education, in 1975-76, it was roughly 284,000. In 1980-
81, it was roughly 5565,000.

In terms of the percentage of handicapped students is the total
enrollment in vocational education, it went from 1.8 percent in
1975-76 to school year 1980-81 to 3.3 percent of the total enroll-.
ment. . . '

The State and local allocations further, in 1976-77 went from $76
million to currently 1980-81 to roughly $156 million.

" In addition, the Council for Exceptional Children, along with
other major national organizations concernéd with the well-being
of handicapped youth, are requesting an increase in the carrent
set-aside from 10 to 1/ percent. . i

While placing stress on the progress which is at last occurring in
enrollment of handicapped youth, we must also touch upon the -
down side of the available evidence. " .

Again 'using the latest available figures, school year 1980-81,
handicapped children and youth in special egucation now represent
9.5 percent of the total school age population in the Nation.

However, handicapped youth still represent only 3.3 percent of
the total enrolled population in vocational education. Moreover,
precisely the same percentages in enrollments are reflected in
grades 9 through 12 in 1980-81. ’

The National Center for Education Statisties reports a total en-
rollment in grades 9 through 12 of roughly 13 million, with handi-
capped students comprising an estimated 9.5 percent of this group,
totaling roughly 1,200,000.

Vocational education served roughly 400,000 of the total number
of handicapped students in grades 9 through 12, or 34.6 percent.

It is generally acknowledged professionally that this percentage
is far too low, and must be remedied. Moreover. for a significant

number of handicapped youth, unlike the nonhandicapped, voca-
tional education is one of the very few viable options in prepara-
tion for an occupation.

To put it another way, vocational education may be one of a
number of valuable options for a ‘nonhandicapped youth, but may
be the critically needed option for handicapped youth.

We feel that such an increase is not only justified by the low en-
_rollment numbers, but also by the urgent need to enhance the par-
ticipation of handicapped youth across the full spectrum of voca-
tional education program options, as well as to enhance the partici-

pation of handicapped youth in programs of true quality in the
least restrictive environment. " _

It has become clear that further f.cal support for general pro-
gram development along with continued fiscal support for direct

progfam purposes are required. Therefore, we support the ap-
proach to an additional.5 percent being «/(fered by Representative
Austin Murphy, your colleague on the Education and Labor Com-
mittee and chairman of the Select Education Committee. .

Mr. Murphy’s proposal would allow the States and local recipi-
ents the option of using the additional 5 percent for both direct,
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gervice and for other activities related to the vocational education
of handicapped youth. »

In summary, since 1976, there have beer dramatic increases in
the total State and local dollars dvailable for handicapped students
in vocational education. From 1976 to 1977, when the local contri-
butions were roughly $76 million to 1980-81 when those contribu-
tions rose to roughly $156 million, representing a dollar-for-dollar
match in 1976-77 to roughly a $2 and $50 non-Federal match to the
dollar Federal share. ‘

Also, in terms of the increases in the numbers of handicapped ‘

studentd in vocational education, from 1975-76¢ to 1980-81, there

. has been a 95 percent increase in the participation of handicapped

students in vocational education.

The excess cost requirement has also been extremely helpful.
The practice that Dr. Bottoms spoke of in his testimony where
almost the entire population of handicapped students in voc-ed
were previouusly served in separate programs has practically been
reversed. A : ’

In the report to Congress by the Secretary this past year, it was
identified that 75 percent of -handicapped students in vocational
education are currently participation in mainstream programs.

We also believe that because this particular statute has done
such a %ood job in increasing access for handicapped students in vo-
cational education that we need to increase it to perhaps a 15-per-

cent set-aside in order to provide for full participation of all handi- 7

capped students in a variety of programs. And also to ensure that
the moré moderately and severely handicapped students which

[ A

have not been participating in vocational education to the degree .

that we would hope, would be able to. .

In addition, | am here today with some of this information be-
cause of the vocational education data system and the information
that it has provided us relative to participation of handicapped and
disadvantaged individuals in voc-ed. ‘

We would like to ensure that this information would be available
for Congress in order to make future decisions. '

Last, ,we are in full support of the amendments that Congress-
man Mllrphy has transniitted to you because we believe that those
amendments would provide greater .access to handicapped individ-
uals in vocational education. '

We appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today. We
apprecidte your long-term commitrient to including handicapped
individuals in the mainstream of society. And we think that the ap-
Eroach that Congress has taken in the past has been helpful and

~ has been successful, and we would like to see that expanded to in-
clude evén greater numbers of handicapped individuals. :

Thank! you,
[Prepalred statement of Susan Brody-Hasazi tollows:]

PrerARED BTATEMENT OF THE COUNCIL FOR EXCEPTIONAL CHILDREN, PRESENTED BY
SusaN BRropy-Hasazi, En.D., Associare PRorESSOR, DEPARTMENT OF SpkciAL Eou-
CATION AND VocATIONAL EpucatioN, UNiversity oF VERMONT AND CHAIRPERSON
or THE EbucaTioN ComMITTEE, VERMONT COALITION OF THE FIANDICAPPED

We thank the Chairman and the distinguished members of the House Subcommit-
tee on Elementary, Secondary and Vocational Education for the opportunity to testi-
fy regarding the reauthorization of the Vocational Education Act and, more specifi-
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cally, how H.R. 4164 can ba made to work effectively on behalf of handicapped
youth. The Council for Exceptional Children (CEC), representing some 50,000 profes-
sionals in the field of special education, is committed to the advancement of voca-
tional education for exceptiunal persons. It is our primary purpose today to offer
recommendations to further that. advancement. But let 11s first present a very brief .
legislative background from the standpoint of our perspective on behalf of excep-

tional persons. . . ,

-~

L BACKGROUND

The federal role in vocational education in publi¢ schools began with the Smith-
Hughes Act of .1917. This Act allocated funds to states to encourage high schools to
provide more practical occupational training. t

The Vocational Education Act of 1963 and the subsequent 1968 Amendments
made major changes in federal vocational education policy. The 1963 Act targeted
aid toward particular disadvantaged groups. The 1968 Amendments specified that at
least 16 percent of each state's basic grant be used for disadvantaged students, at
least 10 percent for handicapped students, and at least 10 percent for post-secondary
and adult education. Our recollection is that you, Mr. Chairman, were a strong sup-
porter of inclusion of the set-aside for the handicapped. “We remain grateful for that

support.

P.L. 94-482, the Education A%lendments of 1976, made no changes in the basic
goals and purposes: of the Vocational Education Act. However, it increased the set-
aside for the disadvantaged to 20 percent and to 16 percent for postsecondary and
adult education. It retained the 10 percent set-aside for the handicapped and in-
creased pressure on state and local agencies to serve handicapped individuals in vo-
cational education ‘programs. P.L. 94-482 requires that federal dollars spent under
the handicapped set-aside be matched'with state and local dollars to pay for the
excess costs of services for handicapped students. : i

Furthermore, Section 107 of P.L. 94- J2,«requires State Plans which (1) described
programs and services for the handicapped; (2) describe how these programs -and
services are to be coordinated in conform‘ig with the handicapped student's “indi-
vidualized educational program” as required by P.L. 94-142; and (3) describe how all
of the preceding ‘are consistent with the State Plan for education of the handicapped
as required by P.L. 94-142, :

Other significant components of P.L. 94-482 include: ussurances of ‘handicapped
representation on the National Advisory Council on Vocational Education; and ah
information system which yields data on the status of the handicapped in vocational .
education programs, .

It is clear, given the nature of the statutes as they exist today with respect to
handicapped youth, that the Congress was convinced of all of the following: ‘

Handicapped youth were not enjoying anywhere near satisfactory access to
vocational programs. s “

The vocational education of handicapped youth should be a major priority in
the federal role in vocational education. ‘

The t;n percent set-aside was necessary if this inequitable access were to be
reversed.

Even with the set-aside, state and local dollars were riot being generated;
thgr:ﬁore, a statutory match combined with an “excess cost” feature was re-
quired. :

It was necessary that the vocational education of handicapped children be co-
ordinated with the larg.. mission of P.L. 94-142, thus the requirement of con-
formance with the individualized educational program.

- Recent testimony

Mr. Chairman, we have offered testimony twice in the last two years to this
panel, testimony in which we discussed in some detail the strengths and weaknesses
of the current statutes in vocational education and in which we offered our propos-
als for strengthening the statutes with respect to the full and appropriate participa-
tion of hundicapped youth during the course of any future reauthorization. The
?gt%s of those testimonies were May 17, 1982 and November (for the written record),

983, '

Since we are rapidly moving toward the time of decision making by this commit-

tee, we will limit ourselves to & brief statement of the issues now specifically at

hand and would respectfully refer you to our previous statements for more compre-

 hensive commient and background. |
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The set-aside

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4164 in its present form excludes the 10 percent set-aside as
currently in statute. . :

The first part of the alternative offered is a “‘hold harmless” af whatever level of
appropriations exists in the last fiscal year under the terms of the existing statute.
But a hold harmless is nothing more than a pertnanently frozen allocation level,
rather than the critical motivation contained in a set-aside, namely, that those who
fight for handicapped youth will realize proportionate gains if they work to increase

v the appropriations under the basic state grant program. In other words, a hold )
harmless is very unwise pofitics for everyone concerned about the basic program in
vocational education. .
The oecond part of the alternative offered in H.R. 4164 is the inclusion of handi-
capped youth in a new Part E alonf with other “‘special” populations. Let us simply
' say that the reaction from our colleagues around the nation to this proposal can
only be characterized as truly resounding opposition. '
ur opposition occurs for at least four reasons: .

1. The inclusion of the set-aside in the basic state-local grant mrogram, which has
been and surely will remain the primary focus of federal appropriations and the
main resource for direct program support and development, announced to the
nation that meeting the vocational needs of handicapped youth was a top priority in
the federal role in vocational education. Inclusion in the proposed Part E clearly
says to us that such a status would cease. *

2. Inclusion in the basic state-local program also clearly annouticed that handi-
capped youth were to be brought into the mainstream of regular vocational educa-

0 tion. And, in point of fact, the states are now reporting that 74.7 percent of handi- °
capped youth are being served in mainstream vocational education programs. This
is a dramatic reversal of reports in the early 1970's, when it was reported that some
70 percent of handicapped youth were in separate vocational programs. Why do po-
tential damage to this positive momentum? Or, to borrow the old adage: “Ily it isn't
broke, why fix it?” . o o
. 3 Thestructure of the proposed Part E in H.R. 4164 is disturbingly reminiscent of

the block grant proposals of 1981 and 1982, which members of this committee will
well remember. Our analysis shows that Part E could pit populations of children

and their parents against each other in their struggle for a portion of the Part E
- allocation at the state and local levels. CEC would not want this situation to obtain

for any of the populations proposed for inclusion, whether handicapped, women, of

limited English proficiency, or economically disadvantaged. We oppose this block

grant proposal as vigorouﬂ{ as we opposed the block grant proposals respecting
andicapped and economically disadvantaged in 1981. ) '

4. H.R. 4164 proposes a start-up authorization of $326 million for Part E, increas-
ing to $500 million. This is indeed a large ambunt, but io it realizable? CEC has
always worked, and will continuk to work, diligently for needed increases in federal
appropriations. But at a time vhen very committed proponents of the proposed
mathematics and science education legislation are wondering whether the start-ur
appropriations of some $400 million for that bill is realizable, what are we realisti-
cally to expect in actual appropriations for Part E, which will surely be seen as a
secondary and support program in vocational education? '

Mr. Chairman, we reiterate our mﬁ)%:rt for the set-aside within the basic state
and local grant program (Part A of H.R, 4164), and reaffirm our position that the
proposed alternatives in H:R. 4164 dare dangercusly regressive. We also endorse con-
tinuation of botn the matching and excess cost requirements as current mechanisms
working with the set-aside. Why? We are beginning to see in the basic data that the
set-aside—especially when this committee added the matching and excess cost fac-
tors in the 1976 legislation—is at last causing concrete progress for handicapped

Aenr R

youth. .
\ v ‘ ’ , =]
- T 1974-15  1975-16  1976-11 1977-18  1978-18 1979-80 198081
Total of hancicapped enrolled in vocation. .
3l eUCatON......ovvrocc e cersiniiains 23,064  o4,0% 344,000 360,151 235988 400575 555,961
Handicapped as a percentage of the total

CATOIMIBNL...... oo srsratres 17 18 21 21 25 2.6 33
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During the school year 1980-81, vocational education served 566,961 handicaPrped
students, comprising 3.3 percent of the total vocational education enrollment. This
constitutes a 96 percent increase over the number of handicapped served in the
1975-76 school year, and a 38.8 percent increase over 1979-80. This period of growth
corresponds precisely to tne period in which the set-aside combined.with matching
and excess cost requirements have been in force in federal law.

o

1975-16 1976-1 1977-18 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81

Federal eXpenditures ........crwcmmscnnss $42.260.056 $44,758,161 $44,769,374 $53,140,457 $63,063,123 $68,448,286
State and 10¢al AN0CAONS ovvcrcmres 11,638,876 76,310,671 187,843,929 121,163,367 132,194,946 156,842,171

Progress in the allocation of state and local dollars ‘for vocational education of the
handicapped is also observable. Federal funds comprised 80.4 percent of total addi-
tional vocational service outlays for the handicapped“in 1980-81, down from 323
percent in 1979-80. The non-federal to federal ratio increased from $2.10 to°$1.00 in
1979-80, to $2.29 to $1.00 in 1980-81,

Moreover, with respect to all of the basic existing elements of the set-aside, an
informal survey conducted in 1982 by the House Select Education Subcommittee has
been instructive. The strvey was directed to persons in State Departments of Educa-
tion who are directly involved in the implementation of the set-aside provisions for .
handicap youth, Rei;fonses to the survey were received from 28 states, the
Virgin Islands and the District of Coluinbia. ﬁespondents were asked, among other
questions, how set-aside funds were used; and what would be the effect of the elimi-
nation of the set-aside and the matching requirements.

CEe%’s review of the data found that the following responses were consistently re-
peated: ' ' '

- The majority of the funds are used for support gervices for handicapped stu-
dents in mainstream vocational education programs. )
Elimination of the set-aside would cause a 30 percent to 60.r2rcent decrease
in enrollment and support services for handicapped students, with a few states
indicating an eventua) complete dismantling of support services, .
Elimination of the current matching requirement would in some cases cause
a significant decrease in services to handicapped students. :

The consistent survey response to the question of the set-aside was that it should
be preserved because its existence has initiated a positive trend in expanded access
to vocational programs for handicapped students.

We would therefore again argue that it defies common sense to talk of-discarding
the very statutory mechanists which are helping toward achievement of the first
notable progress. a

A 15-percent set-aside

The Council for Exceptional Children, along with other major national organiza-
_ tions concerned with the well being of handicapped youth, are requesting an in-
“crease in the cuirent set-aside from 10 percent to 15percent.. -~ - 0

While placing stress on the progress which is at last occurring in enrollment of

_ handicappéd youth, we must also touch upon the “down side” of the available evi-
dence. Agnin using the latest available figures, school year 1980-81, handicapped
children and youth in special education now represent 9.b percent of the total school
age population in the nation, However, handicapped youth still represent only 3.4

* percent of the total enrolled po ulation in vocational education, Moreover, precisely
the same !)ercentages in enroliments are reflected in grades 9-12 in 1980-81. The
National Center for Education Statistics repdrts a total enroliment in grades 9-12 of
13,417,000, with handicapped students comprising an estimated 9.5 percent of this
group, totalling 1,266,116 Vocational education served 437,397 of the total number
of handicapped students in grades 9-12, or 34.6 percent.

It is generally ac nowledged professionally that his percentage is far too low, and
must be remedied. Moreover, for a significant number of handicapped youth, unlike
the nonhandicapped, vocational education is one of the very few viable options in
preparation for an occupation. To put it another way, vocational education may be
one of 1 number of valuable options for a non-handicapped youth, but may‘be the
critically needed option for a handicapped youth. .
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We feel that such an increase is not only justified by the low enrollment numbers,
but also by the urgent need to enhance the participation of handicapped youth o]
o across the full spectrum of vocational education options, as well as to enhance the
o participation of handicapped youth in programs of true quality in the least restric
tive environment. -

It has become clear that further fiscal support for general program development
along with continued fiscal support for direct program purposes are re uired. There-
fore, we support the approach to an additional 6 percent being offered by Represent-

4 ative Austin Murphy, your colleague on the Education and Labor Committee and
* Chairman of the Select Education Subcommittee. Mr. Murphy's proposal would
allow the states and local ~ecipients the option of using the additional b percent for
both direct service and for other activities related to the vocational education of
handicapped youth, including vocational assessment, teacher training, curriculum
development, equipment and machinery adaptation, and research and development.

In conclusion

Mr. Chairman, in our previous testimony in 1982 and 1983 we have cited and dis:
cussed other, relatively modest, improvements which the Council seeks in the voca-
- tidnal education statutes on behalf of handicapped youth, their parents, ‘and the pro-
fessionals who serve them.
s These have included: _ R
.. - Jmproved participation-in national, state and local adyisories;
Improved participation in planning at all governmental levels;
A stronger administrative role in the U.S. Department of Education; .
Improved information gathering and analysis through the Vocational Educa-
tion Data System (VEDS); .
An improved national research emphasis;
Stronger linkage with the requirements in federal statutes respecting special
.. education and rehabilitation; and 7 .
Improved program evaluation at all levels. .
B Representative Austin Murphy has prepared a package of amendments to 'H.R.
4164 with respect to handicapped students. This mckmgﬁ1 addresses both the set-
_aside question as wel! as many of the issues cited above, The Council wholeheartegd-
3' endorses the entire package of Murphy amendments, and hopes that you, Mr.
hairman, and the members of this panel, will also affirm thein. :
In that vein, you will find attached to this testimony a letter to Mr. Murphy from
member} organizations of the Education Task Force of the Consortium Concerned
with Developmental Disabilities. Parenthetically, we are advised that other organi-
+  7ations will soon be adding their endorsement to Mr. Murphy’s package. .
We thank you again for the opportunity to present these comments. CEC stands
ready, as always, to assist this committee in the fulfillment of its legislative mission
on behalf of exceptional children. '

L]

o

CoNsoRTIUM CONCERNED WrTH THE DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED,
: February 6, 1984.
Hon. AustiN MURPHY, :
Chairman, Select Education Subcommittee, House of Representatives, 2587 Rayburm -
House Office Building, Washington, DC. '

o Dear MRr. M Reuy: We are writing to you as the Education Task Force of the .
‘ Consortium Concorned with Dev.?lopmenthl Disabilities, a standing coalition of the
major organizitions who speak for 'and work on behalf of the educational needs of
disabled Americans. In that capacity; we wish to express our é’i:romf suf)port for the
amendments which you are offering to H.R. 4164, wﬁich bill is the likely vehicle for
House reauthorization of the federal Vocational Education Act. - o .
‘ Undoubtedly in large measure because of the existing statutory requirements of a
. ten percent set-aside of funds for handicapped youth coupled with matching and
excess cost reﬂuirement.s, slow but significant progress is observable in the partici-
pation of handicapped youth in vocational education programs nationwide. During
N the school year 1980-81, vocational education served 56,961 handicapped students,
- comprising 3.3 percent of the total vocational education en “llment. This constitutes
a 96 percent increase over the number of handicapped served in the 1975-76 school
year, and a 38.8 percent increase over 1979-80. This period of growth corresponds
precisely to the period in which-the get-aside combined with matching and excess
cost requirements have been in force in federal law. -
Progress in the allocation of state and local dollars for vocational education of the
handicapped is also observable. Federal funds comprised 30.4 percent of total addi-
tional vocational service outlays for the handi¢apped in 1980-81, down from 32.3

L]
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percent in 1979-80. The non-federal to federal ratio increased from $2.10 to $1.00 in
1979-80, to $2.29 to $1.00 in 1980-81.

It is an affront to common sense to talk of discarding”the very statutory mecha-
nisms which are helping toward achievement of the first notable progress. We :
therefore stand behind your amendment to H.R. 4164 in this area which would both .
sustain and enhance the current momentum.

At the same time, much greater progress-is urgently requlred in number of
handicapped youth enrolled in vocational education, in participation of handlcapped
youth across the full spectrum of vocational education programs, and the participa- .
tion of handicapped youth in programs of true quality in the least restrictive set-
tings. Therefore, we also support your proposal for a ]5 percent set-aside. We under-
stand and approve of the utilization of the additional 5 percent for both direct pro-
gram support and general program development, including the urgent need for per-
sonnel development. Your ‘proposal to move from a 1) percent to a 16 percent set-
aside is also justified by the overall proposed fiscal arrangement outlined in the cur-
rent H.R. 4164, where proportionally larger amounts of future appropriations would
be allocated to specific-purpose programs outside of the authority of the basic state-
local (Part A) program.

We also support your other amendments being offered to strengthen_in important
_ways the.participation-of - handlcapped youth, the professionals who serve them, and
those who otherwise speak for them in various aspects of the total vocational educa-
tion picture, including planning, research, removal of barriers and adaptation of
equipment, stronger interaction with federal requirements in both special education
and rehabilitation, national, state, and local advlsory activities, and program eval-
uation.

All of the organizations signing this letter trust that your entire package of
amendments will be affirmed during deliberations. within the Education and Labor
Committee, and will work to that end. We thank you for your attention and your
leadership in this vital concern,

Sincerely yours, -

Frederick J. Weintraub, Chairperson, on behalf of the signatories: Ameri-
can Coalition of Citizens with Disabilities, Inc.; Association for Chil-
dren with Learning Disabilities: Association for Retarded Citizens;
American Speech- Language-Hearmg Association; American Physical .
Therapy Association; Cerebral Palsy Associations, Inc.; Child Welfare
League; The Epilepsy. Foundation of America, Natlonal Society for
Children & Adults with Autism; Spina Bifida Association of America;
The Council for Exceptional Children. )

Chairman Perkins. Thank you very much.
Jane Razeghi, you go right ahead. B

STATEMENT OF JANE ANN-RAZEGHI, DIRECTOR, EDUCATION AND

TRAINING, AMERICAN LOALITION OF CITIZENS WITH DISABIL- ’
ITIES

Ms. Razkcghi. Thank yon. -
Chairman Perkins. We will withhold our questions until you get
through. Go right ahead. .
Ms. RazeaHt. OK, thank you. : '
Chairman Perkms, staff and members of the subc‘ommlttee
My name is Jane Ann Razeghi and I am currently the director of
Education and Training for the American Coalition of Citizens with
Disabilities, referred to in this testimony quite often as ACCD.
The American Coalition is an umbrella organization made up of
over 140 national, State, and local disability organizations in this
country. Y
We attempt the impossible: To bring cross, disability organiza-
tions and indi ‘iduals together to present a united voice on ‘those
issues that are of common concern.
Education is just one of those issues and vocatlonal education in
particular is the issue that we aye going to be discussing today.
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I would just like to share with you that among our orgarizations
are the American Council.of the Blind. National Association of the
Deaf, United Cerebral Palsy, just to mention a few of the 140.

I am pleased to mention this morning that we have three other
organizations that we are representing in this testimony today: The
National Society for Children and Adults with Autism; and two of
the key parent consumer organizations who actually benefit from
the opportunities that currently exist in vocational education
today, and that is the Association for Retarded Citizens and the

National Association for Children and Adults with Learning Dis-

abilities. We are pleased to have them with us and we sincerely ap-
preciate your invitation to testify here today to hear our voice.

I would just like to say that during the- past 6 years, the Ameri-
can Coalition has been actively involved in vocational education,
training about the opportunities for handicapped individuals in

. this country. We have worked with and trained disabled adults,
‘parerits of handicapped children, about the opportunjties that exist. -

We have got special’ vocational education advidory committee
members together trying to work together, an interagency’ coopera-
tion. We have published materials and training materials on this
subject as it concerns handicapped individuals. .

I'would have to say that in light of our many activities the Coali-
tion has really assumed a leadership position in terms of the dis- -
ability community in this country regarding vocational education
for handicapped-individuals. That is just to give vou a little back- -
ground about where we are coming from today. . .. o

I would also like to add-a personal aside that for the past 6 years
I have been a member of the American Vocational Association, the
Special Needs Division and the NAVSNP, the National Association
of Vocational Special Needs Personnel. I, have to keep up with
what is going on there.

The disability community—before I go into those remarks I
would like to just say that the disability comn unity does support a

‘strong ‘vocational education system in this country and fully sup-.

port the concept in the effort here to obtain full appropriations for -
it. We are behind it 100 percent. We would just like to be kind of a
part of that action, if youknow what I mean,

Despite tHe fact that an obvious effort has been made in H.R.
4164 to be attentive tb the needs of the handicapped in certain

areas and in certain sections, the disability community.and the or-. . .. ...

ganizations that I represent here today, honestly feel that this bill
is a drastic change to the status quo. " -, Lo
What our organizations cannot quite figure out is why this bill" |
attempts to fix or change sumething that we feel those who are
benefiting from us is already working satisfactorily. ‘
We believe that if it is prgsed in its present form that it is going

to create dire circumstances for the continued participation of
v

handicapped in vocational educ¢ation in the country. .

And in consideration of time, the disability community would
jupt like to make five major points‘regarding this bill. I would like
you to keep in mine that we are not. making' drastic demands for °
changes. Dur first three points are really advocating the status

quo. We feel it is working well. The last two points I guess you .
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would call ‘program improvement. We are not making dramatic
changes. So please keep that in mind. '

Our first point is that this bill eliminates the current set-aside
which already exists for handicapped students in the.basic State
grant. The disability community wishes to restore the set-aside in
- the basic grant at the rate of 15 percent. )

- The setond point is that this, bill eliminates the critical role and
the purpose of the excess cost requirement. The disability commu-

nity would like to see this restored and extended to include sepa- .

i

rate programs. ,
Our third point is that the bill places handicapped students in a

new, separate part E program for special needs-and we,-the disabil- =

ity community, would not like to,participate in pdrt E.

The fourth point i3 that the bill identifies a variety of program
improvements and support activities that we think are very posi-
tive, such as vocational assessment, placement, services, research
and development. And the disability community would just like to
assure the role of handicapped individuals in these very critical
and positive activities, '

Finally, we feel that the bill does not promote the participation
of severely handicapped students in voc-ed. And we would like to.
see their participation promoted. -

The remainder of-this testimony is just going to be a brief pres-
entation of the disability community’s concerns with each of these
five points and very brief recommendations for improvement.

In terms of the first point,.that the bill eliminates the current
set-aside for handicapped individuals in the basic State grant and
that we would like to see this restored in the basic State grant at
the rate of 15 percent. _ ,

I think testimony of Dr. Hasazi, we share some of the same red-
sons for this—I think that the disability community feels that the

bill really .presents us with a total rewrite of the funding mecha-

nism for the role of the Federal dollar in vocational eduvcation re-
garding handicapped individuals’ participation in it,

And we feel already—if I haven’t made the point before—that

there has been substantial progress, as Dr. Hasazi pointed out, in
terms of providing equal access for handicapped individuals.

On page 4 of my written testimony there is a chart that we also
seem to share with the Council of Exceptional Children—and I
know Dr. Hasazi has made those points—but again, just briefly,
-when you see the period-of time-that the excess cost requirement
in the set-aside had heen in effect, starting in 1974 through the
present system, the total number of handicapped students enrolled-
in voc-ed have increased. The percentages you look at you may not
think that 1.7 to 3.3 percent is a significant increase, but the
bottom line there, as Dr. Hasazi pointed out, is that ir: the past
they had been a nice little separate but equal programs, which we
kind:of feel is a civil rights issue in this particular instance.

But now they have moved out of those separate programs to ben-
efitting from the mainstream situation. So we feel that extremely
positive—a very good benefit. . :

And on line 3, you note that it is true, as Dr. Bottoms pointed
out, that the Federal expenditures really have not increased signifi-
cantly for handicapped students through the years. But when you
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look at line 4, the State and local allocations have increased dra-
matically. - . A
So we conclude from that, and as we presented in our written
~ testimony, that the Federal dolar has acted as a catalyst to gener-
ate more State and local dollars. We view this as very positive.
o Now, why are we requesting a 15-percent set-aside? The disabil-
p ity community views vocational educatior as one of the key em-
ployment preparation options for handic Jped individuals in this
. country. o . :
. The written testimony goes into a lot of statistics and a review of
. the employment Kreparation options.
" I would just like to say in summary that of 36 million disabled
. individuals in this country, only about 40 percent are em loyed
and most of them earn $7,000 per year, or less, and many of them
-earn $2,000 a year Or less. ‘ ' :

Even though section 504 of the Voc-Rehab Act says that you
cannot discriminate against a qualified handicapped individual on
the basis of the handicap and condition, the big question in this
country is how do Hhandicav)ed outh become: qualified? And there
are not too many options. Voc-Rehab in a good year can case Close

. successfully only about. 53,000. That, in comparison to over 350,000
special ed students leaving the public school system each year, is
very small in comparison to the whole effort. And voc-rehab can
only serve those who are severely disabled, who are capable of
being prepared for employment. So that limits their being able to -
serve youth. Apprenticesf‘x'irg programs, zero population disability.
Military does not recruit disabled youth. .

So, when you look at vocational education, it is one of those fea.
erally funded programs that receives: minimum Federal dollars
that is really the most accessible, and has been the most successful,
as well as accessible, to handicapped.individuals in this country.

I'won't dwell on that except to say that the disability community
does ,feel that with 3.3-percent enrollment currenfly, and we view
that positively, we feel that there can:be many more individuals
served—many more handicapped individuals and youth gerved in
vocational education. :

So that is basically why we are asking for the increase to 15 per-
cent. A

Our recommendation is that in order to enable handicapped stu-.
dents to continue in the mainstream—in the mainstream of voca:

-~ tional “éducation—and in order-to-include additional handlcaéiped
students, we would like the set-aside restored in-the basic State
grant and increased to 15 percent. - ' -

If it is eliminated from the State grant, which has been there for

. ' years, our concern, of course, is that, you know, handicapped indi-
vidtl)lalsil are just not going to get served. We feel that mendate has
to be there. . .
The second point is that the bill eliminates the critical role and | . -
. the purpose of the excess cost requirement. We want to see that

excess cost language continuned in H.R. 4164,

Again, our basic point here is that the two things—the two con-
gressional initiatives that have been the catalyst and have made
these improvements currently are the get-aside and the excess cost
language and requirement. ' .

0
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And, again, [ think the data that we presept in the written testi-
mony clearly indicates that the funds of the tatalyst and we would
like to see that continued, and the funds do cover, or should be
used to cover, the excess cost of handicapped-individuals in voca-
tional education. : . ,

There are a couple of studies, such as the General Accounting
Office report, that clearly indicate that individuals were in sepa- ’
rate programs in the past,but now they are in-mainstream pro-

- grams. That is pregented in the written testimony, again gupport-
ing the fact that we really feel that the status quo is successful.
And that the underlying purpose of the excess cost requirement is
—— -~ —to generate State and local moneys in equitably serving handi- .
' capped individuals.

We feel that if the excess cost requirement ig eliminated—if it is
eliminated—this is going to have a very negafive impact on handi-
capped individuals in‘this country. It is going to make it more eco-
nomically feasible to fund separate segregated programs for handi-
}:apged individuals which could be fully supported by Federal -

unds. - .

15 addition, we feel that.if you allow Federal funds to be used for
fu.. support of vocational education programs you are going to sig-
nificantly reduce the number of handicapped students that are
going to be able to participate in those programs.

A recommendation: The excess cost mechanism should be re-
stored and also extended to include separate programs.

Our third point, and it is a brief one, is that the bill' places
handicapped students in this new, separate part E special needs
program. And the disability. community would really like not to
participate in that for, I think, obvious reasons. It is almost as if
the bill were written as if the current vocational education statute
and regulations were not doing the job. . K

We are net complaining. We are very happy with the status quo
mechanisms. And, again, we would like to reaffirm the points that

.we made in 1 and 2 of this testimony that we feel that the current
statute in the regulatory language are doing a fine job for handi-
capped individuals in this country. - *

We feel that if placing handicapped students into the new sepa-
rate part L. for special needs students is basically a nonmainstream
approach. . :

I hate to say this but it is almost as if H.?. 4164, as it is written
right now—and there can be a few changes made to clear this up—
it looks as if it is written to benefit predominantly the white male *
population of this country. And we are going back to before the set-
asides—we are shifting all of these populations over to a separate .
program, a separate approach, back from the mainstream. '

Anyway, it is the belief of the disability community that putting
disabled individuals back into a'separate program approach with a
number of other special needs populations will in effect be desig- -’
nating disabled people back to the separate program approach as
opposed to the current congressional intent and mandate of main-
streaming. :

Therefore, a recommendation is to remove handicapped individ-
uals from part E back into the basic State grant, restore the set-
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aside, increasing it from 10 to 15 percent with the sxcess cost re-

quirement. S

The fourth point—the bill identifies a 'wonderful array of pro-
gram improvements and support activities. I won’t mention all of
them but I do want to say that if handicapped individuals are not
identified as eligible for receipt of these programs, the effect of vo-
cational education for them is not as effective as it should be. And
I would just like to make one example of this.

One of the things we did about 12 years ago was train all the

State education agency personnel in this country about how to

eliminate discrimination on the basis of race, sex, and handicap- -

ping condition in “vocational education.

And one of the things the-staff found out as we went around

D

from State to State is the fact that, for example, guidance and

counseling gre almost nonexistent for. handicapped individuals at
the secondary level. And improvements and expansion of these

- services to include handicapped would improve their employment
_ capabilities tremendously. '

This one support 'activity—just one—impacts, first of all,. and -

they are even getting into vocational education programs. And,
second, they are getting into employment placements.

Time doesn’t really allow far us to go into greater detail on how

" some of the other activities do impact on disabled individuals when

they are not allowed to be at least considered eligible for these pro-
grams. B

ACCD, as you:can imagine, has been concerned with underrepré-

sentation.and segregation of handicapped individuals in voc-ed pro- °

grams for quite some time. .

OCR reports that most of the handicapped individuals still today
are in the lower leve]l ooccupational preparation areas. We would
like to see that changed and.that because, again, of the guidance
and counseling issue, many handicapped individuals are not béing
given the opportunity to prepare for higher levels of employment

and, therefore, cannot be considered. qualified for employment in

these areas. :

Again, our recommendation in -this particular point is that
handicapped individuals should be at least identified as eligible re-
cipients of the bills, programs improvéments, and support services.

The last point—that the bill does not promote the participation
of severely handicapped individuals in vocational education.

* “"When you look at the separate programs or any vocational set-

ting you don’t see the severely handicapped enrolled at all. We
have presented written studies In,our written report. The blind, the
deaf, the orthopedically impaired, multihandicapped, and other
health impaired, they are just not included, not even in the sepa-

‘ rate programs.

So we would think that with the’increase'"i'ri the percentage of
the basic State grant that effort could be made to recruit them.
Remember that some individuals with average or above intelli-

gence who are physically impaired could also benefit from the -

high-tech programs that are being advocated now by AVA. And we
do believe that voc-ed programs should be available regardless of a
person’s handicapping an condition.
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So our recomraendation, againy is that the participation cf se-
verely handicapped individuals should be promoted in voc-ed.

In conclusion, it is really the purpose of this testimony to im-
press upon the chairman and the members of the ymmittee that

there are some five major concerns that the disabuity community

. seeks in the five changes.

We don’t think we are making unreasonable requests and that .
they are: No. 1, to restore the set-aside which exists in the current
legislation, back into the basic State grant at a 15-percent level.

Second, to restore the excess cost mechanism and extend it to ,
separate programs. - Y

Third, to remove handicapped individuals from part E and put
them back into the basic State grant. ,

tour, to include handicapped individuals as eligible for the pro-

%g‘ﬁm improvements and support activities already identified in the
ill. '

And, finally, to promote the participation of severely handi-
capped individuals in voc-ed. -

As it currently stands, the H.R. 4164 .does not include these re-
quests, and because of that we really feel that the needs of handi-
capped individuals canuot really he effectively met, even as effec-
tively as they are being met currently. And not only that, that it
will eliminate. the benefits and opportunities to handicapped indi-

. viduals in this country.

Representative Austin JMurphy has introduced a package of
amendments which address the set-aside wnd the other issues
raised in this particular testimony. '

The disahilitv. community and the organizations that I represent
here today wholeheartedly ‘endorse this package and hope that you,

Mr. Chairmian, .and the members of the committee will do the !
same. And if you do, then I feel very strongly that the disabilit !
community will also be able to wholeheartedly endorse HR. 4164 /

Thank you for your time.. . '

[Prepared statement of Jane Ann Razeghi follows:] /

STATEMENT OF JANE ANN RAzEGHI, DirCTOR OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING FOR THE /
o AMER:CAN COALITION OF CiTizENs WitH DISARILITIES

Chairman Perkins, Staff and Members of the Subcommittee: My name is Jane ;
Ann ‘Razeghi. I am the Director of Education and Training for the American Coali- :
tion.of Citizens with Disabilities, Inc. (ACCD). ACCD is a nationwidé umbrella orga-
nization representing over 140 national, state, and local organizations of and for/dis-
abled people. Included among our membership are such organizations as the Ameri-
can Council of the Blind, the National Association of the Deaf, and the United . Cere-
bral Palsy Associations, all of which have a deep and direct interest in vocational
education for handicapped individuals. Also joining us today in support of tHis par-
ticular testimony are three raajor Barent organizations, the Association for etarded
Citizens, the National Society for Children and Adults with Autism, and the nation-
al Association for Children and Adults with Learning Disabilities. We appreciaté
your invitations to testify here today. . /

During the past six years, ACCD has been actively involved in tramir;i;{ about the
importance of vocational education as one of the key employment pre jaration op-
tions that should be available to #)] disabled individugls for whom it i ' deemed ap-
propriate. In this regard, we have trained digabled individuals; parents of handi-,
capped children; vocational, and special education advisory council members; and .
special and vocational administrators and educators. ACCD has algo developed.a .
number of publications and training materials on the subject of votational educa-
tion for hundicapxed individuals, parents, and educators. In addition, it has trained
Stute Education Agency personne‘ in all states about how to eliminate discrimina-
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tion in vocational education on the basis of race (Title V1), sex (Title IX), and hahdi-
capping condition (S~ction 504) based on the Guidelines regulations. ACCD has as-
sumed a -adership ..le in the disability community regarding vocational education
for handicapped individuals. ' .

I would also like to add the ft;:;g‘that for the past six years, I have been a member
of the American Vocational Assdciation (AVA), it Special Needs Division and its af-
filiate, the National Association of Vocational Special Needs Personnel (NAVSNP).

Despite the fact that an obvious effort was made in H.R. 4164 to be attentive to
. the needs of handicapped individuals in certain gections and-to certain degrees,
¢ ACCD. and the organizations that I represent here today, want the Chairman and
members of the Committee to realize that we consider H.R. 4164 a drastic change to
the status quo. What our organization cannot figure out is why this bill attempts to
fix something that is already working satisfactorily. We believe that if it is pasded
in its present form, it will create dire circumstances for the continued participation
of handicapped individuals in vocational education. Ir ‘he consideration of time,
there are only five major points that we would like to make:- )

1. HR. 4184 eliminates the current setaside for handicapped individuals in the
basic state grant and the disability community seeks to restore the setaside in the
basic grant at 15%: "
. 2. HR. 4164 eliminates the critical role and purpose of the current excess cost
provisions. The disability community seeks to have the excess cost mechanism re-
stored and extended to separate programs. '

4, H.R. 4184 places handicapped students in a new separate Part E for specia)
needs and the disability community does not wish to participate in Part E. '

4. HR. 4164 identifies a variety of program improvements and support activities
such as vocational assessment, research and development, personnel preparation,
curriculuri development, placement ser vices, etc. The disability community, seeks to
insure their role in these critical activities. ‘

5. H.R. 4164 does not promote the participation of severely handicapped ustudents
in vocational education and the disability community desires to promote their par-
ticipation. -

The remainder of this testimony will present the disability community’s concerns
with each of the five points identified above and suggest recommendations for im-
provement.

1. H.R. 4164 eliminates the current setaside for handicapped individuals in the
. basis state grant and the disability community seeks to restore the setaside in the
basic grant at 15%. : :

H.R. 4164 presents the disahility community with a total rewrite of the funding
mechanism for the role of the federal dollar for handicapped individual’s participa- :
tion in vocational education. The disability community believes that there has been
sull)stantial progress made toward providing equal access for handicapped individ-
uals. .

The following table is presented to substantiate this belief and note that it indi-
cates a substantial increase in the numbers of handicapped individuals served as
well as the Federal resource allocations, and state/local expenditures.

1. Total of handicapped individuals enrolled in Vocational Education:

TOTA=T0 ot rereerstsraeessesasetsereas bt sse e bbb e bbb s b eR bbb e b bR Ceveeere e 263,064
TTH=TE oo crecer e e 284,065
JOTO=TT i e 344,041
LT =R triessier e sseseseeanssesseseseess cebbessssabsbraar s E s e s b e b LB bbb b s e SRR LR bbb bR 365,269
LT R=T0 oo eeoetss s seerass st ets s eeseresesesesebosorsessass s s et e bR e R aEre e S h et ek st b RS RS sbaa 437,600

2. Handicapped students as a percentage of the total enrollment:
Percent
1.7
1.8
2.1
2.1
............................................................................................. 2.6

3. Federal expenditures:

LU T SO OT PP PO PP POV ST PP PTR IO 42,813,946
197H5-76 42,264,066
1976-77 44,768,161
LOTT=TR orereeeeertrerrare b srerssecissermmmesces . . 61,661,331
S 20 L T TP SO TPV PSP PISPPTISTISSTISSOR 53,833,996
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4. State and local allocations: -
19T4TD et e cesasssss s s s snasss s assasassssssssass " 56,119,820

1976-76 A...... . .. 71,638,876
1976~77 wuree ' “ .. 16,319,671
1OTH-TB vt ..187,843,929
1978-79 ....... s *)

t Not available.

Note the increase in state and local resources committed to vocational education '
services for handicapped individuals. This would indicate that the ‘intent for the
Federal assistance to serve as a catalyst is being met. Additionally, the number of
rehabilitated vocational rehabilitation clients whose services were provided by voca-
tional schools have increased by almost ten percent in the period from 1977-1980.

Why a 15% Setaside?

ACCD views vocational education as one of the few key . )loyment preparation
options for handicapped indiv:duals. The statistics and inforn.ation presented below
provide the basic rationale for increasing the setaside particularly in light of the
other employment preparation options. )

The statistics below demonstrate that handicapped people are disproportionately
represented in our nation’s workforce as well as in major education, training, and
employment programs whose primai, purpose has been to assist individuals to
access the world of work. Training and employment problems encountered by haridi-
capped individuals are clearly evident in the tollowing facts: ,
Employment '

Only 40% of the adult disabled population is employed as compared to 74% of
the nondisabled population (Levitan & Taggart, 1976).

85% of those disabled individuals employed earned less than $7,000 per year,
and many of these individuals earned less than $2,000 per year (Bow, 1980).

50% of all U.S. residents who.do not participate in the labor force are dis- .
abled (Bowe, 1980), '

76% of ~Il disabled women are unemployed (Bowe, 1980).

Training ‘ :

In Fiscal Year 1978, handicapped individuals represented only 2.1% of the
total enrollments in secondary vocational education fr ams and 1.7% of the
postsecondary enrollments (Office for Civil Rights, 1980). Current enrollment

_data reflects approximately 3% of the tqtal enrollment to be handicapped per-
sons.

Fiscal Year 1978 enrollment data from the U.S.. Department of Labor indicate
that handicapped youth represented less than 5% of the participants in CETA
Youth Programs (Jones, 1977).

Of particular concern is the underenrollment of handicapped individuals in voca-
tional education and training grograms in light of affirmative action mandates (Sec-
tion 503, P.L. 93~112) which have been placed on employers. Section 504, Nondis-
crimination on the Basis of Handicap (Federal Register, Wednesday, May 4, 1977),
speciﬁcallfy directs employers not to discriminate against “qualified handicapped in-
gividuals. It also affirms vocational education accessibility for handicapped stu-

ents.

ACCD contends that providing appropriate vocational education to handicapped
individuals should be considered a major intervention strategy to provide for the de-
velopment of the necessary compe..acies to enable handicapped individuals to
become qualified for reemployment.

At the same time employers seek qualified handicapped individuals, disabled
people are looking for ways to become ‘qualified.” Many would argue that the
whole purpose and funding of vocational rehabilitation is to vocationally prepare
disabled persons. The reality is that while vocational rehabilitation services provide
assistance to some disabled people, the program is so small that it can affect only a
small number of employment training needs.

For example, in 1980, vocational rehabilitation reported that it successfullg closed
58,000 cases for individuals under the age of 20 years. Unfortunately, 53,000 closed
cases, even though successfull% service, 18 small in comparision to the total need es-
pecially in light of the fact that over 860,000 handicap youth leave the public
schools on an annual basis. It is obvious that vocationai rehabilitation cannot pro-
vide services for everyone.

While the Comprehensive Employment 'PminingeAct (CETA) reportedly served
110,000 persons aged 16-21 years in 1981, it should be noted that the new Job Train-
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ing Partnership Act {JTPA) which replaced the CETA legislation no longer consid-
ers handicapped youth eligible as under CETA. Instead, only handicapped individ-
uals with a second disadvantagement, i.e., economic—will be considered eligible to
participate in JTPA programs. -

Therefore, in light of the various federally funded systems in which the federal

overnment takes a significant role in supporting emnployment training (the military
-JTPA, business, industry, apprenticeships, universities and colleges, public vocation-
al education, and proprietary schools), public vocational education, which exists
-with a minimum of federal support, appears to be the most accessible.

RECOMMENDATION

In order-to enable handicapped individuals to continue in the mainst¥iiam of voca-
tional education, and in order to include additional handicappad individuals in voca-
tional education, the setaside should be restored in the basic state grant and in-
creased to 15%. N

2 H.R. 4164 eliminates the critica: - ~le and purpose of the current excess cost
provisions. The disability community s. ks to have thé excess cost mechanism re-
stored and extended to separate programs. g

The second major point is that, basically, the Congressional initiatives which have
assisted handicapped individuals in obtaining a greater degree of participation in
vocational education are (1) as mentioned previously, the current setaside for handi-
capped individuals, which is matched by state and local dunds, and (2) the require-
ment that these funds be limited to the “excess cost” of educating handicappea stu-
dents in vocational education (excess cost mechanism).

The legislative history and the Act indicate that Federal assistance should serve
as a catalyst to induce state educational agencies (SEAs) and local education agen-
cies (LEAS) to align priorities, programs and expenditures more closely to communpi-
ty and individual needs. The statistics in the chart presented in point one of this
testimony clearly show that the Federal funds are serving as an effective catalyst
for handicapped students, The Vocational Education Amendments of 1968 required |
the States'to spend at least 10% of their annual basic grants on programs and serv-
ices for handicapped individuals. These setaside funds were intended to be spent for
costs in excess of the costs of providing vocational education for nonhan icapped
student, though funds could be used to pay the entire cost of programs devised
solely for handicapped students.

The history of tge Act clearly indicated that the setaside funds were to be used, to
the maximum extent possible, to assist handicapped individuals to participate in
“mainstream” vocational education programs. In a report prepared for the former
H.E.W. Office of Planning, Budgeting and Evaluation in 1973, the Olympus Re-
search Corporation reportec that, despite the existence of policy calling for integra-
tion, approximately seventy percent of students receiving vocational education were
in separate vocational classes. The General Accounting Office reported that in the
first four years of implementation of the 1968 Amendments little progress had been
made in increasing the enrollments of handicapped individuals in vocational educa-
tion or stimulating increased state and local support for such activities.

It wasn't until 1976 that Amendments to the Vocational Education Act contained
provisions intended to increase the priority for participation of handi_caﬁped tu-
dents in vocational education. The Amendments required states to match the Feder-
al funds earmarked for handicapped individuals. The regulations require the Feder-
al funds to be held to expenditures for extra or supplemental expenditures for stu-
dents in “regular” programs. :

The disability community attests that the gains that have beenymade are directly
related to the excess cost provision. The provision has ensured\];at the Federal
funds would be used to supplement rather than supplant the level of\state and local
funds made available for vocational programs. The matching requirt\Sne{\t has con-
tributed to the increase in state and local funds. ..

The following example is provided to illustrate what would happen if the-excess
cost requirement was removed: ’

Example: A deaf student in a “regular’ autobody program needs an inferpreter
and specialized counseling services. The per pupil cost of the program for nonhandi-
capped students is $1,000 and the additional cost for the interpreter and counseling
is $500. Under the present requirements the Federal funds could be used to pay half
of the excess costs, $250, on the other hand, if the excess cost requirement was re-
moved, Federal funds would then be used to pay the total cost, $1,600.

The underlying purpose of the excess cost requirement is to generate state and
local moneys in equitugly gerving handicapped individuals.
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The elimination of the purpose of the excess cost requirement would have a nega-
tive impact on handicapped students by (1).denying handicapped individuals the op-
portunity to benefit from the basic course which on the average would exceed 90%

non-federal expenditures and, (2) making it more economically feasible to fund sepa--

rate, segregated programs for handicapped individuals which could be fully support-
ed by Federal funds. Additionally, allowing the Federal funds to be used for full sup-
port for vocational education for handicapped persons would significantly reduce the
number of indjviduals who could participate. . :

RECOMMENDATION

The excess cost mechanism should be restored and extended to separate programs.

3. H.R. 4°64 places handicapped students in a new separate Part E for special
needs and the disability community does not wish to participate in Part E.

H.R. 4164 appears to have developed Part E as if the current vocational education

statute and regulations were not effectively serving handicapped individuals. Again,
the disability community wishes to reaffirm point one and two of this testimony
which attest to vocational education’s current statute and regulatory provisions for
handicapped students. . ' ..
_ The aisability community does believe that placing handicapped students into a
" new separate Part E for special needs is a nonmainstreamed approach. A review of
1978-80 Vocational Education Data System Enrollment data indicates that seventy-
seven percent of handicapped individuals reported as enrolled in vocational educa-
tion were participating in “regular” vocational education programs. Because of the
large percentage of handicapped students enrolled in “regular” programs, strong ar-
gument could be made that the per capita cost has been reduced, ie., we aré now
serving more for less money,

It is the belief of the disability community that putting disabled individuals back
into a separate program with a number of other special needs populations will in
effect, be designating disabled people back to a separate program approach, as op-
posed to the current Congressional intent and mandate of mainstreaming.

RECOMME,NDATIION

Remove handicapped individuals from Part E back into the basic grant and re-
store the setaside, increasing it from 10% to 15%.

4. H.R. 4164 identifies a variety of program improvements and support activities
such as vocational nssessment, research and development, personnel preparation,
curriculum development, placement services, etc. The disability community seeks to
insure their role in these critical activities, ,

Although extensive data are not available, it is the belief of the disability commu-
nity that without the inclusion of handicapped concerns in the above mentioned
_ support activities and program improvements, and the additional ones identified in
H.R. 4164, that the participation of handicapped individuals in vocational education
will not be truly effective, ) *

For example, while training State Education personnel one and one-half years ago
on eliminating discrimination in vocational education on the basis of race, sex, and
handicapping condition, ACCD’s staff learned that guidance and counseling services
were virtual?y nonexistent for secondary aged handicapped students in this country.
Improvements and, expansion of these services to inc?ude handicapped individuals
could improve their employment capabilities. Counseling affects both placement in
vocational education programs as well as placement in employment.

ACCD has long been concerned with underyepresentation and segregation of
handicapped individuals in vocational education programs. When the number of
handicapped individuals participating in programs which lead to higher skill level
occupations are cornpared -to tﬁe enroliments of handicapped individuals in pro-
grams which would be considered training for lower skilled occupations, it appears
that the handicapped individuals reported to be enrolled in vocational programs
tend to be clustered in ones which 'prepare for lower leve‘ occupations (Office for
Civil Rights, 1980). The clustering of enrollments in these lower level occupational
preparation programs supports the concerns expressed lz‘y handicupFed individuals
in vocational education programs. Because handicugge individuals are not pre-
pared for higher levels of employment, they can not be considered qualified fqr em-
ployment in these areas.

I{equirements should be established that clearly limit the placement of handi-
capped individuals in segregated programs or that track those individuals into lower
level occupational training areas, Only when it is clearly demonstrated that the
nature and severity of the individual's handicap even with maximum support serv-
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ices, prohibits participation in a “regular” vocational program, should a separate vo-
cational preparation program be considered.

These are representative of just the problems that are created not by including
and identifying handicapped individuals -as eligible for one such vocational support
service. Time does not permit going into examples of exclusion from additional serv-
ices and improvements.

RECOMMENDATION
Handicapped individuals should be included as eligible recipients of H.R. 4164’s

‘program improvements and support services.

5. H.R. 4164 does riot promote the participation of severely handicapped students

in vocational education and the disability community desires to promoie their par-

ticipation. .

Based on information that ACCD has yeceived, when one looks at the totals and
percentages of handicapped students who were enrolled in separate vocational pro-
grams, few, if any, are severely disabled students, Participation of deaf, orthopedi-
cally impaired, multihandicapped, blind/deaf, and other impaired, students in any
vocational setting, even “separate”-—is nonexistent, :

Of all the disabled students receiving vocational education at the secondary level
(2-3% of the total yearly enrolimont at the secondary level are disabled), it is the
more severely disabled students who have had the greatest difficuity gaining any
access whatsoever. '

In additiop, the Report hy the Secretary of Education indicates that of all the dis-
abled students in sepura.. programs, few were severely disabled.

The needs of some severely disabled students are 8o great that even with the best
of support services many would not benefit from mainstreaming into regular voca-
tional education. On the other hand, some severely disabled students, due to ortho-

ic and other’physical impairments, may still able to benefit in the various
high tech vocational programs with appropriate modifications and/or support serv-
ices. . 4 .

The disability community believes that vocational education programs should be

available regardless of a person’s handicapping condition.

LY

RECOMMENDATION

The participation of severely handicapped individuals should be promoted in voca-
tional education. .

In conclusion, the purpose of this testimony is to impress upon the Chairman and
members of this Committee that there are major concerns in H.R. 4164 in terms of
the disability community and that it seeks the following five changes: - ‘

(1) Restoration of the setaside, which exists currently in legislation, back into the
basic state grant at a 15% level,

{2) Restoration of the excess cost mechanism and its extension to separate pro-
grams, . :

(3) Deletion of handicapped individuals from Part E back to the basic state grant.

(4) Inclusion of handicapped individuals as eligible for the variety of program im-
provements and support ectivities identified and described in H.R. 4164.

(6) Promotion of the participation of severely handicapped individuals in vocation-
ul education programs that meet their unique needs. )

H.R. 4164, as it currently exists, does not include the above requests and does not
meet the needs of handicapped individuals as effectively as they are currently being
met today under the existing statute and regulations. :

Representative ‘Austin Murphy has_introduced a package of Amendments which
address the setaside and other issues raised in this testimony. ACCD wholeheartedly
endorses this Facka e and hopes that you, Mr. Chairman, aid the members of this
Committee will do tﬁe sgme.

Chairman PeRKINs. Let me thank all of you for excellent testimo-
ny. But I want to make an observation and ask all of you a ques-
tion. Let all of you rr *vond to it.

Somewhere along t.e line it is my hope that we may be able to
obtain a meeting of minds. Now, I think all of you realize the
money problem we are having—the program is funded at about
$736 million today. We were spending more money than that in
fiscal year 1980. If we considered inflation, to maintain our level of
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service in 1980, we should go.up to around a $1 billion today. But I
am afraid we will not be able to obtain that money. I will do m
best to obtain it. I think we sh&uld have a $1% billion—a-$1% bil-
lion myself. _
I travel through the Appalachian area—in those vocations
schiools down home we have waiting lists of 3,000—most of them

high school dropouts—wanting to take training, and they can't.

take training, There is no room for them. And the States have
tightened up on their mbney. The local school districts have tight-
* ened up on their money. . :

If we had the money, we could settle this problem in 5 minutes.
But we don’t have that money. It-could be might easily settled.

Now, let’s consider that the Vocational Education Act has a
lower appropriation today than it did in 1980. The act also has
been pretty much level-funded for the last 2 years. .

In light of these facts, let me ask two questions. Now, I am

o

asking the questions to all of you. Dr. Bottoms and Dr. Parnell can

answer first.

You are’proposing incredsing the postsecondary set-aside from 15
to 30 percent in your bill. Now, Dr. Brody-Hasazi and Ms. Razeghi,
you are proposing increasing the set-aside for the handicapped
from 10 percent in the current level to 15 percent. ,

Now, how are we going to do all this if the funds aren’t there?
And won’t we be taking money from other vocational programs to
put into these postsecondary &nd handicapped programs? You
answer first, Dr. Bottons, and Dr. Parnell. '

Mr. Borroms. Go ahead.

Mr. ParNELL. First of all, the 30 percent set-aside for postsecond-

ary is inadequate. And all you are.probably doing is bringing the °

law up to standard practice. In vhe majority of the States it would

be more than that. So I Ae’t think that you are shifting money—

you may in a few State - TMifting some money.

Chairman PERKINS, . . mean to tell me that it is inaccurate
that the vocational schools don’t have long waiting lists? Do you
say that is inaccurate? . _ :

Mr. PARNELL. Oh, no, that is a different question. :

Chairman PERkINs. If you say it is inaccurate I want to take you
and show you. : ,

Mr. PARNELL. The question you asked me was about the postsec-
ondary set-aside. The question with regard to long waiting lists is
absolutely accurate and particularly in areas where there is fairly
sure employmént at the end of the l}i,ne. -

Chairman Perkins. How do you justify increasing your set-aside?
I mean with this lower amount of money. -

- Mr. PARNELL. The first part of the answer is that in the vast ma-
. jority of the States it is already at that"amount, or more.

The second part of the answer is that we are shifting to a tre-

mendous volume of adults in this country that we need to look at—
and I am talking about the great middle quartiles. of the country.
How are we going to keep them working in a shiftin technology?

Chairman PERKiNs. Let me say one word about the andicapped.
I began working on the handicapped legislation when 1 came to the

Congress in 1949. 1 was reared in a mining community—I v
these miners all mashed up in their lrmbar and dorsal spines,
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every way in the world; and they would die in bed; they would get
. a little workmern’s compensation, and that was all. |
» ' We all want to support the handicapped every way that we possi-
bly can. But how do, you justify the increase assuming we don’t
have the funds—the funds are not being increased? And the disad-
vantaged, by the hundreds of thousands, can’t get into vocational
schools. Go ahead.

Ms. Bropy-HasAzi. Thank you. _

That isa tough question. I have been thinking about it and in
thinking about the whole purpose of the Vocational Education Act
and the way in which Federal dollars should be u#d, it is my opin-
ion that what we are talking about is not necessarily increasing
and just continuing to increase the dollars but, rather, linmiting the
focus of the Federal dollars in vocational education to a smaller ,
number of outcomes. Rather then what the NIE report ‘has suggest-

- ed and that is being that vocational education has.been trying to

do too much for too many. _

So our approach would be io use the Federal dollars on a more
targeted purpose such as providing services to increase access ‘for :

~handicapped and disadvantaged individuals. And that would be my -, "
response. ' b o
" Chairman PerkiINS. Do you want to answer? R

Ms. RazecH Thank you, Mr. Chairman. " ‘

I would just like to make a brief comment or response to that.;

In a sense it is'a certain matter of perspective in two ways. First -
of all, as Members of Congress, I know that you.are probably more
aware and sengitive to the budget needs of the entire country.

Ong thing that I didn’t mention in my testimony—aiid perhaps
the record can stay open and I can still present it—is the high cost
of disability in this country. Over $114 billion or more annually
spent on maintaining handicapped individuals instead of trying to
put some of that money into the educational process and training
them and getting them out. And we have the studies that they can
be trained—and I didn’t present them. S

But I think that is a consideration that you can justify an extra
percent or at least maintaining the status quo_on voc-ed just in
that regard alone.

Second, you can approach from'this perspective, perhaps, and
you may not like it. To ask the question who will benefit most from |
participating in vocational education? Those individuals who are |
most likely to succeed without the intervention of v c-ed or those
most likely to succeed that need it most. In other words, handi-
capped, disadvantaged, women, whatever. That is something you
might want to keep in mind. . ,

A lot of the attitudinal problems in getting handicapped individ-
uals into vocationh! education is that in many tech schools and
many tech prograrhs they generally take the cream of the crop. It
is really hard to be in the high school situation, as I was for well
over 10 years, and to get a vocational teacher to take one of these
handicapped students. It is a real challenge.

So my thought is that, you know, these handicapped individuals
are going to benefit the most from that participation. And that is a
thought. And the Fedetal dollar that you are committing there is
going to generate the State and local.
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Chairman PERKINS, Let’s just take the District of Columbia-here «

as an illustration. Out kere on these streets, we have thousands of ,
black students who have dropped out of school in the ninth and
tenth grade/ If we increase these|set-asides, we could be taking
money away from those disadvantaged children who need traiping.,
Just let me boil it down to that. You are pretty hard to pin down.

Ms. RazegHi. Well, I don’t represent the minority pop in this
country by any means of the imagination. And that is not my job
here today. But Lthink you don’t have the representatives of the
NAACP here. ' _ o

I guess my general inform: . ition on that and in some sense of per-
spective is that these advocacy organizations are a little bit turned
of by vocational education. If you look at the OCR statistics, oh, in
terms of including minorities, handicapped, and women—and I
urge you to get that information. It is availablefYou will notjce
that it is a very small percentafe. I m '

Chairman PerkiNs. Mr Goodling. Go a‘head. N

Mr. GoopLiNG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. ‘ :

First of ally 1 suppose {should tell all of you something that you
probably already know. When we tallied up all of the groups set-
aside démands it came up to 110 percent of the State grant pro-
gram. That is a little difficult {o achieve, I haven’t figured that out. ,
T will have to go back and take some advanced math, I suppose, in
order to come up with that. . - ‘

There are two ways to look at what this bill would or would not
do in relationship to the handicapped. At the present time, if you
wanted to incréase any amount for handicapped, you would have to
increase the appropriation. It is the only feasible wa%':‘ ' oo

Under 4he proposed legislation involving part E you possibly
could help the handicapped without increasing the appropriation
because Congress could determinethat that’s where they want the
emphasis. . L '

A second concern that the chairman just mentioned and { would
agree with, is that how could you, since you are basically talking
about handicap&)‘ d in part E and not about disadvantaged, take
care of the disadvantaged needs? :

Dr. Bottoms, in the last 2 months, have you be~n getting closer
to a consensus or further apart as far as alf of the groups are con=
cerned who seem %o want to write this piece of legislation?

Mr. Borroms. Congressman Goodling, we have recently had a
meeting with thosc persons in voc-ed who are leaders in our organi-
zation who work with the handicapped and disadvantaged this past

week. There are a number of technical amendments we will want .-

to share with the committee that grew out of that meeting that
would address some of the concerns they have raised. That at least
f(})lr that group of leaders we worked o(}xt some of our differences
there. S

We have been meeting with the Council for Exceptional Chilciren

" and some'very fruitful meetings with Joe and his folks. I think you

have heard some of the honest differences that still exist between
that organization and the AVA this morning.

Mr. GoobLING. In all of this deliberation are %ou being realistic
about funding® I have a difficult time believing that the Appropria-
tions Committee is going to do much more than level fund.

N
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In all of “your deliberations are you being realistic about the
problems facing us? : ‘
You might tell me that is not your.responsibility. :
_ Mr. Borroms. Congressman Goodling, I think we have taken seri-
ous—the testimony that has been given before this committee in

the last 3 years—there are a number of studieg that have been re-

‘ported that: about one-third of the secondary vocational graduates
don’t . make it very well in the workplace, and don't progress
upward very well. You only have to talk to a number of vocational
-teachers to find out why. They represent a lot of students we are
talking about who today, that are in the programs today.

The issue in the field is not serving the youth and providing
access. The issue is creating a legislative mechanism we can make
a case to get adequate funding to get better results.

I have been trying to find out how much, for 'example, the handi-

*.capped money is actually spent in separate programs while 25 per

scent of the enrollment is there. I can’t find the data nationally but
I found it in one State yesterday that for those handicapped who
enrolled in separate voc-ed programs where the Federaf Goveri-
ment pays about 100-percent, the dollar amount expended is $350
per student. Those handicaps who are in mainstream programs it
is $50" per student. _ i

The problem we have in terms of extra services and efforts re-
quired for many of the youth, you just cannot do it on $50 or $100

. or $150. Either we have to have a way to drive up our ability to
make a case for increased appropriations or we have got to find

.some way that the dollars that Congress has already appropriated
for handicapped and disadvantaged students can in fact follow

those stidents once they enroll in vocational education.
That is an area we would certainly be willing to"discuss with the
handicapped community as to how ti;
already appropriated under Federal dollars for each handicapped
*could in fact begin to follow a handicapped student when they
enroll in vocational education for those related services. ,
Mr. GoopLING. Let me ask Dr. Brody-Hasazi one question, and

preface that by saging you apparently have a fairly good working .

. relationship with Senator Stafford. I have heard some of his pro-
posals that are going to come toward us and I believe you gave us a
preview of those when you:answered the last question.

My question to you would be that under present -legislation, how
much money is actually being spent on vocational education for the
L. ~ndicapped by local, State, and Feder=' agencies? And is that in-

+¢l ded in your chart that you had o~  ge 6 of your testimony? I
am talking about 94-142,

Ms. Bropy-Hasaz1. Yes.

Mr. GoopLING.-Pardon? ' .

Ms. Bropy-Hasazi. It is included. For school year 1980-81, State
and local allocations approximately $156 million.

Mr. GooDLING. Is any of that money from 94-142?

Ms. Bropy:Hasaz1. [ really can’t answer that. I don’t think it is,
no. The provision is that it is State and local dollars and I believe
that use of those dollars—the Federal dollars—is prohibited.

- Mr. GoopLiNg. Thank you. I have no other questions.

Chairnian PerkiNs. Mr. Hawkins.
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" Mr. Hawkins. I have no questions.

Chairman PerkINs. Mr. Ackerman.
‘Mr. AckermAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. o
. Dr. Bottoms, I think that the presentation you made as far as the
structure is probably the most logical way to do this, but it would

be under utopian conditions. It seems to me that in the short time

" I’have been here there have.been a tremendous amount of sharp-

shooters in Congress, that no matter what you put-on the table as
far as social programs, would look to whittle things down or pick
things off. . [ o :

1 am trying to understand why you took the hapdicapped, cut
them out of the main part of the bill, aud put them aside where

" they would be most vulnerable should somebody choose to take a

couple of potshots at this particular package.
It seems to me that if someone were trying to cut down the size

_of the dog, it would be a lot easier for them to just chop off the tail,

where you have put this, rather than just creating a smaller dog.
Mr. Ms. Congressman, to respond to that-question, we basi-

cally were trying to get, as I stated, two basic Federal roles. One

that .would focus on modernizing' and improving and extending the

program, and to drop the role to maint-‘n programs. '

Second, to get a strong Federal role in ° srms of serving the tar-
geted population. If you noticed on page ' ‘6 of the bill, starting with
line 21, we tried to v ry carefully say that the level of funding—

nd there are apt to be a couple of technical amendments because
some language got dropped in drafting this—it was our intent
there that the amount of dollars expended for handicapped and dis-
advantaged would equal the dollars currently being spent in 111
(@), (b), and section 140, which would come to over $211 million.
Whether there is any money appropriated for E or not, the States

‘would still have to spend thédt base. o
We want an opportunity to make a case for increased dollars for -

thig—— :
Mr. ACKERMAN. Are you talking basically about shifting the

‘money for those programs, and then transfer it to the States, are

you not? : _

Mr. Borroms. No, no; it would.come out of the other——

Mr. AcKERMAN..If we want to cut down on the dollars we are
going to spend, we can do that because you can now make it a
State responsibility. ' , _

Mr. Borroms. No; the States would ‘'spend it.for other Federal
dollars appropriated. They would have to take off the top. If there
is no money. appropriated part E, at least $211 million to continue
the level of current expenditures. .

Mr. ACKERMAN. But that would give them less money to spend -
on other prograins that we would be helping them to fund and you
would in fact be making piranhas out of the various factions within
ditferent States and municipalities fighting to eat each other for
the money. ’

Mr. Borroms. Congressmen, that is no different than the set-
asides you currently have. The only difference is it makes it possi-
ble for us to make a case for increased funding so we can get better
quality results with these youth who do need extra services.
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I think the dollar figures clearly show that the leval of dollars
driving for those extra services are not adequate to do the job well.
Mr. AcKErRMAN. I think basically what you make it easier to do is ,
just ‘slice this program off and seek to have others fund it on differ-
ent levels of government. ot

Mr. Borroms. That is not our intent.

Chairman.PERkINS. Mr. Gunderson.

Mr. GunpersoN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. :

I would like to both compliment and echo the chairman’s re-
marks. We sit here—and I guess [ become a little concerned as to
whether we want to be idealists today or do we want to be realists.
And if we have &ny interest in reauthorizing vccational education,
I think we have to be a little bit of a'financial realist as to exactly
where we are going to go. ; :

I am not convinced that you eliminate competition for funding
over, one, should you say science or school of thought in vocational
education over another-area; whether you go with the set-agide, or
whether you go with various parts A, B, C, and D. I mean, you are
going to have competition either way—if is a percentage one way:
and really u perc.ntage the other way. '

I think we have got to ask ourselves, though, exactly what are -
our major goals in vocational education in the 1980’s? Knd I must -
tell all of you that as I have met with every vocational school and
every vocational director in my district—and I have four different
schools, campuses, in my district. Every one of them responded by
. saying that if we could maintain funding at the present level, we
would be happy, No. 1. ' ' e

No. 2, if there are any new dollars—if we could use those dollars
for high-tech equipment it would be absolutely essential.

Now, I sit here and I listen to the voc-ed emphasis on handi-

ipped. I can’t think of any better way to help the handicapped
people in this society to get jobs and to train them to use the com-
puters and the high-technology equipment we have got. §

As I go through my schools in my area, whether you are talking -
about industrial technology in welding, in one campus, whether

' you are falking about meat science courses in another campus,

whether you are talking about dairy science, you are talking about
your traditions! business and office courses, every one of those
courses today use computers. I mean, it is absolutely amazing. .

I know »f wo better way to meet the concerns in the postsecond-
ary adult training, which I think is absolutely essential in a chang-
ing society, and to get at the concerns on the handicapped, than to
provide the equipment, the updated equipment, which allows these
students not only to get training once but, hopefully, to come back
?nd get continuing education as they are in the private sector work
orce. o PR
" That sort of, I guess me, eliminates all the argument we have
" had for the last 2% hours here and says that you cut it all out, and
the only way to get something passed is to really stay fairly close
to the status quo and put some additional money in areas that is
going to match the concerns of every one of you.

Now, how do you react to that? Let’s hear you.

Ms. Bropy-Hasazi. I think your ideas are definitely legitimate.
We have found in Vermont,‘which is obviously a small rural State,
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that we do need to move to more increased technological offeriugs
for our students. : .

But, on the other hand, we have also found that within our 16
vocHtional centers, which is all the centers for-our. State, that we
just could never have enougk resources to continue to update the
equipment on site. The approach that we have used for our regular
nonhandicapped students is to build closer linkages with industry
and actually have greater involvement with cooperate education—
meaning students would actually go onsite where this technology is
being implemented throughout the State, and acquire the skills
there in part, not just at the vocational center. A

One of the problems with that for handicapped individuals is
that over the years we have found that handicapped and disadvan-
taged participate far less in those on-the-job work experiences coop-
erative education, where the higher technology is ‘really being
learned, than the rest of the population in vocational education.

So, yes, 1 agree with you but I am not sure what the approach is
to take because we“haven't been very successful in ensuring that
handicapped students receive those benefits.

Mr. GUNDERSON. So, you would not be opposed to us putting
some kind of element in the reauthorization bill which is direct
funding for high-tech equipment? A special type of need in terms of
gquipment to meet not only the special student but the general stu-

ent. ' '
-Ms. Bropy-Hasazi. I am not sure. | would want to assure that
handicapped students were involved, definitely that some percent-
age would have direct—we could be guaranteed that handicapped
students would have -access to utlizing that equipment. I think that
arrdangements to purthase equipment that could involve business-
and industry in some kind of collaborative mechanism would be an
appropriate way to do that. i

Mr. GunbpersoN. OK. Go ahead.

STATEMENT OF ARNOLD LOOMIS, STATE DIRECTOR OF
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION, STATE OF MICHIGAN

Mr. Loomis. { would like to just comment that I think three of
the Congressmen have in different ways said the same thing, and
that is if you are going to have strong programming for disadvan-
taged and handicapped you are going to haye strong programming
for all vocational education. :

The areas in our State that we are getting hit with obviously are
the high-tech occupations, but more importantly, the need for up-
dating throughout our occupational areas with the high-tech that is
coming right in within the regular fields.

It doesn't do any good to take an individual who is .disadvantaged
or handicapped and put them into a program that is either outdat- -
ed with equipment, does not have up-to-date cutriculum, or up-to-
date instructional staff. So what we need to do, I think, is get
beyond and look at the bigger picture which is a strong vocational
education program overall and then let's take our money for the
disadvantaged and the handicapped and see that they get the serv-
ices within the programs. ' '
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Now, I would like to make one other statement. In our State we
have put a strong push on mainstreaming both disadvantaged and
handicapped. It probably would by 99%10 percent mainstreaming.

I don’t want to get into speculation but I will tell you what our
local people are telling us. I have a letter on my desk to this effect
from our special needs association. Basically what they are saying
is that we were able to expand and -to move to the disadvantaged
and handicapped with large increases at times when State re-
sources and local resources were available.

They are also telling me right now that because of the fiscal dis-
aster that we have had in our State for the last few years, don’t
come and ask us to expand significantly our programming for the
disadvantaged and handicapped which we need very badly, and ask
us at the same time to maintain either the excess cost and/or the
. 50 percent match provision., .

They are very concerned that they are not able to expand the
programs at this point in time. We are getting very small expan-
sion and we know, obviously, that it needs to be expanded much
1aore, .

So I would like to plead that the committee, I know, has some
very difficult decisions to wrestle with, but you can’t take set-aside
on top of set-aside on top of set-aside and get up to 110 percent, as
Mr. Goodling mentioned, and still serve the needs of business, in-
dustry, and the people in our State.

STATEMENT OF ROSEMARY KOLDE, GREAT OAKS JOINT
VOCATIONAL DISTRICT, CINCINNATI, OH

Ms. KoLpe. Congressman Gunderson, I would like to respond
from a local level, Mr. Loomis was responding from a State level.

Currently I have in my vocational district, 12 percent of my total
enrollment are handicapped students. I have 84 percent of the
identified handicapped students in-our district in our school. So
you can see that we are serving the handicapped. We had 420 stu-
dents who graduated last year who were mainstreamed in vocation-
al programs. There were 420. Ninety-six percent of those students
who were seniors completed. So we are getting them out into the
job market. We are securing placement for them and we are train-
ing them.

Now, it is costing our district to do that. We are putting in many
local dollars to add the support to that. But that concern is not as
large to us as the concern which you spoke about where we need to
have new equipment; we have to change our curriculum; we have
to serve the adult population which is ever increasing—the retrain-
ing and the training of adults that have been placed or are out of
work replaced—the new technologies.

Also, we are finding that more with the adult population, that
there are more who are going on to school continuously. It is a life-
long learning process. .’

Those, are the types of things that we are concerned about and if
we can provide those’kinds of things {or everyone, then the handi-
capped students benefit from that also.

So we certainly are doing our part in serving the handicapped
and I am sure we have found it most rewarding and successful but
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we need to upgrade and update also in order to be able to serve all
populations so that there is an equal focds for everyone.

Mr. GUNDERSON. If I may, Mr. Chairman, 6ne more question. I
think that one of thr, things we have got to do, whatever we do, is
we have got to eliminate this language which says you can no
longer use Federal dollars to maintain existing prograris in terms
of updating that. This business of creating a new title-fdr a pro-
. gram, you can buy that new computer with Federal dollars, is a
joke. We all know that. I think we have got to deal with that ques-
tion. ,

I realhy hope that this committee is the one that writes the voca-
tional education reauthorization, not the floor of the House or the
Appropriations Committee, or somebody else.

Looking at the financial realities that are facing us, we have
really, if you .ook at the present statutes, a $1.5 billion authoriza-
tion for voc-ed, we just never appropriate that much money at the
present time. .

So let’s assume that we are not going to see a significant increase
in appropriations. If we get on a deficit reduction moveinent in
gither 1984 or 1985, chances of big increases are not very good.

Under that atmosphere of a $850 million appropriation, would
you people prefer present law or the bill which is now before us,
assuming you have the same or present funding, because we have -
had some statements here that in order to make H.R. 4164 work
we need $1.5 billion funding? I am not sure we can get that. So as-
suming that, where do we go?

No ancwers? . v

Mr. Borroms. No. _

Ms. Brony-Hasazi. Tough question.

Mr. LomMis. There is no question in my mind that if we are
going to meet the needs in our State that we would like the pro-
posed legislation. We believe that it was put together with a large
amount of thought and discussion over time that is involved, at
least in our State. We have had input into the bill by our local
people who are working in this arena. We think it responds better
to the needs of business and industry. It is less restrictive. It drives
gi)llars into program improvement areas which we think is desira-

e.

There is no question in our mind, at least in our State, that we
would prefer the draft as submitted.

Mr. GuNpersoN. OK: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

S’I‘A’I‘EMENT OF JOSEPH BALLARD, ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, GOV.-
. ERNMENTAL RELATIONS COUNCIL FOR EXCEPTIONAL CHIL-
DREN '

Mr. BarLarp. 1 haven't said anything until now. I am Joe Bal-
lard with the Council for Exceptional Children. .

You raise the essential question, and that is that whether it 18
better for those of us that work on appropriations—as many of you
there, too—is it better {0 have a number of separate line items
where, in a sense, smaller populations for appropriations purposes
are dan%ling by themselves and fighting to get what they can get,
or is it better for us to be realistic about the future? And if being
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realistic, to try to meet our objectives within one line item primari-
ly and all be working together to -achieve a respectable and good
amount under that one line item. .

Our argument from a very political standpoint, from the stand-
point of the handicapped  and the economically disadvantaged, is
don't take us out of part A. We are an essential group, working to
achieve whatever appropriation is achievable under part A.’T would
say that represents a number of interests here, toe which is there

is really two schools of thought here regardless ot the objectives -

represerted in H.R. 4164. The objectives, fine.

The question is: What is the best way to do it from a realistic
appropriations standpoint? We would say, if all of these objectives
are acceptable to this committee—adult, industrial, whatever may
be—it may be much more acceptable to put us all together in one
line items so that we will all be fighting for the same thing, and
enjoy whatever success or failure we will have, but do it together.

Does that make sense, Mr. Gunderson? ‘ :

Mr. GuNpersoN. Thank you.

Chairman PerkINs. Mr. Kildee.

Mr. KiLpeg. Thank your, Mr. Chairman. o

In my 20 years of lawmaking, I have been an advocate of voca-
tional education and an advocate of the handicapped. It would be
easier if you were all together on this issue. You present a difficult
problem, of course, to this committee that we are going to have to
resolve.1 wish I could ask you all to step in a room and confer
until you could return with an agreement. They used to do that in
electing a Pope—not give. you any food, until you come back with
an agreeent. We won’t do that to you. But we will have to address
ourselves to that. :

I think the gentleman at the end of the table, Mr. Ballard, sum- .

marized your argument the best way. There ~i> cogent arguments
on the other side, as well, but I think your :.:.ement summarizes
the ‘arguments from your position very, very well. I go back and
forth myself, wondering how we can best serve special needs popu-
lations. Ultimately the appropriations process is going to determine
how ‘much money can be spent for vocational education. So I think
that argument is a good summary of your position.

I ain probably inclined to accept that argument, although I am

still searching my own intellect and my own conscience for an -~

answer. | invite the others at the table to try to respond well to
that argument.

In H.R. 4164, you do have a hold harmless for the disadvantaged
and handicapped. But I am often worried that in a hold harmless
we tend to try to create a floor. What then, is to prevent that floor
from becoming the ceiling? That is my worry, with any hold harm-
less clause.

Does ahyone want to respond to that? Gene, do you want to try
to respond?

Mr. Borroms. Congressman Kildee, over the last 7 years our as-
sociations worked extremely hard in trying to drive up the appro-
priations for this field, and not very successfully. Arguments given
by both administrations and by some members, is that the basic
State grant is too broad; we don’t know where the dollars are flow-
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ing to; and the results stand alone. While other appropriations in’
other education areas have continued to grow substantially.

It seems that we have at least established a floor and made it
possible for the Congress to target directly funds for thaose youth

_“who ar¢ having transitional problems, and there are a number of

them, as'well as to adults. Where the Congress has had an opportu-
nity in,the past, ir other legislations, to appropriate dollars to
target special populations, I think the evidence stands very clearly
that those appropriations have gone up.

We do not expect to get growth in the basic State grant. What
we are trying to get in the basic State grant is a base dollar there
that we can use to help keep the programs modernized, to improve,
to retool, as the Congress said, some of the existing programs.

We have dropped from that to use Federal dollars to operate the

basic programs. The State and local community will employ the
basic teachers for the basic programs. Where they need help is
when they have got a backup of. folks who want into electronics—
the jobs are there—and they can’t expand. They need help to be. |
able to expand that program.
. So, if having it all in one box would have worked, it looked to me
like while others were going up since 1976, we would have, too. So I.
guess what we are pleading is a different strategy. Basically we
have been rather honest in trying to lay out and look at this, and
we are pleased to work with you as you move through whatever
course you take. ’ ‘

Mr. KiLpee. You know, that is part of the difficulty, because I
can't think of any two groups for whom I have greater respect than
the two groups, which often are in agreement, but today have a
matter of difference.

In my 20 years, 1 worked closely with these two groups. I think if
we were in a better fiscal climate then perhaps the struggle here
might be less, But we are in a very, very difficult fiscal climate.

Right now the United States is clearly on the cutting edge of
technological change. We are competing in a world production
market. We are really part of a world eccnomy now more than at
any other time in our history. And even though there may be argu-
ments between Liberals and Conservatives, Democrats and Repub-
licans, as to what is the role of the Federal Government in educa-
tion, clearly because we are on this cutting edge of technological
change and are competing in a world economic nmarket—this area
of vocational education is undeniably a matter of Federal concern.

That is why I wish we had an expanding appropriation for voca-
tional education, then perhaps some of thede difficulties among
those who are fighting for vocational education would be lessened.
I understand that you are trying to maximize the dollar for every-
one served, and there are going to be some differences because of
the shrinking role, relatively spcaking, of the Federal role in yoca-
tional education. This is a time we should be expanding it.

What 1 am trying to say is that this dismal fiscal picture for vo-
cational education is perhaps exacerbating some of the differences
between those who are being served.

Would anyone want to respond to that question of what would,
though, keep the floor of expenditures from becoming the ceiling? I
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mean, that happens in many, many areas. Does anyone have any
other response to that? Dale?

Mr. PARNELL. I would just like to comment that we much prefer
H.R. 4164 to current legislation, even with the current money. We
think it makes a number of significant improvements that must be
made, and lay some groundwork for whatever happens in the
future.

I am kind of taking a long-range look at this as well as the short -

range. It may not provide the money that'we need tomorrow but
the next year. I just think that if we all continue to work on this,
this gives us an awfully good foundation. :

As far as our association is concerned, we wouldn’t want to go on
record as to doing anything but helping the programs for handi-
capped. I wouldn't want the committee to think that——

Mr. KiLpee. We know that.

Mr. PArNELL [continuing]. Nothing is going ‘on out there. The
State of California, for example, is investing large amounts of
money in postsecondary through community colleges to work with
the handicapped of all kinds, sensory handicapped as well as physi-
cal handicapped.

Mr, KiLpee. We know that. Your record is good. I think that is
what creates problems for us, because we have two—well, several
groups—here represented, whose credentials are unquestioned.
There is honest and sincere disagreement. It is not like the non-
handicapped and the handicapped, because the vocational educa-
tion people certainly recognize that part of their clientele, and a
very important part of their clientele, is the handicapped. Your
credentials are well established in that.

This may be the last hearing before we markup and have to ad-
dress this very question.

STATEMENT OF GARY MEERS, PROFESSOR OF EDUCATION,
UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA '

Mr. Megrs. Congressman, I would like to add one thing to this.
As the committee goes about its work, not to forget the disadvan-
taged. I cor * from that side. I work with both the handicapped and
disadvant: ged. And we have heard a lot about the handicapped
movement today, and what are some possible alternatives. But

please don’t forget that disadvantaged sector. They are not being.

served as we would like to see them served.
And as you go to markup, keep them in mind. That is just a plea.
Mr. KiLpeEe. Yes. Thank you very much. I appreciate that, too.
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman PerkiNS. Go ahead, Mv. Williams.
Mr. WiLLiamMs. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman PerkINS. Excuse me. Mr. Packard.
Mr. WiLLiAms. Yes.
Chairman PrerkINS. | am going to rotate here.
Mr. WirLiams. Of course.
. Chairman Perkins. Go ahead, Mr. Packard. Excuse me, Mr. Wil-
jams,
Mr. PackArp. I would not mind, Mr. Chairman, yielding to Mr,
Williams but, thank you.
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I think that we have talked considerably on both sides of the
aisle on the funding process. Obviously, if the provisions of the bill
were ultimately made law where there would be $1% billion
funded, then you would be asking, in the handicapped area, for a
300-percent increase in your funding, which, I think would be total-
ly unrealistic. _

In other words, there would be a 100-percent increase or a dou-
bling of the funding under that provision, but a tripling for the
handicapped. I think that that, in and ‘of itself, would need to be
looked at very carefully.

But recognizing that funding will probably be very difficult to
achieve, do you think that the chances of Congress appropriating
additional funds for handicapped and disadvantaged students
would be greater urder the part E process or under the existing
set-aside process, recognizing that tie existing set-uside process
would be tied to your basic State grant program, where to get 50
million additional dollars for your programs, you would have to ask
Congress for a $500 million increase in the grants?

Or would it be easier for us to work with Congress on the basis of -
this being a separate program and ask for an additional $50 million
for this particular program? Would our chances be better of getting
that, assuming that all of us—and I have to assume that all of us
on this committee—are anxious to get as much funding for handi-
capped and for disadvantaged students as is possible under the cur-
rent economic problem?

Where do . »u think our chances would be greatest in getting the
Congress to respond positively to an increase of funding in that
area, which I think is a very desirable area?

Ms. Bropy-Hasaz1. Joe.

Mr. BaL1Arp. Congressman, our feeling is startup appropriations,
especially large startup appropriations have been a real difficulty
with both Houses up here in the last few years. Part E is talking
about serving a number of populations—by the way, unspecified, as
to which amounts for what within part E, as currently proposed in
the bill, to the tune of about 325 million to 350 million new dollars.
That is not far below the prospect for mathematics and science if it
were initially funded at well around the 400 level—and there has
even been some scratching of heads about coming up with the real
“dollars for that initial funding. I have no doubt that Congress will.
But is just shows how problematicitis. =~ o

I guess 1 have already said it and the Council would say again,
we are firm believers that however you design it, that for political
and appropriation purposes we have a much better chance being
part of a larger whole; and working together with other constituen-
cies to fight for the overall program. And, yes, realizing your per-
centage within that as a result of it rather than being a smaller
program with limited prospects, especially at this time in history.

Mr. PackarDp. Thank you.

Dr. Parnell, do you favor that the breakdown of these dollars be
on a percentage basis where there is a specific percentage for sec-
ondary and a specific percentage for postsecondary? And then
among that breakdown, would you also suggest a specific percent-
age in occupational areas in, say, the postsecondary area?
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Dr. PArNELL. We certainly favor a specific percentage as things
now stand. We have not fared—since the money flows through
State departments of education—we have not ‘fared well in some
States. And we think this is a floor. But in a State like your own in
the State of Czlifornia, that has been worked out at a 50-50 split
between secondary and postsecondary by the actors that make
those decisions. But in some States—and I think it is something
close to 15 States—the community technical and junior co'leges
even get less than the 15 percent set-aside talled for now. :

We think even-in the statistical recordkeeping that there should
be separation of the statistics from the degree-granting postsecond-
ary institutions as opposed to the nondegree granting. So I would
have to answer yes; under the current consideration we think the
floor is absolutely =ssential. , '

Mr. Packarp. Wheh you establish set-asides and targeting and
categorical moneys, to what extent do you believe that that re-
moves; local and State options and flexibility in the management of
the funds to target them at the local level where it would be most
effective, recognizing a difference in different parts of the country,
or different States, as it relates to the use of those funds?

Dr. ParNEeLL. It entirely depends on what State decisionmakers
are making the decisions about how to allocate the funds. In
answer to the question, if it is a sole State agency as it reads in
this, then I think the 30 percent for postsecondary is essential.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you. One last question. «

If you remove the matching and the excess cost provisions, does
th.s elimi .ate the necessary safeguards that we would have to have
ir. order to ensure State and local fir | support and participation?

Dr. PARNELL. I don’t believe so. Actually, I think there is one
Federal dollar for eight local dollars that go into that. I hate to see
the Federal dollars drive the local dollars and telling them what to
do, but I am going to ask Gene Bottoms to comment on it. He stud-
ied that deeper than I have.

Mr. Borroms. Based on what we have proposed in terms %1 the
excess cost, we want to place emphasis on mainstreaming students
into the regular programs. Basically the full costs of the regular
program is picked up by:the State and local. The incentives would
be on the Federal dollars picking up the cost of those extra serv-
ices. But if they serve the targeted population youth in separate
programs, they would be matching those. It is a reverse of the cur-
rent situatiop.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman PerkiNs. Mr. Kildee.

Mr. Williams.

Mr. WiLLiams. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Like my colleagues, 1.
too, appreciate the informative testimony here today. I have found
the past half hour or so to be particularly interesting, beginning,
Mr. Chairman, with your pointed admonition about the limited
amount of money. that is available, followed by, I guess, agreement
of that with eacK member of the committee. Mr. Gunderson spoke
of the reality that was necessary in your perception of what is
going to happen. And Mr. Packurd has talked about the difficulty
of achieving additional funding..It is my understanding that your
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legislation c_alls for about a billion and a half-—-$1.5 billion in fund-

imng. - ¢ .

%‘here are, of course, certain realities that you are all very cogni-

zant of, with which we all have to deal. But there is something, 1
think, that ought not escape anyone in this room, and that is the
public money is there to be spent in any wa that the public de- ;-
cides through its elected representatives. And in the judgment, of -
many of us, public spending is misdirected and has been for several
. years. «
We are in the first of 2 days of hearings on this issue. During
those 2 days of hearings, the Pentagon will have spent all of the
money which you are requestim‘;J for the coming year and $400 mil-
lion to boot. Now, some of us believe that this Nation’s spending
_compass is misdirected. And you should be here asking for every
single dime you need to do your work and not a penny less. So I
commend you for asking for $1% billion, which, in fact, may not be
enough. " '

The problem, of course, is that we have a stagnant economy be-
cause of 3 years of the worst recession in 50 years. We have an
enormous deficit, unlike any other. In fact, we have now—I am a
member of the Budget Committee too—and we now have a budget
that tells us that in one term this administration will have stacked
up more deficits than all of the deficits from George Washington to
Jimmy Carter combined. And that affects what we can spend on
your programs. That directly affects what we can spend on it.

In other words, there ig sort of a frozen pool now .of public
money. We are witnessing for one of the first times in history of
this committee—and I say that having only been on this committee
for my sixth year, but I have watched the actions of this committee .
from afar and close up—and I think for one of the first times in
history of this committee we are seeing people who have almost
precisely the same interests going into divergent views because
once the pie is frozen you have to fight for your piece. And if your
piece is to get larger, somebody else’s must get smaller.

So not only has this economy created enormous funding prob-
lems, but it has pitched Americans against Americans in a way
that has not been happening in this country for half a century.
That may be the great tragedy of Reaganomics.

There are a couple of questions now that go gpecifically to i))'our
programs, although in a rather general way. As I talk with busi-
nessmen and industrialists—some of them in my home State of
Montana, but many of them here and otker places around the
country—and I asked them if there is any single skill which their
workers need. They answer almost unanimously, well, they need
the ability to think. We are concerned less, they tell me, with their .
training for the accomplishment of specific skills than we are the
ability to think. . .

I happen to be a fan of vocational education, as some of you _
know, but some of my high school and college people tell me we are et
wasting money because they can teach fo ks to think. And busi-
nessmen tell me they can teach them the specific skills. So I am
wondering about your response to that, whether this $1% billion
can't be spent in a better way on other educational pursuits.

Mr. Bottoms? Gene?

1 »

61




. . '
) o

\

- 87

Mr. Borroms. Congressman, we have tried to focusin the bill
that there is a need to strengthen the academic foundatlons of the
students in vocational and technical education. What we 'are trying
to get at there—we know in the better programs across the country
that where you can connect the teaching of the bagic math, the
basic scientitic priuciples with the practices in an occupatxon, you
gei trem2ndous jumps in achievewment.

We believe that what makes vocational education in Amerlca dif-
ferent from the European system, or the Far Eastern system, is
that we do try to produce an individual who can begin to move into
an entry job, but with the capacity to continue to learn and grow.
So in some respects, vocational ‘education is an alternatwe ap-
proach to education.

We believe that if those who propose to you that they do not
need vocational education were to oceur, that you would see a sub-
stantial rise in the dropout rates in this country, and you would
have a substantial yell from the business community about folks

3
\

not. having a work orientation, famlhamzatlon of the tools, materl- )

als, and processes of the workplace.

So that would be my response to the question you posed.

Mr. PARNELL. I started my working life as an electrician and it
brings me out of my chair whenever anybody tells me that the

work I did did not train me to think just because I worked with | my B

hands as well as my head.
There isn’t any question that the good jobs of the future are

going to require a better math base, a better science base, a better -

literacy base than we have ever required before. That is one of the
reasons why in thie bill we push hlgh schools and colleges to work
closer together. Why I am interested in a greater set-aside for post-
secondary—that js our bag, is to help people relate the math, the
science, the literacy of the systems approach of electromcs, the sys-
tems approach to hydraulics, as it relates to a job. -

We must provide broader vocational educgtion rather than nar-.
rower. We should be opening thé world up to people rather than .

closing it down for them. And I think this bill helps do that.

Mr. WiLLiams. Mr, Loomis, in your State of Michigan, you have a '
tragically high unemployment rate and have had it for too long :

now. Do those unemployed people need to be taught a specific

given skill throigh vocational educatlon in order to change jobs or

secure new employment?

Mr. Loomis. Let me respond, and 1 will quote the plant manager
of Buick auto company and also the training director of Fisher
Body. We have programmed with them this past year. And thef'
find that to upgrade into the new technology or into pther techno
ogies, there is basically three things which are absolutely essential.

One is a thorough assessment program as to where they are,
what their skills are, not only in the occupation they have had but
for other occupational areas. Basic skills are absolutely essential,
the reading and the math to go with it. They also need skllled
training. And I might quote both of those people, who said on a
video tape being interviewed by the press, that:

“We are in the business of building cars, not in education and
training.”
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The Fisher Body training director is working very hard in work-

ing with the commuiity colleges, the intermediate school districts,”

an' the K-12 system to get basic skills for the people who are out
there on the floor. .

So I would say yes, they do' very definitely, and they will say that
they need training. They also need basic skills and they need the
assessment component, which again makes this piece of legislation
especially attractive that is being proposed, because all of those
things can be done without many of the restrictions in the current
legislation to help us really model and develop a program for them.,

Mr. WiLLiaMs. It seems to me we can say with some certainty
now that Americans have come to & time when our professions, our
. jobs, change with an increasing velocity. And no longer will a
person just be an electrician in his lifetime, he may have two or
three other professions as well. You may not just be a teacher—
stiveral of us are proof of that here. You get other jobs as you go
" along. :

Does this legislation reflect those changes? Does this legislation
cgptq)re the job mobility, the changing velocity of differing profes-
sions? . ! -

Mr. PARNELL. It certainly makes a good start.

Mr. WiLLiams. How does it do it?

Mr. ParNELL. The adult title, certainly that is the first time you

have had an adult title. The high-tech title, that is the first you

have had, particularly on a participating basis with employers. The
)out-of-s,chool title addresses that particular area. .

Yes, I think it makes a good run at it. :

Mr. Borroms. The State. planning process and the local planning
process does focus on the State and locals having to set goals in
terms of the labor market requirements and to actually show the
progress they plan to make over 3 years in modernizing and shift-
. ing programs to reflect the changing job demand as well as the
changing content and requirements of jobs.

Mr. WiLLiams. Finally, Mr. Chairman, let me just encourage our '

friends in' the vocational education community, the handicapped
and disadvantaged communities, that they have an enormous stake
in this year’s budgrt process and in the well-being of the American
economy. And that stake has never. been, I think, focused more
clearly than'jt is in your discussions and it is kind of a mini debate
that we have seen here today. =~~~ - e et

What you are experiencing and we are sharing with you here
today is a microcosm of the difficulty that people across America,
who have the kinds of interest you do, even though in perhaps
other matters, are faced with because of this economy and this defi-
cit. And because our national spending compass is headed in the
wrong direction, each of you have an enormHus stake in this, and
each of the people, be they adults, children, andicapped, disadvan-
tag: 1, women, that you'ar : trying to serve, have an absolute direct,
enormous stake in it. :

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. ' .

Chairman PerkiNs. Gus, do you want to ask any questions?

Mr. Bawkins. Yes, I do, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman PeErkins. Go ahead. g ot
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‘Mr. HawkiNs. With respect to the linkage between®this program

and other training programs such as, to mantion one ,ﬂgepiﬁcal‘ly,

the Job Training Partnerghip, Act, some:of;t{le ‘lgp'bge | conthined
in this proposal parallel ghdse in’ the ‘Job . Traiming’ Parthership

Act—ard I am wondering,What is the'linkage betweert them or are

we duplicating some of thé programs that are already in'existence?

Mr. ParNELL. I think I canstart that answer by saying we are
aiming at a different population. The Job Training Partnership Act
is aiming at a segment of the population, basically unemployed, ba-
sically adult. The Vocdtional Education Act is aiming, really, at
what I would call middle America—the middle. quartiles of adults
as well as youth, ‘which is really quite a different preblem. .

I would sgy the purpose of the Vocational Education Act is to

YO
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keep America working. The purpose of the JTPA ‘3 to put America"

back to work, at least those Americans that nee . chat kind of skill.
" There is provision in this act which encourages, in fact, requires,
the State JTPA Coordinating Council to review the vocational edu-
cation plan. That is the first time in this requirément.’I think
there are other requirements in the act that really require coopera-
tion between the two. : . o

Mr. Borroms. Congressman, there are a number of provisions
that do connect the two together, particularly in terms of coordina-
tion dnd consultation with part E and part F, trying to get us some
compatibility in the data and information systems. There are link-
ages between the councils: at the pational, State, and local level.
And particularly calls for the State describing how it will work the
JTPA in the State planning process. ‘ '

In the written testimony we will have identified for you those
provisions that deal with coordination with JTPA.

Mr. Hawkins., The Job Training Partnership Act does require

training. Will that mean that they will set up a training program-

that is separate from, let us say, vocational education of communi-
ty colleges? )

Mr. ParNELL. We would hope that they wouldn’t. But certainly
the Job Training Partnership Act, the way it is structured, that is
the prerogative of local pick to utilize any resource in the commu-
nity they can use. '

We are working hard to try to see that they utilize fully the com-
munity colleges ahd the vocational education centers in their train-
ing. But they is a local choice.

Mr. HaAwkINS, Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Perkins. Any further questions from any member?

Let me thank the entire panel today. We are delighted that you
all were here. I think this hearing has been very. helpful, a very
useful hearing.

We will adjourn the committee until Thursday.

[Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
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VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL EDUCATION ACT OF |
1983 ~ -
Part II

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1984
House OF REPRESENTATIVES,
CoMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR,
' SUBCOMMITTEE ON ELEMENTARY,
SECONDARY, AND VOCATIONAL EDUCATION,
. -Washington, DC.
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 1:06 p.m,, in room

© 2175, Rayburn Office Building, Hon. Carl D. Perkins (chairman of

the subcommittee) presiding. : :
Members present: Representatives Perkins, Hayes, Goodling,
Roukema, Gunderson, Bartlett, and Nielson. _ o
Chairman PERrkins. The subcommittee will come to order. We
will have other’ members here in a few moments. This afternoon
we are going to conclude the hearings on H.R. 4164, the Vocational-
Technical Education Act of 1983. Last year we held four hearings
on this bill, which is the result of extensive work by the American -
Vocational Education; the American Association of Community ., -
and Junior Colleges, and the National Aseociation for State Direc-
tors of Vocational Education. ' .
These hearings have helped us to understand the major issues in
vocational education reauthorization and provided a forum for rec-
ommendations to improve the existing law or this bill. The subcom-

- mittee has scheduled a markup session for this bill on February 22.

It is our hope to improve the Vocational Education Act this year

and one of our concluding witnesses will be the State superinter.d- b
ent of public instruction from my own State, Kentucky, Mrs. Alice
McDonald.

You come around, Mrs. McDonald. I think I know a little some-
thing about your financial probleme insofar as education is con-
cerned in Kentucky. I know we tried to be of assistance in certain |
areas last year but we met with tremendous resistance and did not I
get anywhere in our efforts to put you level*with where you were a
in 1980 before we experienced the cutbacks.

But we did not make any progress. I tried again last week in con-
ference with the Senate-and we were unable to make any progress.

- So we have some very hard sledding from here in Washington this

year—f{rom the standpoint of improving-—putting some additional - .
funds into some of our Federal education programs.
' () )

T
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Let me tell you that I admire what’s going on in Frankfurt at
the'present time. It takes a good deal of-courage and leadership. in

view of the fact that you have got to have increased revenue - . #n

 there to do what needs to be done. I don’t think any of us wants to

see Kentucky near the bottom of the ladder insofar as education is
concerned. '

Other States are concentrating on high technology industries,
and i's going to be a tremendous handicap down there if we don’t
go forward and do just what you are doing from the standpoint of
industrial -development in the future. I have seen so much of this
since I have been here in the Congress. , o

But I am thankful that we have good leadership in’ Frankfurt
and I look forward to hearing your statement today. You are not-
limited to vocational education—if you want to talk about the ele-
mentary, secondary, or student assistance programs or any other
piece of legislation that.we are involved in, feel free. I would like to
see the Federal Government become a better partner and I am
sure that that will happen one of these days. We have always con-
sidered education the primary responsibility of the States and in
view of that situation we want to be as helpful as possible.

This is Mr. Goodling from Pennsylvania. .

Mr. GoopLing. It’s good to have you here, and:I certainly hope
you take good care of eastern Kentucky.

Chairman Perkins. Go right ahead, Mrs. McDonald.

[Prepared statement of Alice McDonald follows:}

7y

PREPARED STATEMENT OF ALICE MCDONALD, SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC
INstrUCTION, KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EnUCATION

It is indeed an honor for me, as a new chief state school officor, to be given the
privilege to address this congressional committee, the setting from which great lead-
ership for educational legislation has and is taking place. Mr. Chairman, 1 feel espe-
cially honored to be able to make a few comments about vocq'tioual education when
addressing the man recognized nationwide as “Mr. Vo E 2 Kentucky is indeed
proud of your brave leadership on behalf of education program legislation.

As the Congress continues to consider and begins to debate the reauthorization of
the Vocaticnal Education Act, let me express strong support for House Resolution
4164 s the model upon which the new law should be built, The distinguished list of
Congressmen and women‘who joined in sponsoring this bill, and the broad rtﬂaresen-
tation of education professionals who have banded together to draft and adopt its
various provisions should signal very clearly that this is a proposed piecd of legisla-
tion possessing historical significance, It has already been historically significant in
the degree to which different and diverse segments vocational education have
been able to cooperate, compromise, and compile a billfwhich each can endorse.

‘There are several provisions of this new bill-to wifich I would like to call atten- -
tion.

The first point we are particularly pleased with is the call to make vocational
education n full partner in the economic climate of this nation. The specific provi- -
sions to address the changing training needs of business and industry bespeaks an
educational program eager to work with the nation’s employers.

Increased services to the adult population is also a critical need and a welcome
priority of this new bill. The increase to a minimum of 30% to expend for postsec-
ondary students, whether in degree granting community college programs, or diplo-
ma awarding vocational technical school programs is an important step. However,
in Kentucky we are already using more than 30% for adult students. .

Targeting of adults needing retraining and npgrade skill training programs far
warkers in hard to fill jobs gre high priorities in the minuds of Kentucky employers.
In ¥ survey of 1200 Kentucky employers conducted in October of 1983, short term
retraining and upgrade classes came out as the most needed type of training. Using

federal funds as a force to stimulate increases in such programming is an excellent

provision. “,
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It is also a wise and important provision of the bill to stimulate through federal
funds expansion and improvement of programs as a major purpose. Historically, fed-
eral funds have provided the initiative to cause the expenditure of state and local
funds to achieve desirable results. There is no doubt in my mind that Kentucky
would not have expanded its vocational ‘education to serve 834,010 students last
school year if the Vocational Education Act had not existed. This level of service
resulted in commitments to building programs, curriculum development, teacher
education and a myriad of other services.. Certainly, the progress which has been
made in serving disadvantaged and handicapped students, as well as opportunities
for women-in non-traditional occupations are directly attributable to the federal
funding initiatives of the current law. We would like to ask for caution, however, in
prohibiting the use of federal funds for maintaining existing programs. Under the
current law we are able to add funds to existing programs for providing those serv-
ices, activities, and equipment which local educational agencies cannot afford, but
add immensely to the quality of the vocational program. I am speaking of such
things as travel funds to make co-op possible, funds to make offering of adult short
term classes possible, and funds to supplement the high costs of state of the art
equipment. In addition, in our state operated schools, during these times of severely
restricted state revenue, if we had not been able to put federal funding into existing
programs, we would simply not be able to offer a great many programs which are
providing much needed training. I am suggesting the proposed new law emphasize
and prioritize the offering of new programs and services, and ask that it not totally .
prohibit the use of the funding for existing programs. .

Another provision that we like very much in H.R. 4164 is the elimination of the
local maintenance of effort requirement. Circumstances beyond anyone's foreseeable
control have impacted small school districts. Mr. Perkins, under the current law
such districts as .Pikeville, Robertson County, and Hazard in ‘your home territory
have been faced with the unthinkable prospect of being deniedy federal funding be-

‘cause their local funding capability had declined over a two year period. We. ap-

plaud keeping statewide maintenance of effort, but eliminating it at the local level.

There are two other areas of the bill which we see as a mixed blessing. The first
of these is the planning requirement. Generally, this section is a fine improvement
over the current law's requirements. We especially like the timing of the State Plan
preparation and the latitude in content. The use of a revamped State Advisory
Council as the state's planning body is desirable, We do feel, however, that asking
local education agencies to prepare comprehensive three year plans and annual use
reports is unrealistic. Certainly the state, aur vocational regions, and even Jefferson
County and Fayette County public school systems have the size, staff, and resources
to make such a planning requirement useful. But to expect the rest of Kentucky’s
one hundred and eighty local school districts to:do such planning will be indeed a
burden and will result in useless paperwork. We would like to see reconsideration of

- parts of this requirement.

Another provision which we agree with in principle is the section on requiring

-business-and industry partnerships. It ig an‘excellent concept, and the requirements

arc all good except one, requiring that 50%. of the non-federal costs come from busi-
ness and industry. Why not simply require a contribution from the private sector
and let the states have the latitude to negotiate the level of the private sector con-
tribution in each case. ,

Finally, I would like to support the change for special populations program fund-
ing. 1 am fully aware of the pressures against this section of the proposed law, but
making these funds u separate part of the Act will make administrating them so
much easier. It is my belief that when a program is easier to administer, it is easier
to have full utilization of the funds. I believe special needs students will.benefit
from the way this provision is written.

Let me conclude by offering my congratulations ot a bill that promises to be a
dynamic force for beneficial change in vocational education during the next several

.years. | encourage your colleagues in both Houses of Congress and educators every-

where to get behing this piece of legislationw
STATEMENT OF ALICE McDONALD., SUPERINTENDENT OF PUI‘Qi\‘IC
INSTRUCTION, KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Mrs. McDonALDp. It is very good to be hear and I will take good
care of eastern Kentucky. I hope eastern Kentucky takes very good
care of me. I think that is the question. ' A

o
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It’s indeed an honor for me to be here, as a new chief State
school officer, to. be given the privilege to address this committee,

the setting from which great leadership for educational legislation |

has and is taking place. Cohgressraan Perkins commended the lead-
ership that is now taking place faor education in Kentucky. I would
like to say.that perhaps we look here and we look to him and we
see that it does take courage and dedication to get the job done and

I think that is what you are seeing demonstrated today in Ken-.

tucky.

Governor Collins hag certainly taken a bold stand on the side of -

education and is aggressively lobbying for educational needs and is

going after new tax incentives in order to meet those needs.

I commend her for looking at other areas and for pledging

almost all or somewhere above 70 percent of the new dollars to
education in Kentucky. I think, together, as we look to the future,
that we can, in .fact, make a difference in Kentucky in education
and we can do it through educationg! reform. ‘
Some of the reforms will take new dollars and some will not, but
we must move on. I feel especially honored to be able to make a
few comments about vocational education, particularly since I am
 gitting in front of the man who at least we in Kentucky and I think
the whole Nation feels is “Mr. Vocational Education,’

that subject.

The country has responded to “A Nation At Risk.” In Kentucky,
as in every State in the Union, educators are beginning to work to-
gether to focus their resc 'rces on achieving excellence in the class-
room. More science and -1athematics, additional requirements for
graduation, and greater emphasis on writing and speaking Bkills
are resulting. It started with national leadership and it has certain-
ly now gone to State leadership. "

I have not, however, heard very much discussion of how “A
Nation At Risk” applies to vocational education. It seems to me
that the situations enumerated by that report and by others apply
to vocational education as well as to general academics. Too many
of our students are graduating from high school, not only without
the academic skills they need to hold a job, but without the em-
ployability skills they need. They may have been taught something
about how to use the machinery required in the occupation that

they choose to pursue, but the level of their skills, their ability to -
" reason, to interpret instructions, to work as a member of a team on -

an assembly line, even to get to work on time, leave much to be
desired. ' ' "

A national concern with productivity in the workplace zeroes in
on tardiness, absenteeism, and low expectations for workers. The
workplace is demanding excellence. €an we afford to do less in the
classroom, in the vocational education classroom?

I once read that of all the dollars spent on education in the
United States by all sources, one-third of it was spent by industry
training its employees to do their jobs or to do them better. This is
astounding to me. It's also an indication that vocational education
must take to heart the findings enumerated in “A -Nation At
Risk.’ | believe that there is a call to excellence that must be
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heard by all students—elementary, secondary, and vocational. Our
vocational students must be prepared for employment.

We, in Kentucky, have scme economic difficulties. Technology is
moving so fast that it is going off and leaving us. By the time we
have geared up and think we have achieved a state-of-the-art situa-
tion in vocational education, we find that technology has jumped
ahead and we are still standing at the starting gate. We are not
alone in this situation; other States face it every day.

There simply is a lagtime between the creation of a new job or a
new occupation and the development of the training for that occu-
pation in our vocational schools.

The chairman of our State advisory council for vocaiional educa-
tion, Dr. Stanley Wall, made an astute observation in his report
just a couple of weeks ago to the State board. He said that, “We
should train our people for high-tech jobs, not for high-tech indus-
try, because, in Kentucky’s case at least, more businesses and in-
dustries need individuals with high-tech skills than there are spe-
cific high-tech industries in which they find employment.”

Quite simply, to me, he was saying that high tech so pervades
our economy fhat you do not have to be Silicon Valley to be in-
volved in it. The repair of cars and washing machines, the oper-
ation of heavy equipment, the taking of x rays, the installation and
even the use of a computerized recordkeeping system require high-
tech skills. The economy is not just in the process of changing, the
change has come and vocationaf education must change to meet it.

It concerns me that, while we train many people in -vocational
education, not all of them are employed. There are a variety of rea-
sons for this failure. You can work to reduce the gap, but the gap
somehow always seems to continue.

I guess I want to talk about a particular nrogram in Kentucky
now. It’s a small program, fundedp througl. . economic develop-
ment efforts, to frain workers for new and expanding industries.
The industries designate the workers to be trained. They call upon
the department of education for its services in developing and ad-
ministering a training program tailored directly to that industry’s
needs. The Department will write the curriculum, give the train-
ing, do the testing and the followup.

The employment rate for this training program is nearly 100 per-
cent. The average cost to the State of training an individual is re-
turned fivefold the first year to the employed workers’ productivity
and tax payments. It seems to me that this approach has some na-
tional implications for vocational education. It begins with the spe-
cific needs of the business or industry. The training is done at the
industrial site using the company’s equipment and following the
company’s requirements to the letter. It is specific training for a
specific purpose, with a specific goal and a specific job in mind. It
achieves that coordination between business and education that vo-
cational educators have long desired and worked to obtain. It is not
a scatt. red shot situation and because it is not it has been extreme-
ly productive. S

If done on a much larger scale, it would significantly reduce the
numbers of public dollurs v¢ would need to spend on vocational
education. You wouldn't have to worry about whetner the skills
you are teaching are up-to-date, because you would be using the in-
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dustry’s newest techniques and equipment, utilizing the highest
state of the art without having to buy it at public expense.

Industry can write off its training-related expenses while the
worker, through increased productivity and participation in the
* economy, contributes more to the public welfare. The results in
-workers and industry satisfaction have been excellent. While we in
Kentucky have used it specifically for new and expanding indus-
tries, it is applicable to every situation in which new techinology re-
quires the’retraining of workers.

I wanted to point out a particular program in Kentucky because
I think, although it is small, it is one of our best and it is one that
couples business and industry and education in a very fine fashion.
But I am here today to specifically pT)int out some concerns in the
Vocational Education Act.

] . .
Let me express strong support for House Resolution 4164 as the-

model upon which the new law should be built. The distinguished
list of Congressmen and women who joined in gponsoring this bill
and the broad representation of education professionals who have
banded together to draft and adopt its various provisions should

signal very -clearly that this is a proposed piece of legislation pos-

sessing historical significance. _
It has hlready been historically significant in the degree to which

differentl and diverse segments of vocational education have been ,

able to cooperate, compromise, and compile a bill which euch can
endorse. :

Thereiare several provisions of this new bill to which I would
. like to call attention. The first we are particularly pleased with is
the call to make vocational edutation a full partner in the econom-
ic climate of this Nation. The specific provisions to address the
changing training needs of busjness and industry bespeaks an edu-
cational program eager to work with the Nation’s employers.

Increased services to the adult population is also a critical need
and a welcome priority of this pew bill. The increase to a minimum
of 30 percent to expend for postsecondary students, whether in
degree-granting community college programs or diploma-awarding
vocational-technical school programs, is an important step.

In Kentucky, we are already using more than 30 percent for

lult students so it is exirenjely important to us. Targeting of
adults needing retraining and upgrade skill training programs for
workers in hard-to-fill jobs are }Qigh priorities in the minds of Ken-
tucky employers. ‘ L

In a survey of 1,200 Kentucky employers conducted in Qctoker
1983, short-term retraining and upgrade classes came out as the
most needed type of training. Using Federal funds as a force to
stimulate increases in such programming is an excellent provision.

It is also a wise and important provision of the bill to stimulate
Federal funds expansion and improvement of programs as a major
purpose. Historically, Federal funds have provided the' initiative to
cause the expenditure of State and lycal funds to achieve desirable
results. There is no do' * in my mind that Kentucky would-not
have expanded its vocational education to serve 834,000 students
lust school vear if the Vocational Education Act had not existed.

This level of service cesulted in commitments to building pro-
grams, curriculum development, teacher education, and many
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other services. Certainly, the progress which has been made in’
serving disadvantaged and handicapped students, as well as oppor-
tunities for women in nontraditional occupations, are directly at-
tributable to the Federal funding initiatives of the current law.

We would like to ask for caution; however, in prohibiting the use
of Federal funds for maintaining existing programs. Under the cur-
rent law we are able——

Mr. GoopLiNG. Could you excuse me just a moment? The chair-
man was going to come back and I understand I have only 2 min-
utes to get there to vote. If you will just suspend for a few minutes,
I think he will be coming in ar . I believe that Mr. Nielson is
coming around the corner.

Mrs. McDonNALD, OK.

Mr. GoopLING. Excuse me.

[Brief recess.]

Mr. NiersoN. Superintendent McDonald, would you continue,
please?

Mrs. McDonaALD. Thank you. .

I was discussing some concerns with the bill and one of the con-
cerns and one of the things that we would like for you to look at
with some-caution is prohibiting the use of Federal funds for main
taining ex’ iing programs. Under the current law, we are able to
add funds to existing programs for providing those services, activi-
ties, and equipment which local educational agencies cannot afford,
but add immensely to the quality of the vocational education pro-
gram. | am speaking of such things as travel funds to make co-op
possible, funds to make offerings of adult ghort-term classes possi-
ble and funds to supplement the high costs of state-of-the-art equip-
ment.

In addition, in our State-operated schools, during these times of
severely restricted State revenues, if we had not been able to put
Federal funding into existing programs, we would simply not be
able to offer a great many programs which are providing much
needed training. 1 think that will be more critical in the next 2
years. As I look at the budget proposed by the Governor of Ken-
tucky, 1 see a great deal of money for vocational education not
there, and when asked, it is said that it is being put on the back
burner for certain programs to be looked at, to be overhauled, to be
reworked and for equipment to bring us into the high tech world
that we need to be in.

But at the same time we have students now, we have students
next year and the following year who need to be trained and per-
haps we do need to look at what we are doing and regroup, but we
need to go on with the program now. We would simply not be able
to offer a great many programs which we are providing at this
time without the Federal funds.

I am suggesting that the proposed new law emphasize and priori-
tize the offering of new programs and services, but ask that it not
totally prohibit the use of funding for existing programs.

Another provision that we like very much in H.R. 4164 is the
elimination of the local maintenance of effort requirement. Circum-
stances beyond anyone's foreseeable control have impacted small
school districts. Mr. Perkins, under the current law, such districts
as Pikeville, Robertson County, and Hazard in your home tergitory
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have been faced with the unthinkable prospect of being denied Fed-
eral funding because their local funding capability has declined
over a 2-ye@r period.

We applaud keeping statewide maintenance of effort, but elimi-
nating it at the local level. There are two other areas of the bill
which we see as a mixed blessing. The first of these is the planning
requirement, Generally, this section is a fine improvement over the

- current law's requirement. We especially like the timing oi the

State plan preparation and the latitude and content. The use of a
rgvag;xped State advisory council as the State’s planning body is de-
sirable. )

We do feel, however, that asking local education agencies to pre-
pare comprehensive 3-year plans and annual use reports is unreal-
istic. Certainly, the State, our vocational regions, and even Jeffer-
son County and Fayette County public school systems and maybe a
few others of the size, staff, ar.] resources to make such a planning
requirement useful. But to expect the rest of Kentucky’s 180 local
school districts to do such planning will be, indeed, a burden and
will result in useless paperwork.

We would like to see reconsideration of parts of this require-
ment. \ ,

Another provision which we agree with in principle is the section
on requiring business and industry partnerships. It is an excellent
conéept and the requirements are all good except, in our opinion,
one—requiring that 50 percent of the non-Federal costs come from
business and industry. Why not simply require a contribution from
the private sector and let the States have the latitude to negotiate
the level of the private sector contribution in each case?

Finally, I would like to support the change for special-popula-
tions program funding. I am fully aware of the pressures against
this section of the proposed law, but making these funds a separate
part of the act will make administering them so much easier. It is
my belief that when a program is easier to administer, it is easier
to have full utilization of the funds.

I believe special needs students will benefit from the way this
provision is written. '

I would like to offer my congratulations on a bill that promises
to be a dynamic force for beneficial change in vocational education
during the next several years. I realize that it is sometimes difti-
cult to move ahead when people are sonetimes cautioning you not
to.

I have a favorite story. I don't know if it's an eastern Kentucky
story, but it certainly is .. Kentucky story. I always hear everybod
saying, “Let's get our ducks all in a row before we move ahead.”
Now it's been my experience with ducks, at least ducks in Ken-
tucky, that it takes one duck to swim on out front and maybe a few
ducks out frout and all of the ducks seem to line up behind them.

So 1 commend Congressman Perkins and the sponsors of this pro-
posal and I believe that it is the way to move in vocational educa-
tion. I encourage you and your colleagues in both Houses of Con-
gress and educators everywhere to get behind this piece of legisla-
tion.

[ thank you for the time and I would be happy to talk about any-
thing else or answer any questions. It has been told in Kentucky
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that I can give you 2 minutes, 2 hours, 2 days, or 2 years on edv-a-
tion. I would be happy to do that, but I think you have other things
to do and I have pointed ou* our specific concerns in this case.

Thank you very much. . '

Chairman PErkins. Mr. Goodling will be back in a minute.
Before I left a few minutes ago to run over and vote he made it
very clear to me that we were not suffering from any gender gap in
Kentucky. We have a lady governor and a lady superintendant of
public instruction. I told him it was working out real well.

Mrs. McDonald, the bill before us calls for funding of $1.5 billion
for vocational education. The Federal Government now spends
about $738 million for this act. I would like to ask you if you need
additional funds for vocational education in Kentucky.

Mrs. McDonaLD. The answer to that would be, quite simply, yes.

" And as I pointed out in the testimony, we need them now. But the

next 2 years of the biennium they become even more critical. And
if you look at the ' dget that is being considered now by the legis-
lature, and I'm sure it will be their budget when all is said and
done, but many of the proposals coming out of the executive
branch treat vocational education at a continuation level, and in
some cases it does not provide, under the school building authority,
for any new buildings of schouls, if they are vocational education
schools. They must be local schools, elementary and ' secondary
schools, and not State vocational schools.

There are many areas. The staffing of two new vocational schools
is being done at a very meager level, in our opinion, to get the job
done. And > as we look at the next two years in vocational educa-
tion irtn) Kentucky, we will need to look to other areas in order to do
the job. '

Chairman Prrkins. We all want to eliminate as much paperwork
in eduration as possible. Do you think that we should eliminate the
Iocal’{ anning requirement in the bill, to cut down on the paper-
work”?

Mrs. McDonALD. I would agree with that, most definitely.

Chairman Perkins. Now, Kentucky, like many other States, is in
the process of increasing the academic requirements for graduating
from high school. I have heard some vocational educators express .
concern thai eventually increased academic requirements might
squeeze time for vocational courses out of the school day.

Do you have any cornment on that cuncern, and more broadly;
what do you think the role of vocational education ought to be in
today’s schools? '

Mrs. McDoNALp. Well, I think you have to have the right mix.
And I think we, in Kentucky, do have the right m’x. That is true
that we did require two more academics in Kentucky last year. But
at the same time, we raised the number of credits that you needed
to graduate. So, the same flexibility is there. We have a new Eng-

" lish and a new math requirement, but you also need 20 credits to

graduate and not 18. So, your flexibility is exactly the same. Your
ability to choose yocational education courses at the high school
level hag not diminished at all.

And again, I guess I'd like to go back through a few things I said
at the very beginning of the testimony, and that is I believe that
we need to teach our vocational education students the very basics
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or the essential skills they need for vocational education and on-
the-job also, and this will take time in academic subjects, in order
to achieve this. So, I think it's a very delicate mix, and it must con-
stantly be looked at and you cannot rob one for the other. . '

But at the same time, the vocational education class must have a
student who can read, write, and compute just as the literature
class or the creative writing class must have that type of student.

I talk to business and industry all the time and I had several
people from a particilar labor union say to me, “Yes, we need good
electricians. and you send me a student who has mastered algebra
11 and I'll show you a good electrician.” '

So, at the same time these students are in vocational education
classes, they must be in the very necessary core curriculum classes
if they have the ability to achieve, and in Kentiicky we are trying
to take a look and keep a focus on that delicate balance, and that
is why we raised the requirernents to 20 credits, to give students
the same flexibility as they had in the past.

Chairman PErkiNs. Now, I noticed in your testimony that you
cautioned against prohibiting using Federal funds to maintain
present programs. Couid you expand on that? "

Mrs. McDonaLp. Yes. It is critical in this time, when money
seems to be a problem at all levels, and I happen to agree that
there is a great role in education, in all education, and in vocation-
al education, for the Federal Government and for Federal dollars.

But when money is so very critical at the State level, jt would be
impossible for us to continue on some of our programs if we did not
have this flexibility, i¥ we could not continue on some of our essen-
tial onguing programs with Federal funds. So, it would simply
mean that those programs could not be offered, and we would like
to have that fleaibility.

Chairman PerkINS. Assuming that we limited the new funds, I
mean the federal, to new programs, would poor school districts be
harmed, in your judgment?

Mrs. McDonALD. Yes. The rich would get richer and the poor
would get poorer. That’s always the way. o

The wealthiest school districts would continue to have their
money in essential ongoing programs, and then 4hey would be
available to take the money for new programs, and the poorer dis-
tricts could not maintain the programs that they have.

Chairman PerkinNs. Mr. Goodling. .

Mr. Goobring. I'd like to followup on that, Mr. Chairman, be-
cause I think your fears should be allayed in section 202 of this
particular bill, because in section 202, under one, it says, “New, ir1
proved, expanded or intensified vocational education programs that
are responsive to labor market demands,” and then in four of that
same section it says, ‘‘Strengthening the institutional base of voca-
tional education by modernizing curricula, providing up-to-date in-
structional equipment and materials, improving local and state
planning, updating the skills of the instructional and guidance
staff, and similar means.”

[ believe, as I interpret the bill, that you would be r “octed in
that section,

Mrs. McDonaLp, We have looked at that and we have looked at
the word “intensified,” I guess, but we have sume concerns, and [
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guess that's what I was pointing out. But if you interpret in that
way, it certainly would be helpful. :
Mr. GooDLING. That’s the waf' I would interpret it.
Mrs. McDonALD. But it would be critical that we would be able

to use some of the money in the programs that—existing programs.

Mr. GoobLiNG. I think basically all we're saying is no matter
how small the amount of funds may be, there is something you
may be able to do to improve the existing program, and I believe
you're covered in section 202, "

1 have no vther questions; Mr. Chairman.

Chairman PErxins. M~ Nielson.

. Mr. NiersoN. Superintendant McDonald, I didn't hear your
entire testimony but I have a couple of questions.

How do you feel about the lack of a set-aside for handicapped?
We had testimony just the other day indicating that was quite a
problem. : _ _

Mrs. McDonaLp. Well we, even among my own staff, have two -
opipions on that. But we certainly—we have some staff members
who certainly think that there should be a-set-aside. But I think we
come down on the side that we think t .at this bill, pulling it out
and hawing it stand there, is the wey to go.

Mr. NiersoN. The same question about the disadvantaged, the 20
percent. Do you think that should be in the bill or not?

Mrs. McDonALD. Well, I would say that it should be in the bill.

Mr. NieLson. It should be in the bill? '

Mrs. McDoNALD. Yes.

Mr. Ni£LsoN. It's not now in the bill, but it should be in?

Mrs. McDoNALD. Would you explain your question again? Per-
haps I didn’t understand it.

Mr. NiersoN. I.asked about a 20-percent set-aside for disadvan-

“taged, as we now have. Would you a{>prove of keeping that in?

* Mrs. McDownaALp. OK, I'm sorry.
were saying. No.
Mr. NigisoN. You prefer that to be sort of block granted as far as
you're concerned? _ '
Mrs. McDoNALD. I'm afraid I'm not understanding your question
and I guess that's why I can’t answer it.

Mr. NigLsoN. I'm putting words in your mouth. Maybe it's too
easy. ) .

Mrs, McDoNALD. Yes, I'm afraid you are. And so [——

Mr. NieLsoN. You've suggesting on the one hand that you want

did not understand what you

. the flexibility and you want, therefore, to have these set-asides that

are linr)the current law eliminated so that you can handle them di-
rectly" *

Mrs. McDonALp. Correct. I am saying that we have--we certain-
ly have two opinions but we can live with the way it is in the bill,

Mr. NikLsoN. We've been criticized, on the minority side of the .
House, several times for the block grant that was put in in 198],
because they say. “You put these in the block grant and some of
these pieces didn't--desegregation and others—did not get taken
care of," and therefore they come back and ask for additional
moneys to do those special parts. .

Are we running the danger of, if wé don't set these aside, of the
minorities and the disadvantaged coming back and the handi-
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-capped coming back and saying they were in the bili but they were

fooled with in such a way that, “We didn’t get our share and we,
therefore, have to have additional money for them.” Is that .a
danger, do you think?

Mrs. McDonaLp, 1 would think that we would handle the flexi-
Lility in Kentucky——

Mr. NieLson. Yes, in Kentucky. But what about ali the States?
Would they?

Mrs. McDoNaLp. I'm not so sure 1 can speak for all the States. I
think 'l just limit my knowledge of what I can speak for to Ken-

~tucky. But in Kentucky I think that we would andle that and
" handle it prope '

rly. .

Mr. NIELSON. \ghat about the economic development skilled work
force training? Do you think there should be some funds set.agide
for that? You mentioned that. , .

Mrs. McDonaLp. Well, it’s hard for me to elahorate too much on
that. But as we move ahead in Kentucky, again, you know, we
have some Statle programs that handle some of that for us, I'm not
s0 sure 1 could give you a definite answer 'oné way or the other at
this point. . ‘

Mr. Nisrson. OK, another question. Do you believe that this bill
is too broad, has too many definitions for vocatienal educatiun, too
many things come under the umbrella? We've had a number of
witnesses testify that it's broadened too much and therefore may
neglect some of the traditional vocational education areas. Do you
corcur with that or do you disagree with that?

Mrs. McDowaLp. No, I am comfortable with. the bill.

Mr. NieLsoN. We also had people saying we should have move
than one agency, possibly, in a gtate receiving vocational funds,
one for possibly post secondary and one for elementary, secondary,
and vocationul. Do you agree with that or not?

Mrs. McDonALp. No, I dc not agree with that.

Mr. NisLson. Do you also feel that, as some people who have
been to see us on this, abcut the lack of vocational help in the post-
secondary education- institutions, the .technical colleges and even
the community colléges, do you feel that they have, in- any way,
been sleighted in the past? . :

Mrs. McDonaLp. The community colleges?

Mr. NigLsow. Yes. :

Mrs. McDonALD. Well, again, I can only speak to Kentucky's in-
terest and | would say that we have a good . partnership and we
have an excellent post secondary vocational education system, .
which serves the needs of Kentuckians. So, you know, in Kentucky
it would not apply.

Mr. NiELsoN. One last question. You object.to the "50-50 basis
matching funds from business and industry. Would that not show a
real partnership and a real help if you had a &0 percent, or do you
think it would be done with 10 percent, or do you think each State
should make its own decision? :

Mrs. McDoNALD. I'm not so sure that I objest to the 50-50; I'd
just like to have flexibility so that in some instunces it would not
have to be 50 percent. | can understand where you're trying to set
some standard, but [ would think it would be very helpful to us if
we had the flexibility to make it less in some instances.

4
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Mr. NietsoN. What if State A says “Five percent help is suffi-
cient from private enterprise,” and the other State says, “Ninéty’
ﬁercent is required”’® Dof’t you think we should guarantee some’

elp from the private sector in order to get the proper training,
proper vocational programs? . -

Mrs. McDonaLp. Well, 1 think flexibility and if you're using the
program ‘correctly, would be very helpful to the overall program,
Holding that at 50 percent, I think, would cut down on flexibility
and make it more difficult. I just wanted to point that out.

Mr. NIELSON. Mr. Chairman, I guess the only problem I have is
I've heard ever since ! joined this committee, criticism about the
whole idea ofblock grants, and basically this bill is a block grant.
It doesn't set-aside for minorities; it doesn’t set-aside for handi-
capped; it doesn’t set-aside for economic development. And the only -
place it does specify a number is the 50-50. And that is the only
place you're objecting to the bill. o A

It seems to me like we can’t have it both ways. If we give you the
flexibility, we're going to have to expect f'ou to perform, and have
your States perform. And it seems to me like you want the flexibil-
ity but you don’t want to do your share on the State level. Am I
unfair in that statement?

Mrs, McDoONALD. | wouldn’t agree with that statement, but I
don't know if it'’s unfair. I think, certainly, the first ingredient for
making any sort ol program work is accountability and perform-
ance, and 1 guess I'm looking for both of those things coming from
Kentucky, with leadership from the Kentucky Department of Edu-
cation, "

At the same time, I've always been a proponent and can under- -
stand why some things need to be legislated or mandated. But cer-
tainly good performance and accountability on the part of those ad-
ministering the program makes for a good program, and I think
perhaps in this bill we have the right mix. But if that statement
differs from yours, then it does. -

Mr. NieLsoN. I really shouldn’t be picking on you, superinten-
-dant. You've given very good testimony.

Mrs. MéDoNALD."l am quite accustomed to being picked on. I've
just been superintendant a month and I've had my share. I come to
you from Senate A-R hearings locally, State level, so I've had a full’
2 days of being picked on. o ' y

Mr. NIELSON. I'm just saying that as'soon as we pass a bill with
block granting, for flexibility, and by the way, I was in the State
legislature and I was for block grants there too, if some State does
not mix it up just right, we have a complaint because we don’t
have enough for minorities, we don’t have enough for handicapped,
we don’t have enough for econoraic parts of the bill. And then _the
come back for more and say that was never in the bill, you didn’t
sot it aside, and they ask for more money. That’s the gvay all these
bills balloon and we.get out of sorts as far as our fig:mcial situa-
tion is concerned. . : '

Ang I just want to be sure that this bill, if pas ed, has some flexi-
bility for the States, but also has some definite iarmarkings 80 we
don't get criticized by the same kind of criticismwe’ve had all this .
year on the block grant programs we have had il the past. That’s
where I'm coming irom. :

o oy
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" Thank you. v N

Mrs. McDoNaLp. Thank you. ‘

, ~ Chairman PerkiNs. Mr. Gunderson.’

Mr. GUNDERSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and superijntendant,

.thank you for your testimony. I happen to find a lot in" there to

identify with. It's like jomeone heard my statements of 2 days ago

at this hearing and they went out and found a witness who agreed :

with me, because I made the statément about the maintenance of .

effort. It's a real problem and both our chairman and the ranking

member have discussed that more than I have. I just want you to

know that you've got a lot of friend$ on this committee who agree _
- with you that we’ve imposed a mandate that forces schools, frank- -

ly, to lie by making some small change or by changing the title of a

program so they can get the continued funding.

~ The one thing I'd like to raise that I don’t think others have

"dealt with much, is more from a reality sense, than anything else.

If I have a concern about the bill and I have a concern about the

progress of these hearings on this bill thus far, it’s that we're prob-

ably creating a false sense of hope out there as to what, in essence,

we're going to end up with.

I have no problem, personally, with a $1.5 billion authorization
for voc-ed. That's what we have at the present time. But somehow
as I sit 4hrough the hearings, I had the impression from our wit- ..
Jnesses that we’re going to end up with a $1.5 billion appropriation
as well as authorization.Now, anyone who thinks we're going to be

" able to double the appropriation in the fiscal arena in which we're,
dealing right now, 1 thinﬁ they’re extrem.: optimists. -

I would be interested in hearing.your perspective, out in the

. States and target on'your contact with your other colleagues. I
know you'd like the money..I understand that and I know you can
put it to.good use. But really, if we teauthorized the program’and .
came down with an apprdpriation level fairly close to the present
figure—in other words, maintenance of effort—how would that
affect Kentucky? Could you live with that? E

~ Mrs. McDoNaALp. Well, without answering that directly, let me
say that 1 don’t have any problém with having expectations, and
with identifying needs, and with talking about them. And I under-
stand there is sometimes a difference between what you talk about, -
but if you don't identify the needs and say that these are the needs,
and this amount of money would, in fact, solve the needs, they are
not out there at all. ' _ '

And ‘sometimes you do receive, in fact,’ the money or almost the
amount of money that you do to meet those néeds.

If, in fact, we do not in this.case, I am sure, to answer your ques-
tion with that small “promo,” we can live with whatever comes—-
we ‘have in the past—but you would have to define what living
with it meant and that would be, in many cases, not providing the v
education that Kentucky students need or meeting the needs of = - -,
today's demands in the job market. '

So, yes, we-can live with it and we will, but certainly we have .

. identified needs and put a funding level that would solve those ,
,  needs and T would like to speak with a clear voice that it would be
very helpful in Kentucky.

&
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Mr. GuNpERsoN. Well, just very quickly. One last question and I
pursued this, again, the other day. What. if we maintained the
present level of funding and auy new funding we provided was |
fimed fnainly at providing special 'assistance for equipment, high
tech equipment, to tegch vocational education? Would .that be a
priority ares or not? ' )

Mrs. McDonALD. You are pulling out one need, but you are leav-
ing a lot ol other needs urimet. Again, whatever this committee de-
cides on, I am sure that we will live with. But you would be meet-
ing one need and not meeting others. If that’s where you 'decide the
priority is, then that’s where it is. : .

Mr. GUNDERSON. OK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you.

Chairman PERKINS. Let me ask you, Mrs. McDonald, going back
to the question that Mr. Nielson réferred to, that ig, your concerns °
about the bill's requirement that business must match any bw

_Federal funding for high technology programs.- Would Kenturzky
'businesses be able to make this match; would the coal companies
be able to donate funds for these programs, or would we be shifting

.funds to the more affluent areas? That’s the thing that came to my
mind. Dn you care te comment on it any further? .

Mrs. McDonALD. Well, I wold.aay that the 50-percent match, in
mang cases, could be met, but we, in Kentucky, would like the
flexibility when it could not. I guess that is the simpie statement I
was trying to ntake, that we do hgve industry in Kentucky that
could, in fact, meet the match at ‘that level, but that we have
others that could not and so I would just hope that we could have
some flexibility there, some- latitude to negotiate with the private
sector and thdt’s what I was asking for. -

But, in some cases, we think it would be a hardship and in other

_ cases we think it would not. In fact, in some cases, they would be

able to participate even at a higher level and we would have to
have the latitude or the flexibility. ' ' :

Chairman Pgrkins. My position, in general, is that we should
give the States more money and more flexiBility. Do you think this
bill gives you both? As far as the funging, you know that the figure
in the bill isjust an authorization; it's not an ‘appropriation. But
you do think it'gives you the flexibility that you need?

Mrs. McDoNALD. Yes, it does. That's the shortest answer you will

- ever get from me. :

Chairman Perxins. Mr. Goodling. . .

Mr, GoopLING. I just want to thank you for some very excellent
testimgny and for the manner 9in which you handled yourself in
responding to’'the questions.. '

We do have a problem. There are those in the Congress who -
would like to make an issue of the fact that our priorities are out
of order and I would agree with that. But, unfortunately, some of
those vho are making such statements at the present fime locked
us into cement in 1981 when David Stockman told us, “If you do
this in defense, then you are committing yourselves to $30 billion a
year increase through 1985.” :
. So spme who are yelling the loudest at the present time also
locked us in at that particular time and therefore it makes it very
difficult with the deficit that.we are faceéd with. I am hoping, of
course, that this bipartisan group, in spite of the alection that ig

‘
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coming up in the fall, will have the courage to perhaps increase -
funds. We reduced taxatlon to stimulate the economy and I think it
worked.

Now if we are going to-keep-it going, maybe we have to increase
funds and we might have to have a couple of combinations but we
should have the courage to do it even though it’s an election year
and I hope that we can do it.

Thank you very much.

Mrs. McDonNALb. I can send some Kentucky ducks up’here if it
will help. You have one, but I will send.some others, if it gwes you

' any courage.

I look forward to sharing with you at a future time some other
aspects of Kentucky’s vocational education. I am here today alone
without my associate superintendent for vocational education,
Wibbie Pratt and my deputy, Audrey Carr. I am sure that they
_could have given testimony that would have been even more in-
depth on this ‘subject. But since we are a new administration, we
~ are very busy with a lot of project startups so we felt that I should
come alone, but we w1ll be here together in the future to share
with you.

Mr. GoopLinG. You can be sure that you w1ll get that opportuni-
ty because the chairman will lead us down lnto Kentucky, if not
this year, certainly next year.

Chairman PerrINs. Let me thank you very .much, Superintend-
ent McDonald. You have given the committee’ excellent testimony.
We . all appreciate your appearance here today, and you have been
very helpful to the committee. Thank you very much.

Mrs. McDoNALD. Thank you very much.

Chairman PerkiNs. A few weeks ago | was in my office at Ash-
land, 'KY, and I had two gentlemen come in there. One was the
Democratlc County Chairman of Carter County, KY, and the other
one was the Republican County Chairman of Grayson KY, and

" they both had suggestions——

s

Mr. GoobLING. Mr. Chairman, could I ask you to rephrase that?
It’s a Democrat chairman. Whenever they say “Democratlc” that
Just raises the cackles on ,my neck because they are not ‘‘Democrat-
iic,” they are “Democrat.” [Laughter.]

& Chairman PErkINS. You are right.

\ I'll let you guess which chairman came, ‘but they both offered
suggestlons to me at the time. I asked both of them to come up
here and one has shown up. Come around, Dr. Worthington—
excuse me, Mr. Jack Bailey of Grayson, KY. [Laughter]

Mr. GooprLING. That'’s all right, Mr. Chairman. They are both Re-
publicans so it really doesn’t matter. [Laughter.]

Chairman PErkiNs. We're glad to welcome you here, Mr. Bailey.
Goahead. .

l\’repared statement of Jack H. Bailey follows.]

PREPARED STATEMEMT OF JACK H, BAILEY '

POSSIBLE IMPROVEMENTS TO OUR SCHOOL BYSTEM IN KENTUCKY

To: THe U.S. Congressional Subcommittee on Education. '
From: Jack H. Bailey, P.0. Box 636, Grayson, Kentucky 41143,

80




Y . )

M .

The followtng is & list of,items in order of importance compiled from educators
from three counties in my vicinity; being Carter, Greenup, and goyd counties,

(1) Laws for spanking, and stronger discipline in school, :

(2) Teacher evaluation and upgrading to a minimum national standard. .

(3) Student testing by a nationally standardized test through-out their’twelve
years, and before graduating from High School, '

(4) More Federal Monies for Elementary and Secondary Education for Class-room
expansion, class-room and Lab. Equipment, and Teacher pay. .

.

SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENTS TO KENTUCKY VOCATIONAL SCHOOLS *
To: The Congressiorial Subcommittee on Vocational Education,

_From: Jack H, Bailey, P.O. Box 636, Grayson, Kentucky 41143.

~

The following is compiled from Educators in the” T'ri Counties of (arter, Royd and
Greenup; also directly involved ‘was the Advisory committees at the Askland State
Vocational School located in Ashland, Kentucky.

This committee was selected from a cross section of industrial and ccnmercial
employees and supervisors. ' .

(1) More Federal moni.s for teathers, updated equipment and training.

:(2) Upgrading of the vocational training curriculum to include the High Tech field -

of Laser Fibet optics, Robotics and Micro Wave; the vocational training sybtem is
falling behind at a very fast pace. ¢
13) Monies for Auto mechanics and a curriculum to cover the Hi-Tec ignition and
control of the late model autos. o : .
(4) Funding for ouf-ot-state Training and support for teachers when proper train-
ing is not present in the State. '

(5) Returning to the first, second apd third class Radio Telephone license as it

‘once was. :
The change recently made to general class license has degraded the position, the

testing to acquire the license is much to easy, and the license can no longer be used
as a yard stick in evaluating an prospective employee by an emgloyer.

(6) Restore the class D citizen band radio license, increase t
five year period, raise the power allowed to 25 watts input, and have the respective
State Police of the individual states police and enforce the licenses, and power, use

the net monies generated by the new licenses for education.

STATEMENT OF JACK H. BAILEY, GRAYSON, KY

\Mr. BaiLgy. Mr. Chairman, honorable committee members, Su-
perintendant McDonald, I'm very pleased to have been invited by

. Congressman Perkins to testify before the Congressional *Subcom-

mittee on Vocational Education. We, in the Ashland State Voca-
tional Area have an advisory committee. That's the reason I'm
here. I'm serving on it. .

We've met and thrashed out some ideas on possibly improving
our system on vocational education. I have the minutes of one such
meeting here. I'm going to turn it over to the comittee. But we've
iternized a few things here I'd like to read to you. It won’t take up
too much of your time. :

Suggested improvements to Kentucky vocational schools. The fol-
lowing is compiled from educators in the tricounties from Carter,
Boyd, and Grant Counties. Also directly involved was the advisory
committee at the Ashland Statg Vocational School, located in Ash-
land, KY. This committee was Selected from a cross section of in-
dustrial and commercial employees and supervisors, and the No.
1—these are in order, here, of priority—more Federai moneys for
teachers; updated equipment, and . -aining, was one of the prior-
ities(;i. And I think Mrs. McDonald responded on that quite well, our
needs. : . .

No. 2 was the upgrading of the vocational trainin(’ curriculum to
include the high-tech field of laser, fiber optics, robotics, and micro-

e fee to $100.00 per .
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~ wave. We're behind in these areas. High tech’s come on so fast in’

the last few years. We're getting further behind.

Three is moneys for automechanics and curriculum to cover the
high-tech ignition and control of the late model automobiles.
They're building these cars now nobody can work on them. They're
even having problems with the factory techricians coming out. I've
heard stories that people coming from the factory, thay can’t fix an
ignition or a computer control on an automobile. So, we need
imoneys in the vocational areas for that.

I discussed some training or lack of training for the vocational
teachers in the high tech ares, and in the Ashland area some ‘of
them, have gone as far as Texas to pay their own way in order to

- upgrade themselves on high technology that’s passing them. -

I believe that we should have funds for out-of-State training and
%upport for teachers when proper training is not presvnt in the
tate. - .

The five is getting into a little different area, but it’s really relat-
ed to education, that the Federal Communications Commission li-
censing of radiotelephone operators. Just in recent years they've
done away with the third, second, and first class radio operating
license, which was sort of a yardstick nationwide for employers
hiring technicians. They could tell about where you were in the
technical field by what license you held. :

In recent years they've done away with the third, second, and
first class radiotelephone license and they've got a general class,
which tells you hardly anything when you take off in the f'ob field
with a general ‘class ficense. For one reason, on a third class test
you had, the best I remember, is 75 questions on the third class
tadio operator’s test. The second class contained 100. The first class
contained 100. . :

The general class that replaces all 3 of those and tells you very
little, only has 100 total. So, in our opinion, the change recently
made to the general class licehse has degraded the position. The
testing to acquire the license is much too easy and the licer e can
no longer be used as a yardstick in evaluating a prosper: . emi-
ployee by an employer. I think they should go back to the old
system, or else separate the general class to. the other three classes,
put the three classes of FCC license back in. o

This was the yardstick in electronics nationwide.

A sixth one here is we hashed this over, also, pertaining-to radio.
The class B citizens’ band radio license is no longer required.
There's truckdrivers and automobiles going down the highways op-
erating on the marine band at this time with hiFh power. Th%y’re
operating 250 or 1,000 watts. It's beer turned loose by the FCC
They don’t require a license from the Federal Communications
Commission to operate a citizens’ band radio at this time.

Our idea was to restore the class B citizens’ band radio license,
increase the fee to $100 for a 5-year period, raise the power to
allow 25 watts input, and have the respective State police of the |,
individual States police and enforce the license in cooperation with
the Federal Communications Commission, enforce the license and
power. =

And the last part of it is the part we like, use the net moneys
generated by the new licenses for education. We've turnud this
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thing out to—it's getting out of hand. It’s giving the people the idea
they can operate a radio on any power or any frequency they want
to. :

Another thing, radio stations have—sare no longer required to
have a station engineer. I think that is bad. It's getting out of
hand. It's another area where radios are getting out of hand. They
should have at least a:second class radio operator technician at
each radio station, in our opinion. y

That's all I have directly on vocational education. I do have a
little thing here on possible improvements to our school system in
Kentucky. I went over the three counties and interviewed educa-
tors as well as individuals, and took notes, and I got four things in
order here that came out of averaging these answers to these ques-
. tions I asked. The following is a list of items in order of impor-
tance, compiled from educators from three counties ih my vicinity,
being Carter, Grant, and Boyd Counties.

The No. 1 thing to improve the schools complied, in the eyes of
the educators, was laws for spanking and stronger discipline in
school. And that's the old country language I guess, but that's what
it gets down to. If you don’t have discipline in school, you don’t
have a school. So, we need discipline back in the schools but we
need the laws to enable the educators to implement discipline.

No. 2 in priority was teacher evaluation and upgrading to a mini-
mum nationa, standard. There should be a national standard. I've
heard stories where “people graduated from high school in Ken-
tucky and -vent to another State to enter college and couldn’t pass
the entrance exam. I'd like tu see this changed; if it hasn’t already.

Three was student testing by a nationally standardized test
throughout the 12 years of high school, and before graduating trom
high school. And if it’s a nationally standardized tesi, this ain’t
going to happen. If you go to another State to enter college, you
shou'd be able to pass the entrance exam, if it's standardized na-
tionally.

Four was more Federal moneys for elementary and secondary
education for classroom expansion, classroom lab and equipment,
and teacher pay. We know teachers, in my opinion, do more for
their money and their energy expended than ji* about anything
else_ in the country. So, that's aﬁ [ have, Mr. Luairman, at this
time.

Chairman Perkins. Let me ask a question, Mr. Bailey.

Mr. BAnLky. Yes, sir.

Chairman PerkiINs. Your testimony for vocational education
about the cause for increased funding, we face large deficits at the
Federal level, which you know, and do you think this increased
funding for vocational education will pay itself back over the years
inbhtigher taxes to the Treasury, through training pecnle for better
jobs" :

Mr’ Banky. I certainly do, sir. The higher level people you put
out of these vocational schools, the more money they're going to
miuke and the more taxes they'll pay, in my opinion. And if they go
out there and ditch dig and market, they're going to be paying very
few taxes. If they are trained properly, they are going to go into
higher tech. higher pay, higher paid jobs, and in my opinion they
will more than pay back the taxes. v
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Chairman PErkins. Have you experienced the needs that you
have suggested to the committee through your occupation and —
making a living? L \
~ Mr. Baney. I worked at it, it used to be Armen .Steel Coip. It's
.Armco Inc. now. They've since diversified. But 29 years in electron-
ics, as an electronics tech, I've seen vocational school graduates :
hire in and I've worked right along with them andiI've had people '
hire in from other trade schools, and in my opinion the vocational
school graduates are far superior to the normal trade schools, espe-
cially in our Ashland area. They are really superb graduates in the
Ashland Area State Vocational School. | '
"1 work witi: them every day. And their training is real good,
' above average, the vocational school. . ‘
Chairman PErkInS. Mr. Goodling. .
Mr. GoobLING. Thank yoa, Mr. Chairman. It's always nice to
" have someone testify beforz us who doesn’t come from the ivory
towers. We have an awful lot of those. Sometimes.I don’t under-:
stand what they're saying. It's also nice to have someone testify .
before us who doesn’t have one specifit interest and only one goal
in mind, because we get them before us all the time. - ‘
I'm happy to see that you are interested in the whole issue of
standards. In many instances in your testimony, it seems that |
those are things you will take to Mrs. McDonald, because they are
basically a State responsibility. I guess the one place where we
would really have a difference of opinion would probably be in stu-
dent testing by a nationally standardized test. I understand what
you're driving at. I have great fears about that because there are
also those who call for a national curriculum, and I think that
would be the most devastating thing that could happen, and the
two might tie together.
I can understand each State putting together tests that somehow
would complement each other. I can understand a national assess-
ment kind of thing. But I would be worried about some standard-
ized test, and worst of all, it may be developed here in Washington,
DC. That would be totally devastating. And then, as I said, the
second concern I would-have would be the national curriculum.
But I do thank you very much for your testimony and for coming
up to join us. : .
Chairman PERKINS. Let me congratulate you. When you came in !
my office there that day, you and your friend, both in the o;éposite
political camps, it kind of amused me when I invited you both. I
didn’t think either one of you would show.
Mr. BaiLgy. Ig that right? -
Chairman PERKINS. And 1 was completely surprised this morning
when you did come in my office. Let me thank you for ali your L
trouble, and we hope you will come back again some of these days
and give your testimony to the committee. s
Mr. BaiLey. Yes, sir. -
Chairman PErkins, Thank you very much.
Mr. BaiLey, Thank you.
Chairman PERKINS. Our next witness is Dr. Worthington. Come
around how, Doctor.
Mr. GoopLinNG. Dr. Worthingtou, the chairman has to leave for a
few minutes. e always wants me to take his chair, but until I can
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take that chair’ through my party having the majority in the
House, I'd prefer to sit on this one. I have a feeling I may be siiting

01}11 thdis one for a long time. But nevertheless, wuuald you please go
ahead.
Dr. WorTHINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Goodling. I wanted to tell Mr.
Perkins that I feel right at hume with all the Kentuckians, having
gone to school at Dry Ridge High School in Kentucky, in a little
country town not too far from his district, and having graduated
from Eastern Kentucky State College. I wanted him to know I was
also a Kentuckian today.

Mr. CoopLiNG. He'll have you repeat that when he gets back, be-
¢ause I think that will really help you tremendously.

[Prepared statement of Dr. Robert M. Worthington follows:]

PrepARED STATEMENT OF Roserr M, WORTHINCTON, AgSISTANT SECRETARY FOR
VOCATIONAL AND AburT Epucation, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommitiee, [ am pleaged to be here to tes-
tify in support of the Vocatio® al Education Consolidation Act, introduced by Repre-
sentatives Erlenborn, Bartlet Nielson, and Packard. This bill is the Administration
proposal for reauthorization of Federal vocational education programs end it has
four principal ubjectives:

i1) to consolidate the existing vocational education State grant programs into a
single, simplified program of grents to States;

(9) to reduce administrative burden and increase State and local flexibility over
the use of funds:

() to redirect Federal support to concentrate on vocational programs that will
contribute to economic development; and

(4) to assist the States in ensurirg handicapped and disadvantaged studer ‘s equal
access to vocational programs. :

This bill is structured along the same lines as the vocationai and adult education
consolidation proposal put forward by the Administration last year, although we
have made few changes which regpond to concerns rnised a year ago in the House
and Senate hearings. The most important of these changes is that we are no longer
seeking to include adult education in the legislation. This bill would consvlidate
only vocational education programs, and, in order to give greater prominence to
ndult education programs as part of the National Adult Literacy Initiative, we are
vroposing separate legislation to reauthorize and simpliiy the Adult Education Act.

The bill also differs last year's proposal in the followi~g respects:

Fach State would be required to use at least 10 percent of the funds it receives
under the Act, not including funds going for State administration, to meet the spe-

cial needs of the handicapped and at least 20 percent to meet the special needs of

the disadvantaged. This represents slightly more than the current share of Federal
funding devoted to each group.

T'he State allocation includes a “hold-harmless” provision, which would be phased
out over a three-year period, in order to moderate the impact of improving targeting
in the formula.

We beliove that these new provisions will ensure that the special-needs popula-
tions receive an appropriate level of services and will case the transition into a new
State allocation l'ormu‘u.

A NATION AT RISK

Mr. Chairman, [ believe that the Vocational Education Consolidation Act re-
sponds to the recommendations of A Nation at Risk, the report of the National
Commission on BExcellence in Fducation. and that its enactment would be a mile

stone in our campaign to improve the quality of education across America. As you

know. the Commission recommended that all students in our secondary schools re--

coive a firm grounding in the "five new bacics” (Knglish, mathmatics, science, social
studies, and computer science), that we raise our expectations for student perform-
ance (as oxpressed through the use of textbooks, tests, and college entrance require-
ments). that we make more effective use of the school day and, if necessary, extend
the school dav or school vear, and that we take steps to improve teaching. These
recommendations have provided a basis for our efforts in the Department of Educa-
tion to strive for educational excellence.
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How does vocational education fit into these efforts? Our belief is that vocational
education must participate as u full partner in the national campaign for excel-
lence, for the quality of our vocational clussrooms will be as important to America’s
future as the quality of our academic classrooms. Students who enter to labor
market immediately after high school, in addition, to those who go straight on to
college, must be proficient in the five new basics or they will not be able to compete
successfully in today’s job market. Our bill is careful to authorize instruction in
basic skills, as an integral part of vocational preparation, for students who require
it. Vocational educators, like all educators, must be trained to provide high-quality
instruction and should be rewarded on the basis of their success in this task. And
vocational students must be educated and then certified to employers on the basis of
rigorous, realistic standards, or else their training will not have been worthwhile.

A second major report, Education for Tomorrow's Jobs, by the National Academy
of Science, stregses the importance of makiig the vocational education system an
equal partner with college preparatory education in the educational system as a
whole. We wholeheartely endorse this recommendation and believe that our propos-
al, with its strong emphasis on program improvement, would make a major contri-
bution toward realizing this goal.

Although the States and localities must continue to lead in implementing meas-
ures to improve vocational education, the Federal government should provide assist-
ance to the States in ensuring that our country’s vocational students the best in-
struction possible, and that they are trained for occupations that will contribute to

local. State, and national economic development. The Federal role also includes as-

sisting the States to ensure that handicapped and educationally disadvantaged stu-
dents can participate in vocational education along with the rest of the population.
These are the principles embodied in our legisiation.

STRUCTURE OF THE BILL

I would like to describe, bri~fly, the structure of our proposal, Part A, General
Provisions, is a simplification o' parallel provisions of the current Vocational Educa-
tion Act (VEA). At least 95 pe cent of all funds appropriated would be made avail-
able for State programs; the Secretary would be authorized to set aside up to 5 per-
cent for discretionary projects in areas of national interest. The VEA formula for
State allocations (based on population and inverse per capita income) would be
better targeted on areas and groups in need of service by including an unemploy-
ment factor, targeting more heavily on older populations and eliminating con-
straints on the income variable. In order to participate in the program, each Statc
would have to file an annual Proposed Use Report, which would veplace all of the
State plans, re[)orts. and evaluations required under existing’law. rhe repor. would
include u simple explanation of proposed objectives, activities to be carried out, and
allocations of funds, as well as other basic assurances and descriptions.

Part B of the bill would authorize State programs. A single, consolidated grant
would replace the six existing categorical programs as well as the set-asides for post-
secondary and adult programs and for guidance and counseling. Program matching,
maintenance-of-effort, and other fiscal requirements would also be eliminated. How-
ever, as | noted ubove, each Stute would be required to use at least 10 percent nf the
State grant for services for the handicapped and at least 20 percent for services for
the cducationally disadvantaged. At our fiscal year 1985 request level (which would
continue the fiscal year 1984 level), these set-asides would lead to a slightly higher
Federal funding level for the two special-need populations than will occur under
current law in 1984, - )

Under Subpart 1 of Part B, States would be required to use at least 30 percent of
their grants for programs and projects specifically related to economic development.
From these funds the States would support such activities as training needed for
new businesses entering their ureas, development of training programs in ncw otcu-
pational fields, retraining of skilled workers who have lost their jobs because of
technological or economic changes, and entrepreneurship training for men and
women who want to start their own businesses. Encouragement is offered for these
locally designed programs to be coordinated or jointly administered with business
and industry, and with training and employment programs under the Job Training
’urtnursl}ip Act. o that the trainfng provided is truly related to local skilled work-
force needs.

Subpart 2 of Part B would require the States to use at least 80 percent of their
funds for strengthening State and local systems of vocational education. This sub-
part would support such activities ns cooperative education, worksstudy programs,
remedial instruction in basic skills, support services, programs to reduce sex siero-
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typiag and sex bias in vocational education, and consumer and homemaking educa- -
tion.

Part C of the bill would authorize national disc ~ snary programs in vocational
educations. Allowable activities under this part,would include research (including
support of a National Center for Research in Vocational Education), programs for
Indian tribes and Indian organizations, the National Occupational Information Co-
ordinating Committee, and other program improvement activities designed-to meet
national skilled work{orce needs. Such activities could include the development and
demonstration of model sex equity programs, development .of collaborative vocation-
al education programs that combine the resources of business, laborand education,
personnel development programs, and programs to encourage the use of volunteers
in vbeational education.,

COMPARISON" WITH OTHER LEGISLATION

Mr. Chairman, the Administration believes that the Vocational Education Con.
solidation Act would be vastly preferable to the current Vocational Education Act. ~
The current law has been roundly criticized for trying to do too muchy for having
little overall theme or purpose, and for having too mahy ..t-asideg and funding re-
strictions, and for imposing too many reporting and record-keeping requirements.
"I'here is clearly a need for simpler legislation containing a few understandable na-
tionul goals and leaving greater administrative:discretion to State and localspolicy-
makers. That is what our bill would accomplish.

| must ahnost state that we strongly prefer our bill to H.R. 4164, the Vocational
Technical Fducation Act, which is cosponsored by several members of this commit-
tee. The Vocational Education Consolidation Act and H.R. 4164 embrace some
common emphasis and themes, such as using vocational éducation as a tool in eco-’
nomic development. agsisting States in ensuring equal opportunit; for the handi-
capped and disgdvantaged, and achieving greater coordination of vocational educa-
tion with the private sector ind with the Job Training Partnership Act. But, unfor-
tunately. the authorization levels in H.R. 4164 are excessive ard unrealistic. The
bill containg even more spending set-asides and requirements than are in current
law and, as such, would restrict to an unreasonable degree the authority of officials
at all levels to operate programs suited to local, State, and national needs. Finally,
the procedural reguirements sct forth in H.R. 4164 are overly complicated and
would mundate a high and expensive level of administrative (rather than program-
matic) activity. For these reasons, the Administration strongly objects to H.R. 4164, -
as currently written. ' ¢

SUMMARY

.

In closing, I would like to thank this subcommittee for allowing me to explain our
voeational education proposal, how it fits into the Administration’s plan for improv-
ing the ouality of education, and how it compares with other legislation. 1 believe
that the Voeational Education Consolidation would lead to improved vocational edu-
cation, would spur the States and localities to develop vocational programs that will
assist economic development, and would meet the needs of the handicapped and dis-
advantaged, our most at-risk populations. It would aleo dramatically increase State
and local flexibility over the use of funds aid would reduce the record-keeping and’
reporting burdens, [ strongly urge that this bill be enacted. .

STATEMENT OF DR, ROBERT Wl)R'l‘lllN(}’I‘(\)N. ASSISTANT SECRE-
TARY TOR VOCATIONAL AND ADULT EDUCATION, U.S, DEPART-
MENT OF EDUCATION

Dr. WOrRTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcom-
mittee, I am very pleased to be here today to testify in support of
HLR, 4794, the administration’s Vocational Educatior Consolidation
Act introduced by Representatives Erlenborn, Bartlett, Nielson,
Packard, and others just recently. '

This bill is the administration’s proposal for reauthorization of
Federal vocational education. It has four principal objectives. The
first is to consolidate the existing Vocational FEducation State
Grant Programs into a simplified program of grants to the States.
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The second is to reduce administrative burden and to increase
State and local flexibility over these uses of funds. I was very
pleased to hear the Superintendent of Public Instruction from Ken-
tucky agreeing with us on that flexibility which, we think, our leg-
islation exemplifies. ' .

Third, to redirect Federal support to concentrate on vocational
programs that will contribute to economic development, and
fourth, to assist the States in ensuring handicapped and disadvan-
taged students equal access to vocational programs.

This bill is structured along the same lines as the Vocational and -

Adult .Education Consolidation Act put forward by the administra-
tion last year. Although we have made a few major changes which
respond to concerns raised a year ago in the House and Senate
hearings.
. The most important of these changes is that we are no longer
seeking to include adult education in the legislation. This bill
would consolidate only vocational educatirn programs and in order
to give greater prominence to adult edu’ «on programs as part of
the National Adult Education Literacy Initiative, we are proposing
semete legislation to. reauthorize and simplify the Adult Educa-.
tion Act. . '

The bill also differs from last year’s proposal in the following re-
sgects: Each State would be required to use at least 10 percent of
the funds it receives under the act, not including funds going for
State administration, to meet the special needs of the handicapped
and gt least 20 percent to meet the special needs of the disadvan-
taged. A

This represents slightly more than the current share of Federal
funding devoted to each group. Thé State allocation formula in-
cludes a hold-harmless provision which would be phased out-over a
3-year period, We believe that these new provisions will ensure
that the special-needs populations receive an appropriate level of
ser\l'iqgs and will ease the transition into a new State-allocation for-

mula. ; :

* Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Vocational Education Consoli-
dation Act responds to the recommendations of “A Nation At
Risk,” the report of the National Commission ou Excellence in
Education, and that its enactment would be a milestone in our
: campaign to improve the quality of education across America.

" As you know, the Commission recommended that all students in

* our secondary schools receive a firm grounding in what we cail the
“new basics”—English, mathematics, science, social studies, and
computer science—and that we raise our expectations for student
performance, as expressed through the use of textbooks, tests, and
college entgance requirements and that we make more effective use
of the schoolday—extend the schoolday or the school year; that we
take steps to improve teaching. .

These recommendations have provided a hasis for our eftorts in
the Department of Education to strive tuy -educational excellence.

How does vocational education fit intu these efforts? Qur belief it
that vocationdl education must participate as a full partner in the
national campaign for excellence, for the quality of our vocational
clagsrooms will be as important to America's future as the guality
of our academic classrooms. A

?
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Students who enter the labor market immediately after high
school, in addition to those who go straight on to college, must be
proficient, in the five new basics or they will not be able to compete
successfully in todoy’s job market. Our bill is carveful to authorize

instruction in basic, skills as an integral part of vocational prepara-

tion for students who require it.

Vocational educators, like all educators, must be traired to pro-
vide high quality instruction and should be rewarded on the basis
of their sticcess in this task. Vocational students must be educated
and then certiiicated to employers on the basis of rigorous, realistic
standards or else their training will not have been worthwhile.

A second major report, “Education for Tomorrow’s Jobs,” done
by the National Academy of Sciences with a national committee of
scholars stresses the importance of making the vocational educa-
tion system an equal partner with the college preparatory educa-
tion system and education as a whole. We wholeheartedly endorse
this recommendation and believe our proposal, with its strong em-
phasis on program improvement will make a major contribution
toward realizing this.effori. )

Although the States and localities must take the lead in imple-
menting measures to improve vocational education, the Federal
Government should provide assistance to the Statea in ensuring
that our country’s vocatione: students receive the hest ingtruction
possible, that they are trained for occupations that will contribut
to local, State, and national eropomic development. The Federai
rele also includes assisting the States to ensure that the handi-
capped and educationally disadven taged students can participate in
vocational education along with fhe rest of the population.

These are the principles embodied in our legislation. I would like
to desecrihe very briefly the structure of our proposal.

Part A, General Provisions, is a simplification of parallel” provi-
sions of the current Vocationa! Education Act. At least 95 percent
of all funds apprcvriated would be made available for State pro-
gramg; the Secretary would be authorized to set-aside up to 5 per-
rent for discretionary projects in areas of national interest.

The Vocational Education Act formula for State allocations,
bascd on population and inverse per capita ircome would be better
targeted on areas and groups 1o need of service by including an un-
empleyment. factor, targeiing, more heavily on older populations
and eliminating constraints on the incoroe variahle.

In order to participate in the program, each State would have 1o
file an annual Propoged Usc Report, which would re,stace all of the
State plans, resorts and evaluations required under the existing
law. The report would include a simnple explanation of proposed ob-
jectives, activitizs ta be carvied out and ailocations of fuads, as well
as other basic assurances ang descriptions. .

Part B of the bill would authorize State programs. A single, con-
solidated gra~: would replace the 8ix existing categorical programs
as well ag (e set-asides {or secondary and adult prograrmns and for
guidance and counseling. Frogram matching, maintenance-of-effort
and other fiscal requitements would also be pliminated, However,
2 1 noted above, each State would be required to use at least 19
percent of the State grant for services for the handicapped and-at

feast 20 percent for services for the educutionally disadvantaged.
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Our figcal yegr 1985 request level, which would continue the
fiscal year 19844evel--as you know, Mr. Chairman, the President
decided to request $238,400,000 more than he did last year for voca-
ltionai education. This is the maximum allowable under the current.
aw. :

Iinder snbpart 1 of part B, Staws would be required to use at ,
feast 30 perzent of their grants for programs and projects specifi- .
cally related to economic development. From these funds the Gtates
would suppnrt such activities as training needed for new businesses
in their communities, development of training programs and new .
cccupational fields, retraining of skilled werkerc who have lost {
their jobs because of technological or economic change aud entre- -
preneurship trainipg for men and woraen “who want to start their
own businesses. ’

Encouragement is offered for these locally designéd protrams
and with training and employment programs under the Job Train- '
ing Partnership ‘Act so that the training provided is truly related
to local skilled work force needs. ‘

Subpart 2 of part B would require the States to use at leasi 20
percent of their funds for strengthening of local and State pro-
grams of vocational education, This subpart would support such ac-
tivities as cooperativereducation, work study programs, remedial
instruction ia basic skills, suppert services, programs fo reduce sex
stereotyping and sex bias in vocdtional education, and consumer
and homemaling education. ¢

Pari C of the bill would authorize naticnal discretionary pro-
grams in vocational education. Allowable activities under this part ’
would include research, including support of a Natjonal Center for
Rescarch in Vocational Education; programs {or Indian tribes and
Indian organizations, the National Qccupational Information Ce-
ordinating Commitiee and other program improvement activities
designed to meet skilled work force needs.

Such activities could include the development and demonstration:
of model sex equity programs, the development of collaborative vo-
cational education prograiris combining résonrces of business, labor
and education, personnel development programs, and programs to
encourage the use of volunteers in vocational education.

Mr. Chairman, the administration believes that the Vocational
Education Consolidation Act would be preferable to the current Vo-
cational Education Act. I must say at this point that all of us who

. havé worked in vocational education cemmend Chairman Perking
for his leadership in vocational education. I

We believe, however, that the current legislation has becoeme too
prescriptive. It has been characterized as trying to do too much end
for having too ‘many set-asides and funding restrictions and for im-
posing tho many reporting and recordkeeping requirements. |

There is clearly a need for simpler legislation containing a few - |
understandable national goals and leaving greater discretion to |
%I;df}e and local policymakers. That is what our bill would accom-
pligh. '

I must also state that we strongly prefer our bill to H.R. 4164,
the Vocational-Technical Edacation Act, which is coosponsored by
several memberg of this committee. The Vocational Education Con-
solidatign Act and H.R. 4164 embrace some common emphases and
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themes, such as using vocational .education as a tool in economic
developmert, assisting States and ensuring opportunity for the
handicapped and disadvantaged and achieving greater coordination
of vocational education with the private sector and with the dJob
Training Partnership Act. " " _

But, unfortunately, the authworization level in H.R. 4164 is exces-
sive and unrealistic. The bill containg even more spending set-
asides and requirements than are in current law and, as such,
would restrict to an unreasonahle degree, the authority of officials
at a(}l levels to operate programs suited to Jiical, State, and national
needs. ,

Finally, the procedural requirements set .rth in H.R. 4164 are
overly complicated and would mandate a high,and expensive level

-of administrative rather than programmatic activity. For these rea-

sons, the administration strongly objects to H.R. 4164 as currently
written. R

In closing, I would thank the subtommittee-fot allowing me to
explain our vocational education pfoposal, how it fits iuco the ad-
ministration’s plan-for improving the quality of edugation and how
it compares with- other legislation. I believe that the Vocational
Education Consplidation Act would lead to improved vocational
education, would spur the States and lopcalities to develop vocation-

al programs that will assist economic development and would meet
: the needs of the handicapped and the disadvantaged, our most at-

risk populations.

It will also dramatically increase State and local {lexibility over
the use of funds and would reduce the recordkeeping and reporting
burdens. I strongly urge that this bill be enacted. S

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to testify and I .
would be most happy to respond to any guéstions you might have.

Mr. BartLerr. Dr. Worthington, the chairman of the cornmittee
has moved a little bit further to the East since you have been testi-
fying—or to the West, since I am from Texas. .

I apologize on behalf of the members who couldn’t be here during -
your entire testimony. There is a lot going on, as you might know,
as it's the last day before the recess both on the floor and in other
committees. ‘

Let me vegin by saying that Mr. Goodling, who is the ranking
member, as you know, of this subcommittee and who has cospon-
sored the other bill, he wished for me to pass along to you his com-
plimeunts for the administration's bill and the administration’s pro- .
posal and believes that there is a good deal of value in the propos-
als that you make dnd is looking forward, as am I, to reviewing it.
I did cosponsor the administratior:’s bill and I think somewhere by
uting the hest ideas of those.and, frarikly, some of the best ideas
from the private sector and from school districts around this coun-
gry, we will come out with a bill that will be of value to the stu-

ents. ‘ .
I have some specific questions, if yot.;\.wouldn’t mind and I would
like to go through them. The first is on m~iey. H.R. 4164—and I
suppose the one issue that this committee and the Congress are
going to have to get gver go that we ean then consider the other
issues—H.R, 4164, as currvently written, provides for $1.5 billion in
funding, which is doub’ the'current appropriation and approxi-
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" mately double what the administration is propd(!i’ng. I would like to
elicit your testimonybon taking that funding amount and maybe
turning it over and looking at 't on the other side. '

In.your judgment, what impact on other worthy Federal educa-
tion programs would there ke if we were to choose to double the
funding for vocational education? Would there be a fallout or an
impact on other Federal education programs?

Dr. WortHINGTON. Well, we feel, as I said in my testimony, that

.4 the authorization level is excessive and we certainly would object
* % “to any additional funding for education. In the first place, our defi-
#cits would bé increased further and we are trying to avoid that, as

you know—everyone is trying to. We object to it on the basis of it

being excessive. We must keep in mind that vocational education is

a program that 'is predominately funded at the State and local

level. The most recent statistics which I have available indicate

that during school year 1981-82 vocational education was funded

using only 9.16 percent Federal d‘ lars and 90.84 percent State and

. local dollars. We feel that the reyuest we have made this yéar for

‘ funding is realistic, and will still provide the Federal leadershit
that is needed as far as research and developmnent is concerned and
will continue ‘o sorve as a catalyst for State and local action. We
feel that what we have requested is adequate and we would object
to the large authorization level in H.R. 4164.

. Mr. Bagtrerr. Well, I would suggest that it is perhaps particular- -

' ly ironi¢ in a vocational education bill where we are trainng stu-
dents for skills to then enter the job market, that if we do that in a
way that at least one of a number of Federal programs that would
increase unemployment and reduce the available number of jobs in, =~

. that job market by doubling Federal spending in that area, it v
would be particullrly ironic and cruel to then have a training pro-

L . gram’ that, by the size of the program itself, -would reduce the

v number of jobs when the students graduate. '

Dr. WowrTHINGTON. Mr. Bartlett, we should remember also that
the reduction in inflation' that-has been die, in large part, to the
President’s program, makes these dollars go much farther.

_ Mr. BartLert. Dr. Worthington, I would like to visit with you

just a second on adult training and particularly the tramning and

retraining of displaced workers, whether they be structural, unem-
ployment or displacement because of new technologies, displaced

o homemakers, or for whatever reason. What emphasis does the ad-
- ministration’s proposal place on retraining of displaced workers or
t ﬁdult traihing and how high a prioricy would you judge that should

e’ :

Dr. WorRTHINGTON. We consider that one of the high priorities for
economic development..] 5 spelled out quite clearly in our bill
that this is orie of the higl riorities. We would also like to report
at this time based on the iludy of the National Alliance of Busi:
ness, that some 90 percent of respondents in a survey of private in-
dustry councils—as you know, the Job Partnership’Act has a $223
million allotment for title III with a $111 million State match for
July 1984-June 1985 for retraining of workers—this survey dndi-
cates that most of this retraining will be done by'the existing voca-
tional and technical education delivery system-——our community

. .
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colleges, our technical institutes, and our area vocational technjcal
schools. ¥ o .

So vocational education will be very actively involved in this and
we feel that our bill responds to this very, very important national
priority. _ /

Mr. BagrTLETT. Shifting cver to the special needs populatiéns,
HR. 4164 accommodates those special populations, the handi-
capped and disadvantaged with a separately authorized program.
The administration's bill, and frankly, my own viewpoint, and the
current legislation accommodate the special populations with set--
asides as 6pposed to a separate authorization. Can you comment on
why you would urge us, for example, to use the set-aside approach
and how you petsonally came up with the 10-percent figure? Why
wasn't it 16 percent? . .

Dr. WORTHINGTON.' You may recall that our proposal last year
had a 10-percent set-aside for the handicapped funded against only
one part of the legislation. Members of the, House and the Senate
spoke with us about that and also many of the organizati~ms repre-
senting the handicapped and disabled persons. Under the present
act which requires the 10-percent set-aside, we are presently serv-
.ing 39.5 percent of the secondary aged students who are handi-
capped and we-recognize that we must try to serve more. This Fed-
_ eral allocation has encouraged the State and local communities to
serve the handicapped. ' ‘ _ :

Our propbsal would requitg that 10 percent of the funds avail-
able to the States be spent for handicapped individuals. This 1s
after the Secretary’s b percent for national discretionary programs
and the State administrative costs are taken off. This would, ac-
cording to our calculations, raise the funding of vocational educa-
tion for the handicapped, if it were enacted as we have proposed
for 1985 by 8.3 percent above the current level. There would be 8.3
percent more dollars available for the handicapped and we’ would
- like to increase that number so that-ult\imatgl we would be able-to

offer vocational education tu all handicappi g students at the sec-

ondary level, Some may not be able to participate but we feel that

there should be a much larger number than the current 39.5 per-

cent. ’ . R

Mr. BARTLETT. So because-of the changes in some of the regula

tions and some changes in some of the administrative overhead,

the néag effect would*be an 8.3-percent increase for the handi-

capped? ' ‘

Dr. WorrHINGTON. Right. Now, you also-‘asked me-about the dis-

“ advantaged. Currently, programs for the disadvantaged, under the’
fiscal year 1984 budget for® vocational education receive about

$141.3 “million. Our set-aside of 20 percent, which would also go.
against- the total allotation to the State would raise the current

amount hy 2.3 percent.'The amount available for the disadvantaged

would raise in fiscal year.1985, if 'our legislation became reality, to

$144.6 million. :

We have heard from mary sources in Congress and from the dis-
advantaged communities, from depressed areas, and from urban
and rural areas that we should be doing more for the handicapped
and this is our response for the disadvantaged as well as the handi-
capped. T oo 4'?
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Mr. BartrerT. | understand that Mr. Goodllng and perhaps

) others - may offer an amendment on the total size of the funding in

;o the committee or in the subcommittee to substltute instead of the

$1.5 billion which is"in H.R. 4164, a “such sums” figure. Would

“such sums” language be the kind of suitable language that the ad-
ministration would be able t¢ support?

Dr. WorTHINGTON. Yes, we would support that. Our piroposal
calls for the first year to be funded at the budget level request for
1985 and then the 4 subquuent years would be funded at “such
sgﬁb as may be necessary. ,

r. BARTLETT. One of the previous witnesses had pomted ut
that the “Nation At Risk” had not addressed vocational education.
Is that an area that should be addressed or, to flip the question
around, is there room for—perhaps this is a two-part question—in
addltlon, is there room for improvement of academics that: would.
be applied to the work force in vocational education?

Dr. WORTHINGTON. Yes, we are very much supportive of the
report, “A Nation At Risk,” which emphasizes the need/for all stu-
dents to have a good background in the basics, as I pomted out in
.my testimony, called “‘the new basics.”

The National Commission on Excellence did hold hearmgs on
~ +  education and work. They ‘referred to vocational education and

called for increased standards there, but: they didn't devote great
deal of attention to it in their report. But what most people don’t
realize is that the administration, during the time the National
Commission on Excellence was studying academic education
mostly, also had a study underway with the National Academy of .
Science. I have here a copy of that report, Mr. Chairman, “Educa-
tion for Tomorrow’s Jobs,” which Secretary Bell has said he feels
can be for vocational educgtion, a catalyst, promotijng a national
discussion, through national leadership. It has ‘many outstanding
recommendatlons on improving vocational education and at Secre- ..
“tary Bell’s request, starting next month, we will be ¢onducting 10
regional seminars throughout the Nation to inform the public
about this study and we would like to share that with you if you
would like it for the record.

We believe that vocational education deserves equal attention
with academic education—it does in the schools as a matter of fact.
If I may,-I would like to quote what President Reagan said on this |
very topic when he spoke last June to the Annual National Leader- )
ship (‘o*lference and Skill Olympics of the Vocatlona?lndustrlal

. Clubs of America. Let me quote what the President said.

He said, “Each generation must realize that to aghieve America’s

. coptinued potential, we need all people with all of their talents *.

o

-

working together. That’s why our drive for excellence must reach 3
every student in every school in every subject. We should see that :
all of our young people get a good grounding in Engllsh and litera- .

ture, history, math and sé¢ience and the other basics.”

. He went on. “But we must also recognize that our vocational

i+ education classrooms are just as important as any other‘and we
should insist that the vocational courses we teach prepe>e this gen- .
eration with the skills they need for reat Jobs, end of quote from
President Reagan. ¥
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' Mr. BArTLETT. Mrs. Roukema on th¢ committee has commented
that she finds it most positive in the requirement in subpart’l in
. the State grant that, “Thirty percent of the funds not used for
State,administration be used for egonomic-development and skilled
work force training.” Could you describe tﬁe programs that you
+ would contemplate under that subpart? N
y . Dr. WORTHINGTON. Yes, we do have some ‘excellent examples
‘ around the ‘Nation already of economic development programs. s
“ Some have been in operation for quite a while. In fact, wg did a
» study just a year/ago that identified that there are 20 States.plus -
" Puerto Rico which haVe verfy well developed programs that they
_call" “Quick-Start Economic DeV¥elopment Programs,” funded
through vocational education. Now some of the States are funding
these with State money almost-exclusively. Yet other States are
funding them exclusively with Federal funds. Others were funding
them with both State and Federal funds. T
Oklahoma, for example/ has had an economic development pro-
gram through vocational education since 1968 and during that time
they have coﬁ@ucted 447 different projects to train persons for new -
or developing industries in their State, they have trained 44,000
‘plus people during that period ai a cost of $4.6 million. It's added a
great deal of industry and, business to rural areas, particularly, inv’ -
the State of Oklahoma. I wasust down there last week and visited
‘. some of thoge programs. N I
| Now othel States such as Iliindis have what they cill “the High
Impact Trajning Service,” which is a quick-start vocational. educa-
tion program. Kentucky has the Kentucky Industrial Training op-
erated by the State Board for Vocational Education. Michigan Has
what they call “the Economic Job Development Vocational Educa-
tion Program.” New York has what they call,. “the Short-Term
; '+ Training Economic Developthent Program.” Last year they spent
$1 million of Federal funds for that prograp!. Pennsylvanid has
what they characterize as ‘‘the Customized ‘Job'Training Program.”
Texas has‘the Industrial Startup Program,’ .
. We would be very happy to proyide this short report, if you
would like, for the record, which details what these 20-some States
are doing in economic development. ;
. Mr. BagrLerr. Dr. Worthington, we. would like to have a copy of |
that for the record, and also the previous booklet that you referred -
to. We'll include that in the record, #nd 1 personally would like to
“ review both of those, in addition to that. ’
Dr. WorTHINGTON. All right.
,|Summatries of this information follow:]

.-.

. EnucatioN ror ToMORROW'S JOBS ™

Notice: ’l‘h*a roject that is the subject bf this report was approved by the Govern-
ing Bourd of the National Research Council, whose members are drawn from the
councils of the National Academy of Sciences, the National Academy of Engineer-
ing, uml:tlw[lnstitute of Medicine. The members of the committpe responsible for
the tx)'o »ort were chosen for their special competences and with regard for appropri-
ate balance, ! ( ' - e
This report has been reviewed by,n group other than the authors uccording‘tq pio-
cedures approved by a Reporg, Review Committee ‘consisting of members of the Na-
tional Academy of Sgiences, the National Academy of Enginecting, und the Ins‘titlﬁu
of Medicine. f : 3 - T
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The National Research Council was established by the National Academy of Sci-
ences in 1916 to associate the broad community of science and technology with the
Academy's purposes of furthering knowledge and of advising the federal govern-
ment. The Council operates in accordance with general policies determined by the
Academy under the authority of its congressional charter of 186", which establishes
the Academy as a private, nonprofit, self-governing membership corporation. The

- Council has become the principal operating agency of both the National Academy of
Sciences and the National Academy of Engineering in the conduct of their services
to the government, the public, and the scientific and engineering communitics. It is
administered jointly by both Acadernies and the Institute of Medicine. The National
Academy of Engineering and the Institute of Medicine were established in 1964 and
1970, respectively, under the charter of the National Academy of Sciences.

This projeqt has been funded with funds from the U.S. Department of Education
under contract number 300-81-0306. The contents of this publication do not neces-
sarily reflect the views or policies of the U.S, Department of Education nor does
mention of trade names, commercial products, or organizations imply endorsement
by the U.S. government.
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Barbara A. Malone, Administrative Secretary.

SUMMARY

Unemployment among young people is a serious and persistent problent in this
country. Unemployment rates are especially high among members of minority
*groups, for high-school dropouts, and in economically depressed areas. The structur-
al changes in the economy in the past 40 years have far-reaching implications for
the skills thut young workers will need and for the education and training that will
increw e their employability. Vocational education and other training programs can -
help to alleviate the problem of unemployment among America's young people. And
a close link between schools and employers can help ensure that vocational educa-
tion programs are teaching students the skills that employers will need. '
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Vocational education is a vital part of the public education system in this country,
one that has long been slighted in favor of academic education. Basic academic as
well as occupational skills are of fundamental impurtance in preparing young
people for productive lives in our society. The public elementary and secondary
schools in this country should offer students who will not go to college a thorough
grounding not only in language skills, reasoning, and mathematics. but also in the
mechanical and technical skills and work habits that will prepare them for working
life. This responsibility should not be shifted to private-sector employers, althoygh
employers can help significantly in ways we outline in the report.

Evaluations of vocational education and other employment training programs
lead to the conclusion that some vocational education programs do improve the em-
ployability of graduates. But the quality of vocational education programs overall is
highly dvariable and the access of disadvantaged students to good programs is not
ensurced,

The committee recommends expanded collaboration between vocational educators
and private-sector employers as well as improved coordination between vocational
educativn and employment training programs. Well designed work experience pro-
grams help to improve occupational skills and to open employment opportunities for
vocational education students. We recommend several changes intended to strength-
en the capabilities of teachers of vocaticnal education: changes in certification re-
quirements, pre-service and in-service training, use of part-time teachers, and pay

scales of teachers. We recommend three policy changes to improve the financing of

vocational education programs: modifications in the formulas for funding programs,
strategies foppooling equipment, and supplementary funding for program improve-
ment. Because of our concern about the lim'ted access of disadvantaged students to
high-quality programs, we also recommen: experimentation with vocational incen-
tive grants to individual students. which they could use to purchase the training
they desire, and attention to consumer protection in vocational education programs.

2 e e
A Stuny oF QUICK-START EcoNeMIc DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

VIl. SUMMARY

It was the purpose 8this study to determine the extent to which State boards for
vocational education are making use of quick-start economic development programs,

nd whether or not these programe are having any real impact on economic devel. .

opment. The State directors of vocational education in the 50 States, the District‘ ot:
Columbia, and Puerto Rico were contacted. The data indicate that less than half of

the States (20 States and Puerto Rico) have quick-start economic development pro-
grams. Other States such as (" lorado and Wisconsin that did not meet the criteria

for quick-start economic dex ment programs are carrying out numerous types of

quick-start activities under .. rmalized arrangements. Most quick-start economic
development programs are locatcd in the Southern and Midwestern States.

State funds accounted for most of the money going to support quick-start econom-
ic development programs. The amount of funds from State sources ranged from
$32,531 in Kansas to nearly $4,000,000 in Ohio. The range in Federal funds for the

support of quick-start programs was from $25,000 in Puerto Rico to $1.518112 in -

Ohio. fn terms of total dollars, the range was from $100,000 in Idaho to over
$7,000,000°in Ohio. Of the 20 States and Puerto Rico, over half exceeded a million
dollars in support of quick-start programs.

A majority of the quick-start economic development programs identified in the
tudy served 1,000 or more people per yéar. There were, however, variations among
States in numbers of persons being served. The numbers of persons reported being
served varied from 96 in Kansas to 59,901 in Ohio.

There is us much variation in the programs as there is in the funding and the
numbers of persons being served. Some of the programs are set up to serve only new
and expanding businesses and industries, while others aid existing businesses and
industries as well. The services they offer differ markedly.

Of the 21 State directors of vocational education surveyed, all said their programs
have had significant impact on economic development\More elaborate research will
probably be needed in this area,

As noted in the introduction. the present study is extremely limited in scope.

Nonetheless. it does bring out certain tmplications for State vocational education ad-,

ministrators and planners who are interested in devel@ping training programs to
meot the particular needs of businesses end industries,

*
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Dr. WorTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, may I add one thing? You said
that the person who testified thought it might detract from their
program. You have to keep in mind that our proposal calls for 30
percent for economic development, skilled work force development,
30 percent for program improvement, So, if you add 30 and 30, that
leaves you 40 percent. The States will have flexibility, 40 pergent
less whatever they spent for State administration. They would
have a great deal of flexibility. If they wanted to use that 40 per-

cent for program improvement, they could do that.

T"e only thing that we are suggesting, and we feel it's appropri-
ate, that at least 30 percent would go to economic development. Be-
cause that’s what this administration believes in, getting our eco-
nomir program back on the track, and developing jobs and having
a skilled work force to do those jobs. .

Mr. BArTLETT. One sugrestion that may be made would be to
note the cooperative education and work study.that are included in
a separate subpart.2, and my question would be, would you see any
merit to including those two activities in subpart 1, since the
seem to be—to serve the same function, of linking training witK

the private sector.

* " Dr. WortHINGTON. I don't think we'd have any objection. We be-
lieve they are both very, very important programs. We estimated
last year—I could give you the exact figure, if you want it-~that
719,541 students were involved in vocational cooperative education
programs. And the work study program is a little different pro-
gram. It sometiines uses public sites and the like. But they are both
Yery, very important programs and we support them wholehearted-
y.

Whatever section it appeared in would be fine with us, as long as
it’s there.

Mr. BARTLETT. One other line of questioning, Dr. Worthington,
on paperwork and related activities, paperwork and overregula-
tions that we at this side, &nd I know at you: side of the table hear
a lot about, in terms of schools being required to spend a good deal
of their resources filling out paperwork and filling out forms, and
not in teaching students.

Does the bill that you proposed propuse any changes in that pa-
perwork burden in any significant manner, and if so, could you
give us some examples of those chahges? '

Dr. WORTHINGTON. Yes, sir. Our bill would significantly reduce
the paperwork burden. In the first place, it completely removes one
of the major nemeses of the local administrator. I can recall when I
was o state administrator in the State of Utah I had to send out a
stack of forms that high lindicating] to collect data for each of our
institutions in the vocational education data systém. We feel there
are ways to get the data that Congress needs without having that.
burdensome systen.

We also feel that by eliminating many of the prescriptive State
planning requirements, eliminating the report that they have to
file every year un accountahility, we would replace that by a much
more simplified report, which we have given a different heading, a
‘Proposed Use Report.” .

Our Proposec Use Report would have some requirements they'd
have to meet. But much less than we do presently.

J8
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Mr. BartLErr. Dr. Worthington, I'would inquire as to whether
you ‘'would be available or someone on your staff, to make sure
that, in particular, the improvements that you've made in the re-
duction of paperwork and in reporting requirements, and in appli-
cation requirements that we’re certain that at least this committeg
considers including those in the final bill that finally spasses
through here, and I would personally seek your assistance.

I hear from administrators and teachers all the time, that they
can document the number of hours that they’re not allowed to

_ sgpend in the classroom teaching because of the, paperwork burden.

I recall meeting with the director of vocational education in the

Corpus Christi Independent School District about a week ago, and I

asked her what her biggest headache was, and she pointed to an
entire file cabinet and she said, ‘“Here are the forms,” and she
brought out reams and reams for just 1 year, “Here are the forms
that I have to fill out detailing a great deal of just simply demo-
graphic information about every student in every plogram in
Corpus Christi ISD, in vocational education,” and 1 said, “Well,
after you fill these out and send them in, what happens? What
happens differently next year because the Federal Government now
krows all the demographic information and you’ve spent thousands

no difference. It doesn’t make.any difference. There §g nothing that
happens that’s different or that's better as a result ¥ filling them
out. The only thing that happens is there’s some student out there
that’s not getting as. xgg n instruction level because my teachers
are having to fill out Jaforms.”

of hours preparing those forms?’ And she says,.“Ngging. There is

So, I would think that those are the kinds of things we might be .

able to simply eliminate.

Dr. WorTHINGTON. Well, as you know, the administration is com-

mitted to reducing paperwork and regulatory burden and we feel
that our legislative proposal will g](: a long way toward reducing
much of that unnecessary paperwork.

Mr. BartLerr. When you kept the set asides for handicapped,
which I support, do you—did you make any changes in current law,
in current regulations, on the use of the set-asides for excess costs?
Is it still defined the same way or do you have any proposals that

would reduce that definition or reduce that regulatory burden of

trying to define what is an excess cost and what'’s not?

Dr. WoRrRTHINGTON. That has been a controversial issue in the

past, and because of the fact our Vocational Education Act is up
for reauthorization, we thought it would be appropriate to wait
until the reauthorization occurs, and then respond to the require-
ments that Congress will put upon us in our deregulation develop-
ment. .

Mr. BarTLert. Dr. Worthington, as one member of the committee
and of Congress whotends to like to say in law what it is we mean
to be done, [ may be coming to you to see if there are some —I sup-
port the excess cost concept, by the way. But it seems to me there
may be some easier and less time consuming ways to arrive at the
definition of excess cost.

At this point I see that Mr. Hayes has joined us, and we have, as
I hear, 15 minutes before a vote. And if Mr. Hayes has any ques-
tiong or comments, I would like to turn it over to him.
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Mr, Haves. I don’t have any qu.stions, Mr. Bartlett. Thank you.
That concludes the hearing. '

Mr. BartLE?T. Thank you, Dr. Worthington. We appreciate your
testimony and the research that you've done and we look forward
to working with you. _ C .

Dr. WORTHINGTON.'It’s ‘a pleasure. We'll provide the materials
you've asked for, tor the record.
_ [Whereupon, at 2:50 p.m., February 9, 1984, the hearing recessed,
pursuant to the call of the Chair.] . :

(Additional information supplied for the record follows:]

PrerArkD StATEMENT OF HON. Foro LF Sunia, A DELEGATE IN CONGRESS FROM THE
TERRITORY OF AMERICAN SAMOA

Y

[ would like to sybmit to you my support for . authorizftion of the Vocational

"Kducation Act. In so doing, | would like to highlight several portions of that legisla-

tion that affect the territory 1 represent, American Samoa. It is important to ex-
press to you the application of thesé vocational education funds to show how useful
they have been to American Samoa.

Currently, my territory receives the minimal funding of $4:40,400 under this act.
That money is utilized for several different programs. We receive it under the Adult
Education State Administration Program, the Basic Grants to States Program, Con-
sumer and Homemaking Education, Vacational Education Improvement and Serv-
ices, ipeciul Programs for Disadvantaged, the Vocational Education State Advisory
Coundil and finally for State Planning and Evaluation. These seven programs havg
been very useful to us and a decision against reauthorization could delete an al-
ready modest vocational education program. : . _

Just ‘this past week Lfearned that one of our two major employers will be con-

ducting a six month lay-off. All indications are that even #f this factory does resume
operations it will continue to show an unpred‘ctable future for its workersThis is a.

very good renson for continued assistance with vocational education.. The labor forte
of American Samoa needs the well rounded and practical experience these programs
can provide, s0'that we are not totally dependent upon one skill area,

I also would like to join other territorial representatives in opposing subsection ()
of Section 402 of H.R."4164. This section gives the Secretary of Edueation the discre-
tionary authority to pay the territorial advisory councils less than the minimum
amount payable to other jurisdictions.. " .

Further, I propose that Puerto Rico be removed from consideration with the other
territories in sharing the allotment ratio of .60. I undechtand that Puerto Rico, like’
many other jurisdictions, will most likely have enormous vocational education
needs. However, because of Puerto Rico's large population, I feel that .60 can barely
cover expenses for new and continuing vocational—educational programs in all the
territories if Puerto Rico were included.

1 commend the efforts of this Subcommittee and extrol your motivation in making
vocational education an equal partder in 6ur economy, American Samoa's programs
are limited in scope, but the support from this act has not limited..many opportuni-
ties for those who have been its direct beneficiaries. '

ArruriaN Recion Scuoot DistricT,
Anchorage. AK, Febraary 28, 1984,
Representative Cant PERKINS,
U.S. House of Represenlatives,
Washington, DC )
Diak REPRESENTATIVE PERKINS: Last week two seventy million dollar satellites

. failed to function after being lifted into orbit by one of the technological marvels of

our day. The malfunction seemed o be due to a problem with a rather insignificant
minor component. Each day.communication with the six extremely remote commu-
nitics we serve in the Aleutians occurs through satelhtes and the carth stations now
found in each commurtity. Minor problems with the earth stations, transmission
equipment, or the telephones themselves requires a “service call” by technicians
whose round trip travel, alone, may run from tw to four thousand dollars.

Why do I cite such events to members of this nation's congressional delegation?
Because, as o school teacher and administrator for over thirty yeers I am increas-
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ingly concerned about the quality and commitment of the work force found in our
country today. Pride in one's work and a critical concern for the final product on
the part of all who worked upon it might have avoided the malfunctioning of the
multi-million dollar satellites now ‘apparently lost forever. Appropriate education
and training, at least in trouble shooting, of some people in our Aleutian communi-
ties could save thousands of dollars yearly in minor, but necessary, repair and main-
tenance problems. Delays and the loss of vital communication may have a value or
non-monetary cost which it is impossible to estimate. s

One way we may be able to bringquality back into our work ethic and our pro-
duction .is to give all of America’s youth an opportunity to be exposed to the benefits
of appropriate and effective vocational educatiori. In my opinion, the Vocational
Technical ®ducation Act reauthorization represented by H.R. 4164 may help to do
that. My review of its provisions indicates that it improves as well as cot iinues the
important elements of previous laws. I am particularly. pleased with’ its emphasis
upon public and business-industry participation in giving the program directjon and
support. < . "

John Gardner once stated that & nation which settled for mediocrity from either
its plurabers or its philosophers would have neither theories nor pipes which would.
hold water. I urge you to support legislation in support of vocational education. [
believe that our nation was founded on principles which called for all persons—phi-
losophers, plumboers, politicians and educators—to understand and support the value
of those common and technical skills by which our country has grown and remained
free.

I hope that you wiil see fit to not only support H.R. 4164, but also to suppc.t or
demand that the nation's schools utilize this federal funding, as it is meant to be, as
the impetus to educational programs which truly represent t)he necds of our country
and its people.
Sincerely yours,
Dick H. BowEgg, Superintendent.

., R\ F, y
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o

To consolidate existing Federal vocauonal education programs, to simplify re-
quirements for States and other recipients participating in Federal vocational *
. education programs, and to wuthorive certain State and national programs for
the development of vocational skills in the work force that will improve
productivity and economic growth, and for other purposes.
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IN THE HOUSE OF-REPRESENTATIVES ' N

FEBRUARY 8, 1984

Mr. ERLENBORN (for himself, Mr. BaArTLETT, Mr. PAdKﬁ‘RD, and Mr. NIEL8ON &
of Utah) .introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor

R3S} \ . '
‘

S A BILL

To c¢.1s0lidate existing Federal vocational education programs,

to simplify requirements for States and other recipients S

participating in Federal vocational cducation programs, and
to authorize certain State and naticnal programs for the: h 2
development of vocational skills in the “work/force that will
improve productivity and economic growth, and for other

—

purpeses.

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- .
2 tives of-the {]nited States of Asnerica in dongress assembied,

3 That this Act may be cited as the ‘“Vocational Education

4 Consolidation Act of 1984,
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1 . ~ PART A—GENERAL PROVISIONS '
DECLARATION OF PURPOSE )

Sgc, 101. (a) The purpose of this Act is to authorize

State and national programs which will promote ec nomic

in all coxpmunities, forzvocational education; (2) strengthen-
- A .

ing the ability of State and local systems of vocational educa-

.

tion to promote and réspond to economic development; (3)

© @ =1 & Orv v W N

enhancing equal educational opportunity in vocational educa-
10 tion for all students, including tt-~3e with special needs such
11 as the handicapped, the educationally disadvantaged, and
12 those with limited English proficiency; (4) overcothing sex
13 stereotyping and sex bias in vocational education; (5) ad-
14 dressing the national need of employers for a skilled and liter-
15~ ate work foice; (6) addressing the training needs of displaced
) 16 wox:kers'; and (7) coordinating with other programs of training
17 and employment to ensure the most efficient use of resources.
'18‘ . (b) It is the intent of ’Congress that States participating
19 in prografns authorized, by part B of this,Act be afforded
20 broad discretionary agthor’gty in planuang, developing, admin,

21 istering, coordinating and operating those programs.
Y

22 AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
23 Si¢. 102. (2) Tor the purpose of carrying out this Act

94 there are authorized 'to be appropriated $731,314,000 for

103
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development by: (1) addressing the needs of youth and adults,
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1 fiscal yeajr 1985 and such sums as may be necessary for fiscal

] " 2 years 1986 through 1989. | .
'3 (b) Funds appropriated by the first section of the Smith-
4 Hughes Act (that is, the Act‘approvéd February 23, 1917,
5 89 Stat. 929, as amended) shall b;,, considered as funds ap-
6 propriated pursuant to this section.
T ( & -SET-ASIDE FOR NATIONAL PROGRAMS
8 Sgc. 108. -From. the amount appropriated pu:'su‘?,nt to
9 section 102 for any t:isc,al yegr the Secretary may set-aside R
10 up to 5 per centum. of that amount for national programs
Uli, ur'xder section 130. ‘
12 STATE ALLOTMENTS
13 $EC. 104. (a) Subject to section 103, the Secretary shall
14 allot the funds appropriated under section 10;‘2 to each State ™’
15 for each fiscal year in the following amounts— ’
) 16 (1) 40 per centum according to the ratio which
® 17 . the produc} of the étate’s allotr;lent ratio and the sum
¢ 18 of the Staie’s population aged fifteen through ;_xineteen
. 19 - and the number of pnemi)loyed persons in ~the State ’
20 aged fifteen through nineteen bears to the sum of the
, 21 co%respondir(g products for all the States; ’
| 22 (2) 40 per centum acgordiné to the ratio whigh K
23 the pr(;d'uct of the State’s allotment ratio and the sum
24 of the State’s populs;t.on aged twenty through forty- '
25 four and the numjber of unemployed persons in the o

1104
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1 State a.ged twenty thxough forty-four bears to the suia
2 of tho corzesponding products for all the St&tes, and
3 3) 20 per centum -according to the ratio which
A * the product of the State’s allotment ratio and the sum -
of the State’s population aged forty«ﬁve throug?x Bixty- ¢

State aged forty-five through{‘ sixty-four bears to the

4

5

&  four and the number of unemployed persons in the
1

8 sum of the corresponding products for all the States.
9 ' (b)(1) The allotwient ratio of a State, other ,t_]lan an insu-
10 lar area, for any fiscal year is one minus one half of the -
11 quotient obtained by dmdmg the p,er‘capiti income for the
12 State by the per capita income for ‘éD the States (excluding
13 the insular areas). “ “ -

14 (2) The allotn;ent ratio "of an insular area is 0.6.

'15 (3) The Becretary shall compute allotment ;atios on the
16 "basis of the average of the appropriate p"ér capitq incomes for

\
17 the thee most recent fiscal years for which data, satisfactory

.18 to the Secretary, exist.

19 (¢’1) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the Secre*ary

20 shall allot to each State—

21 : (A) for fiscal year 1985 no less than 90 per
’ 22 centum of the amount it received under the Vocatlom;.l

23 Education Act of 1963 (other timn gection 105 of that
24 Act) for fiscal year 1984; ‘

3

| . 105 |
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(B) for fiscal year 1986, no less\ than 85 per

1

2 bcehtlkm of the amount it received under the Vocational

3 Educa.'tinn Act of 1963 (other than sectiond05 of that
“ 4 Act) for fiscal year 1984‘ o |

5 (O for fiscal year 1987, no less than 80 per ‘

6 | centum of the amdunt 1t. received under the Vocational

S Education Act of 1963 (other than section“105‘ of -that ’

"8 Act) for fiscal year 1984 and
Qé (D) for fiscal years 1988 and 1989 no less than
10 $100,000. M ’

11 (2) Amounts requu'ed to oomply with pa.ragraph (1) shall |
12 be derived by proportlonately rediicing the allotments of all
13 - other States, subject to adjustments needed to avoid reducing '
14 any State be!ow the minimum amount. ) -

15 * .(3) If insufficient funds are appro?priate('l to comply with

16 .pé,ra.graph (1), the allotment of each S_t,a;te sha,ll be‘reduced"
17 proi)ortionately. . .

a

(d)(1) The Sec}etary ma.;lr. r%allot all or a portion of a
‘State’s allotment for any fiscal year if the State does not
submit a Proposed Use Report under gection 105, or in‘di:
cates to fﬁe Secre}ary that it does not need the full amount of
its allotment for that fiscal . year The Secretary ma.y fix one
or more dates durmg a fiscal year upon Whlch to make

reallotments.
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1 . (2) The Secretary-may reallot funds on a eompetitive

2 - basis to one or- more States that demonstrate & current need
; 0 o \
3 for additional funds under tlLis Act. Any funds reallotted to

4" another State shall by deemed to be part of its allotment for

5 the fiscal year in which the funds are reallpttt;d. .
6. (e) For the purpose of determining all(;tmgrits under this
T section— _

8’ (1) 'population shall be basé(i on the latesﬁ:daﬁﬁ
9 tiat are satisfactory to the Secretary; . 'f‘ X
10 ‘ (2) unemployed populﬁtion shilll~ be based on the
1 average of the appropriate:unemployment da'ta for the“
12 three. mcst recent: fiscal- years for which daga, éatisfac-‘

13 tory to the Secretary, exists; ’ ,

14 (3) the térm ‘‘per capita income’ means, for any
15 , fiscal year, ;he,total berso'nal income in the calendar
16 ' year ending in such ‘yeﬁr, divided by the population of
17 the area c(—mcemed in that year; and ’ '
18 " (4) the term “‘insular ares”’ means the Common-
“19 ’ weglth of Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the
20ﬂ Virgin Islands, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the
21 Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. v
22 ,,l PROPOS;}D USE REPORT L

23 SEC. 105. () Any State desiring to participate in the

24 program authorized by part B of this Act during any fiscal

25 year shall submit to the Secretary an annual Proposed Use

107
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- Report which describes the vocational education goals the
State seekl to achieve, the oha.’ra.cteristios of the individuals
to be served, how the Federal funds will be used to achieve
‘the purposes of this Act, how the funds will be distributed
-within the State (including any allooation formulas to be '

ueed) and the results the State anticipates. The Proposed
Use Report must desxgnate the single State- agency or instru-
mentahty that is responsible for the administration or super-

vision of the administration of the State’s program under part

B, including its complis.nce with ell the requirements of this
Act. ' : . ’

(b) In addition to the information required by subsection

(a), the Proposed Use Report r'nus‘t°
N (1) descnbe how the State will— .

(A) prov1de access for all vocational educa-
tion students to u_xstructxon in the basio skills that
are needed for employment;

(B) use funds awarded under part B to en-
hance equal educational opportunity in vocational
education for all students, ineiuding those with
special needs such as the gducationally disadvan-
taged,.l the handicapped, and those with limited

: , _

R.glish prof‘wiency;
..
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8
(0) use funds av;lilable under part B to ovhr-)

_come sex stereotyping and sex bias in vooational

“education programs; and

(D) involve the State job training coordinat-

ing council and private industry councils estab-

liched under the Job Training Partnership Act, as

well as other representativés from buéh}ess, indus-
try, ﬁx}ance, labor, and agriculture in plt;nging and
carrying out vocational education programs “fq‘nded
under part B so that those programs reflect the
skilled labor needs of employers and current tech-
nology. a

(2) contain assurances that the State will—

(A) provide for such methods of administra-
tion as are necessary for the proper and efficient
a.dministl;atipn of programs under this Act;

(B) provide for such fiscal control and fund
accounting procedures as are l;lecessa.ry to ensure
proper disbursement and use of Federal funds paid
to the State; “

(C) comply with requesis of the Secretary for
reports that are necessary to carry out his func-
tions under this Act;

(D) provide;for the participation of students

who are enrolled in private schools in programs,

109:
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9
1 projects, services, and activities at the secondary
2 level that are supported by funds awarded under
3 part B, consistent with State law, and the number
4 of those students in the ares to be served who
5 share the need for vocational education which the |
o 6 program, projec;, service, or activity is designed
7 to address; ) .
8 ‘ (E) maintain conf'muing public administrative
9 ;lirection and control over funds used to provide
10 programs, projects, services, and activities to stu-
11 dents’in a private school; and
i2 ~ (F) distribute funds to eligible recipients on
18 the basis of a.m}ua.l applications, approved by the
14 State, which describe the activities to be support-
15 ed with Federal funds.
16 (c) Each Proposed Use Report must contain an assess-

17 ment of the vocational education programs supported with
18 Federal funds during the State’§ most recently completed
19 program year, including an assessment of the extent to which
20 the State met the goals established for that year.

21 (d) Prior to submitting it to the Secretary, the State

99 shall make the Proposed Use Report public in & nianner that

93 facilitates comment from interested agencies, groups, and in-

24 dividuals.

110 . ,
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AUDITS

SEc. 106. Each State shall obtain financial and compli-
ance audits of any funds which thé State receives under this "
Act Such audits shall be made public within the State on a,
tlmely basis. The audits shall be conducted at least every two
years by an organization or person independent of an agency
administering activities under the ‘Act. The audits shall be
conducted in accordance with the bomptroller General’s
Standard for Audit of Governmental Organizations, Pro-
grams, Activities, and Functions. |

SECEETARY'S REPORT

" SE0c. 107. The Secrgtagy shall submit to Congress each
fiscal year a report on the status of vocational education in
the Nation. The report must contgin concise analyses of the
informa;tion in Proposed Use Reports under section 105, as
well a8 other appropriate information gathered by the Secre-
tary. |

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL OﬂN VOCATIONAL

EDUCATION

Sec. 108. (a) There shall be a National Advisory Coun-
il on Vocational Education during the period for which funds
are appropriated under section 102. The President shall ap-
point members of the Council for terms of three years, except
that the President may select initial members of the Council

for terms of one or two years. ''he Council shall have as a

111
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10
11
12
13

14
15

16
17
18
19

20

21

22
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11

majority of its members persons who are not éducators or
administrators in tt ld of education. The Council shall
meet at the call of tue Chairman, whom the President se-
lects, but not less than three times & year. The Chairman of
the National Commission for Employment Policy Qhall be. a
member of the Couneil.

(b) The National Adyisory Council shall—

(1) advise .the “President, Congress, the Secretary,

and-the head of any other appropriate Fedefal (ie.part-

. ment or agency concerrﬁng the administration of voca-
tional education programs supported under this Act as
well as the implementation of other laws that afffect
vocational education, and employment and training
programs;

(2) make whatever reports or recommendations to
the President, Congress, the Secretary, and the head
of any other appropriate Federal department or agency
as are appropriate and rt;asonable, and include in any
sué:h report the comments of the National Commission -
for Employment Policy;

(3) fdentify, in conjunction with the National
Commission for Employment Policy, the vocational
education and training and employment needs of the
Nation and assess the degree to which existing voca-

tional education, training and employment, vocational

112
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12
rehabilitation, adult education, special education, and
?ther" programs represent & coordinated and effective
approach to meeting those needs;

(4) conduct whatever -hearings, studies, or other:

v  factfinding activitées are needed to enable the National

Advisory Council to dtm‘y out its functions; and
' (5) conduot independent evaluations of other pro-

gi‘a,ms conducted under"this Act, and publish the re-

sults. | ‘ |

(c) The Council may accept gifts if their acceptance will
better enable-a“it to carry out its functions under this section.

GENERAL EDUOATI(;N PROVISIONS

Sec. 109. Only the follo?ring sections of the General
Education Provisions Act shall apply to programs conducted
under this Act: sections 412 (a) and (b), 415, 416, 417, 420, °
422(a) (1) and (2), 426(a), 432, 433, 437, 438, 439, 440, .
451, 462, 454, 465 and 456. | |

ParT B—STATE PROGRAMS
USE OF FUNDS

Skc. 120. (a) The Se_creta;-y, in accordance with the .
amount alioted to each State under section 104, shall make
grants to the States for the purposes o.f establishing, expand-
ing, and inlpi-oving vocational education programs, projects,

services, and activities in accordance with subparts 1 and 2."

L1113
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(b) Each State shall use the amount granted under sub- .
_‘ gection (a) to carry out programs, projects, services, and ac-
tivities authorized by this part in the following manner—
(1) first, the State may set aside that portion of
the amount granted under subsection (a) required for v
_ the State’s administration of the .programs, projects,

services, and activities described in its Proposed Use

Report; and )
(2) from the remainder, the Statie'shall use—
~(A) no less than 80 per c;ntum to carry out L -
proérams_, projects, services, and a,ctivities'authori.\
. ized by subpart 1; and - ‘
(B) no less than 30 per ceﬁt-um to carry out ..
programs, projects, services, and activities author-
ized by subpart ..
(c)(1) A State shall use (A) no less than 10 per centum
of the funds under subsection (b)(2) to meet the special needs

of handicapped persons, and (B) no less than 20 per cgritum

of the funds under subsection (b)(2) to meet the special needs

of educationally disadvantaged persons.

(2) A.State may use funds under subsection (b)(2) to pay
up to 5F0mpcr centum of the cost of an eligible recipient’s“
administration of programs, projects, services, and activities

described in its approved annual application.

114 " o
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(d) A State may use funds granted under subsection (a) ‘

(S5 Y

to pay for the cost of any State or local advisory council - “
which assists the planning, implementation, or evaluatign ofa - .
program, prolect semce or activity under thls Act.

(e) A State may not use funds granted under subsectlon

(a) to poy the cost of stipends or construction.

ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS

SEC. 121. (a) A State may use the funds received under

0w o 3 S Tt s W W

section 120 directly, or to make grants to or enter into con-

[u—y
[

tracts with eligible recipients, for the purpose of carrying out

fuy
fuy

programs, projects, services, and activities authorized by this

-t
[S~]

part.

S

(b) A State may prescribe the manner in which grimts

.
— —
> o

and contracts are made to eligible iccipients and may pre-

[u—y
(534

scribe whatever terms,-consistent with Federal requirements, -

[u—y
(o]

are reasonable and necéssary for the proper and efficient ad-

-
St
-
Yok
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‘ministration of programs, projects, services, and activities au-

thorized by this part.

[u—y
ao

Subpart 1—Economic Development and Skilled Work

[
(=l

Force Training

[~
—

L1 ATEMENT OF PURPOSE Nt

4

22 Sec. 122. It is the purpose of this subpart to assist

23 States to provide -vpcational education programs, projects,

94 services, and activities that foster State and local economic

95 development by training persons, including displaced work-

S 115
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N 15 “
1 ers, in the occupational skills needed by business a.nd indus- -
g +-y. Skilled work force trammg conducted under this subpart '
must correspond to current St&te or local economic needs or 4
plans that .are specifically described in the Propoeed Use
Report. P | ‘ |

Sgo. 123. (a) In order to achieve the purposes of this~

subpart, & Staie shall, in accordance with section

-/

3

4

5 .

6 : AU’I.‘HOEIZED AO’I‘IVI’I‘IES
1

' 8

9

'120(b)(2)(A), use funds for one or more of the following—
10 (1) retra.mmg persons whose Jobs have been los§
11 or jeopardized by technological or economic change for
12 occupations in which there is & current or projected

13 shorta.ge of workers;

14 €2) training tor skilled occupations needed to revi-
15 | f talize businesses and industries that are eshsentia,l to
16 State or local economic well-being;

117 (3) tmmng for skilled occupations ‘which are
18 needed to a.ttract or otherwise promote the entry of
19 new businesses and industries into & State or com-
20 _ munity;

21 4) (:onduct'mg applied research and developing in-
22 formation for \ssemination to the public on occupation-

23 sl skills in emerging or rapidly ohangmg trades, crafts,

24 businesses, and industries, including ‘aetivities carried

1d6 | o
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20
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\ 6
out in cqoperation with, the ngpional or State Ocoupa-
tional Information Coordinating Committee;

(5) developing new curricula or innovative pilot

_ programs for emerging or rapidly changing trades,

crafgs, busin;ssses, and induvtries; |

(6) p;oviding ‘vocational education “for persons who
are out of school, unemployed, and who li\:e in an.gco-
r_mmica.lly depressed area; ’

(N training or retraining voocational education in-
structors (through exchange programs between busi-
ness or industry and the school, wl{wre feasible); -

8) imprdving the quality of vocational edtl;ca.tion
courses leading to the development of a skﬂlé;l work
force through the acquisition or. replacement of equip- |
ment; |

(9) providing training in entrqpreneurship and the
skills necessary for entrepref}eurship; and

(10) 'pr(.)viding any vocational education program,
project, service, or activity that promotes the purposes
of this subpart. | ,

(b) Each State and eligible recipient shall give careful

4 . ,
92 consideration to the needs of persons described in subsection:

23" (a)(1) by making its best efforts to recruit those persons for

24 participation in the programs, projects, services, and activi-

95 ties supported with funds under this subpart.

117
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Subpart 2—Strengthening State and Local Systems of

[y

Vocational Education
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE
SEC. 124. It is the purpose of this subpart to .stx"engthen'
State and local systems of vocational, education so t’hat all
persons, régardless of sex (including h;a,ndicapp»ed persors,

educationally disadvantaged persons, and ‘persons  with

limited English proficiency), can participate in vocational

© @ -1 o v &~ W

education programs that are de.vs‘igned to provide needed job

10 skills and foster economic development.

11 . : AUTHORIZE;) ACTIVITIES

12 .SEC. 125. In order to a,chievepl the purpose of this sub-

13 part a State shall, in accordance with section 120(b)(2)(B),

14 use funds for one or more of the following— | . .
15 (1) strengthening State and local vocational edu- |

16 cation systems by promoting the active participation of

17" reprfse'ntatives from%business, induatfy, labor, finance,

18 Iand agriculture in vocational education through joint

19 training programs and shared facilities, and by coordi- 'ﬂ
20 nating these programs with programs under the Job

21 Training.’Pé.tztnership Act;

22 (2) providing necessary support gservices (except

23 stipends) for vocational education students,, including

24 students preparing to obtain employment in occupa- ’
25 tions traditionally associated with members of the op-

L]
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18

posite  sex, current or former homemakers seeking em- -

ployment, ;gnd ;single heads of households who lack

" adequate job skills;

(3) providing programs: projects,' services, and ac-

tivities designed to reduce sex stereotyping and sex

2

bias in vocational education, including the support of
& .

full-time personnel to assist the State in achieving sex
equity in all its vocationql' educagion programs; "

(4) providing co.operative -vocational education
programs involving. ggreements between sehools andp

employers;

(5) providing vocational education programs, proj-

ects, services, and activities designed to meet the spe-"

cial needs of person§ with limited English proficiency;

(6) providing work study programs which address

.the vocational education needs of economically disad~

. vantaged stydents;

(7) providing remedial instruction in basic skills

for vocational education students who need it to benefit
) 1

from vocational instruction; -

(8) providing new training “cougses for adults who

wish to improve current occupational skills or who
wish to develop skills for new careers; ‘
(9) strengthening -secondary and postsecondary
’

programs and projects to provide high qualiiy instruc-

3
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1 tion in new or developing trades, crafts, or occupations
2 that are technologically dem:mding; o
3 (10) 1mprovmg the quality of vocational education
4 in the most economlcal manner possxble through the
5 acquisition or(replacement of equipment and necessary
6 minor remodeling of vocations;l edt;qjation facilities;
7 (11) pf_oviding programs for the occupation of
8 homemaker (consumer and homemaking education);
9 ' (12) providing industrial -arts and pre-vocational
10 guidance pl.'ograms;' o
o1 , (1:?) sproviding support to vocati(;nal student orga- )
12 nizations that are an integral part of a vocational ‘edu;
13 cation program; | o
14 (14) provulmg career guldaﬁce, counselmg, place- Py
15 ment, and follow- up semces, including use of the Em- -, |
16 ployment Service, as appropriate;
17 | _ (15) providinog vocational “education progrums, "
18’ projects, services, and activities for incarcerated per- )
19 sons nearing their release; and
20 (16) providing any vocational education program,
21 pro;ect semce, or activity that meets the purposes of T T
9o thls subpart -
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ParT C—NATIONAL PROGRAMS

USE OF FUNDS
SEO 130. The Secretary shall use funds set aside under
sectron 103 to support one or more of the programs, prolects,
services, or activities authonzed by sections 131, 132, 133,
and 134. In any fiscal‘year the Secretary may use these
fun(}s for particplar types of programs, projects, services, or

activities authorized by these sections. .

" RESEARCH

SEc. 131. (a) The Secretary may support directly, o,r'
through g;ants, contracts, or cooperative agreements to’

public or private institutior , agencies, or organizations, one.

or more of the following—

(1) research and develop.ment‘activities on prob- -

.« lems of national significance in vocational education,;
s (2) studies addressing national problems, sueh as

defense” preparedness, that are caused by shortages uf

4
)

skilled workers;

“ ' 'y R
(3) the collection and dissemination of information

’

on research and program improvement activities in vo-

' eatiorral education; - - ' IR
(4) the collectlon of information to facilitate na-
" tional planning and polrcy development in vocational

\, .

" education; and

121
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1 (5) the development of State and local leadership -

resources in vocatlonal education. ~
(b) The Secret: ; may support ‘a Natlonal Cente\for

Research in Vocational Educatlon to condugt one or more of

PROGRAMS EOR INDIAN TRIBES AND INDIAN - -

'...,*,
"

ORQANIZATIONS.

2
3
4
5 the activities authorized under subsection"(a’). . ' .
6
T
8 Sec. 132. (a) The Secretary may, upon the request of
9 an); Indian tribe that is eligible to contract';ariﬁl the Secretary '

10- of the Intenor for the administration of programs under the

11 Indjan Self-Determination Act or under the Act of Apnl 16
°12- 1934, make one or more grants, contracts, or cooperative

13 agreements with a tribal .organizétiop of that Indian tribe to

14 plan, conduct, and administer ‘vocational education programs,

15 projects, services, and activities that are authorized by part B
16 of this Act and are consistent&with tribal econo'mi(; &evelpp-

17 ment plans.

18 (b) The Se;creta,ry shall review applications and award

19 funds under subsection (a) on a competitive basis.

20 OCGUPATIONAL INFORMATION DATA SYSTEM
21 SE¢. 133. The Secretary may extend financial and tech-
99 nical assistance to support,the National Occupational Infor-

23 mation Coordinating. Committee established under sectior

24 464 of the Job Tfﬁining Partnership Act.

hée]
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PROGEAM IMPROVEMENT FOR MEETING NATIONAL

SKILLED WORK FORCE NEEDS

Sgc. 134. The Secretary may ‘support directly, or

through grants, contracts, or cooperative agreéments to
public or private institutions, agencies, or organizations, one

or more of the following—

(1) the development, demonstration, evaluation,
validation, and dissemination of exemplary job training
p:'ograms and projects fo.r -personé whose jobs have
besn lost or jeopardized by technological or economic
change; '

(2) the development and demonstration of. pro-
grams and projects pdesigned to reduce sex stereotyping
and sex bias in voct;,tional education;

(3) the development, demonstration, evaluation,
and dissemigation of skilled work force training pro-
grams and projects (including the ourticula for such
programs or projects) for rapidly changing occupations
or occupations necessary for economic devq}opment;

" (4) the development and demoxlstratiPn of collabo-

rative vocational education programs and projects that

" combine the resources of business, industry, labor, edu-

cation, finance, agricultu.s, and public and private

training and employment programs;

123




120

i ‘ : 23
1 (6) the development of“vocationa:i education pro- .
2 grams and projects that incorporate the p;'inciplés of .
3 ent ~wreneurship; | - .
4 ) (6) the development, demonstration, and evalua-
5 tion of programs and projeéts designed to train or re-
6 train vocational ‘education instructors through ex-
( changes between business or industry and the schools;
8 ” (7) the development, demonstration, and evalua-
.9 tion of programs or proiect;; designed to expand the use
., 10 of volunteers in providing vocational education; ;
11 (8) the improvement of rural vocational education
12 and rural family educa.tipn;
13 (9) special training \il)rograms and i)rojects, devel-
14 oped independently or in combination with other public
- 15 or private training programs, designed to address criti-

16  cal shortages of skilled workers which the Nation re-

17 quires; ' ‘
18 (10) joint planning and coordination of programs:

19 and activities supported under this Act (or othér laws

20 | that affect vocational education and training and em- )

21 ployment programs such as the Job Training Partner-*

22 ship Act) with other Federal departments and agencies .
23 as well as .‘representatives of business and industry, “f |
24 labor unions, and education and training organizations;

25 and : - -

’
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(11) other prong.a;ms or projects, including techni-

cal agsistance and training, that are consistent with the

purposes of this Act, and designed to suppert the ef- .

forts of States to improve the overalTI quality of tiie“vo-

cational education they provide. '
ParT D—DEFINITIONS

SEC. 140. As used in this Act:

51)“ The term ‘‘acquisition” means taking owner-
ship of propgrt);; receiving property as a gift, entering
into aqlease&)urchase arrangement, or leasing the prop-
erty. The term includes procé,ssix‘}g, delivery, and in-
stallation of property. . : B

.(2) The term_“‘administration” means those activi-
ties of & State or eligible recipient that are reasonable
and necessary for the proper and efficient performance
of its duties under this Act, including State supervi-
sion, and the development of the Proposed Use Report.

(3) The term ‘‘construction” includes the con-

struction of new buildings, the acquisition, expansion,

and alteration of existing buildings, and' includes site -

grading, improvement, and architect fees. The term
does not include minor remodeling needed to accommo-
date equipment used for instructional purposes.

(4) The term “edﬁcationally disadvantaged”

means, when used with respect to an individual, a
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person who has one or“ more academic deficiencies
(such_ as inadequate writing, reading, or mathematical
skills) and who therefore requires special services and
assistance in order to succeed in vocational education
programs. |

| (5) The term “eligible recipient” means a public
or private agency, organization, or institution capable
of administering a vocational education progran.. The
term may include public corporations and community-
based organizdtions.

(6) The term “hz;ndicapped" means, when used
with respect to an’individual, & person who is mentally
'retarded; hard of hearing, deaf, speech impaired, visu-
ally handicapped, seriously emotionally disturbed, or-
thopedically impaired, or other héalth impaired person,

or & person with specific learning disabilities, who by

‘reason thereof requires special education and related

servicés, and who, because of that person’s handicap-

ping condition, cannot succeed in the regular vocation-

al education progrs;m wiihout special education assist-
ance or who requires a modified vocational education .
ﬁrogram.

(7) The term “limited English proficiency,” with
reference to an individual,'means & person—

(A)(i) who was not born in the United States;
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- {ii) whose native language is. other than
Enpglish; or |
(iil) who comes from an environment
where a language other than Englisn is

‘dominant; and ' ' | '

(B) who gherefore has substantial difficulty
understanding, sp'ea.k‘ing, reading, or writing Eng-
%ish.

(8) The term “Secretary” means the Secretary of
Educati(ln. ‘

9) The tgrm}‘Stat'ﬂ" includes, in addition to the
several States, the District of Columbia, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Isl&nds,. Guam,
American Samoa, the Northern Mhriahu Islands, and
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

(10) The term ‘‘vocational education’’ means an
organized instructional program that is directly related
to the preparation of persons for employment, paid or
unpaid, in an occupation’ that does not require & bacca-
laureate or advanced degree.

PArtT E-——Cowuum&e AMENDMENTS; REPEALS;
ErrrcTIVE DATE

Sec. 150. (@) The Job Training Partnership Act is

24 amended—

26

(1) in section 4—

r. (e b 127
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(A) by a:mending p&roagraph (14) to read as

follows:
“(14) The term ‘local educational agénoy’ means
a board of education or ot..her legally constituted local
school authority having administrative control- and di-
rection of public elq;nentp,ry or secondary schools in a
city, county, township, school district, or political sub-

division in a State, or any other public educational in-

_stitution or agency- having administrative control and

direction of a vocaticnal education program.”;

(B) by amending paragraph (23) to read as
follows: |
“(23) The term ‘State educational agency’ means

the Sta‘te board of education or other a,genéy or officer
primarily responsible for the State supervision of public
elementary or secondary s'chools, or, if there is no such
officer or egenoy, an officer or agency designated by
the Governor or by State law.”; and

(O) by striking out in paragraph (28) “section
195(1) of the Vocational E&ﬁcation-Act--of 1963.”
and inserting in lieu thereof “section 140{a)(10) of
the Vocational Education Consolidauon Act of
1984.”, | ' ¢
(2) Part B of title I of such Act is amended—
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[

vy

[

<

L




' 28
1 (A) in section 122(a) by,bstriking' out para-
2 graph (8);
2 - 8 (B) in section 12§(b)(7)—
a 4 (i) by striking out subpara.gra:ph (B); and
.‘ 5 (i) by redesignating 'subparagrﬁph (A)
6 as paragraph. (7); ,
7 (C) in section 122(b)8) by inserting “‘(includ-
8 ‘ing an annual review and comment on the Pro-
. 9 ‘posed Use Report under section 105 of the Voca-
10 - tional Education Consolidation Act)” after “agen-
11 | 'cies" in the first clause; and _
12 (D) in section 125(b)1) by striking out “the
13 Vooational Education Act of 1963,” and inserting
14 " in lieu thereof “the Vocational Education Consoli-
15 dation Act of 1984,”. | _
16 (8) Part A of title IV of such Act is amended in
17 section 427(aX1) by striking out “section 104(aX1) of
18 the Vocational Education Act of 1963” and inserting
19 in lieu thereof “‘svction 105(a) of the Vocational Edu-
20 cation Consolidation Act of 1984, '
21 (4) Part E of title IV of such Act is amended—
/ 22 (A) innsection 461(c) by striking out"*‘the Vo-
23 cational Education Act of 1968,” and inserting i{n
! 24 lieu thereof “the Vocational Education Consolida-
26 ' tion Act of f984,";. b ¢
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(B) in section 463(a) by striking out “‘under
section 161(b) of the Vocational Education Act of
1963,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘_‘umfer sec-
tion 464 of thi; Act,”; and
(C) in section 464—
(i) by amending spﬁséction (a) to read as
foll(,)ws:

“a)(1) There i established a National Occupational In--
formation Coordinating Committee (hereinafter referred to in
this section as “'I’;hel' Committee’’) which shall serve as the
successor':;.o the entity previously establishéd under section
161(b) of the Vocational Education Act of 1963, Membership
of the Committee shall include the Assistant Secretary of
Education for Vocs;ti‘pnal and Adult Education, the Adminis-
trator of the National Center for Educatiop Statistﬁ:s, the
Com_missioner of Labor Statistics, the Assistant Secretary of
Labor fbr Employment and Training, the Assistant Secretary.
of Commerée for quno_mié Deyelopment, and the Aésista.nt
Secretary of Defense for Mﬁnpower, Reserve Affairs, and Lo-
gistics. | |

“(2) Of the amounts available for this part ‘~r each fiscal
year, not more than $5,000,000 is authorized to be reserved
for the 'Committeeu. Not less than 75 per centum of the funds
transferred by the Secretary to the Committee shall be used
to support State Occupational Information Coordinating
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1 Committees and other organizational units designated under
2 gection 125 of the joint Training Partnership Act for carrying
8 out State labor market information programs.”’;

(i) by striking, out in subsection (b) “In

. 4
5 / addition to its responsibilities under the Vo-
6 " | . cational Education Act of 1963, the National
7 Occui)ational Information Coordinating Com-
8 mittee shall—" and inserting in lieu thereof
9 “In addition to any responsibilities that the -
10 Secretary of ‘Education may impose on the
11 Committee under the Vooatio;nal Education
12 Cogsolidation Act of 1984, the Committee
13 © shail-vf s and .
. 4 " _(ili) by striking out in subsection (c)
’ B “the National Occupational Information Co-
| 16 ordinating Committee under this Act, under
. 17 ) section 161 of the Vocational Education Act
18 " of 19683, and under section 12 of the Career-
19 " Education Act” and inserting in lieu thereof
20 “the Committeé under this Act, and under |
. " goction 133 of the ‘Vocational Education
4 22 -, Consolidation Act of 1984,”.
93 . () Part F of title IV of such Act is amended—
’ 24 (A) in section 472(a) by striking out “(esta.b-\
. 25 . lished under section 162 of the Vocational Iidaca-
‘

HR. 4793 IH
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tion Act of 1063).” and inserting in lieu thereof
“(established under section 108 of the Vocational
Education Consolidation Act of 1984).”’; and

(B) in section 473(7)(B) .by striking out “‘gec-
tion 162 of 'phe Vocational Education Act. of
1963;” and ingerting in lieu thereof ‘“‘section 108
of the Vocational Education Consolidation Act of
1984;”, ¢

Educational Act of 1965 is amended by striking out “gection

122(a)(4XC) and part J of the Vocational Education Act of
1063, and”.. o ’

-~ (o‘)_‘-.qection 306(b)11) ef the Adult Eﬂucation Act is
amepded by striking out “the Vocational Educatior. Act of

'1963” and ingerting in lieu thereof “‘the Vocational Educa-

tion COesolidation Act of 1984”. .
(d)(1) Section 113(d) and 114(b) of the Higher Educa-

tion Act of 1965 are each gmended by striking out “the Vo~‘

ce,tlonal Educanon Act” and inserting in lieu thereof “the
g

Vocatlonal Education Consolidation Act of 1984”.

I

1965 is amended by sirikig out “the Vocatlonal Education

Act of 1963” and inserting in lieu thereof “the Vacational

Education Consolidation Act of 1084”,

CHRATOIEH . g -

(b) Section 708(a)(8) of the Eaementa.ry and Secondary |

(2) Section 1022(&) of the nghera Eduoatlon Act of
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(e) The Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965
is amended—

(1) in section 211(s) by striking out in the second. -
sentence “‘the Jprovisi(';ns of the Vocational Education
Act of 1963 (77 Stat. 403)” and inserting in lieu
thereof ““the appropriate provisions of the Vocational
Edﬁca,tion Consolidation Act,of 1984""; and ‘

(2) in section 214(c) by striking out “Vocational
Education Act of 1963” and inserting in lieu thereof
“Vgcational Education Consolidation Act of 1984”. ll
(f) Section 101(a)(11) of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973

«is amended by striking out “the Vocational Education Act”

and inserting in lieu thereof “‘the Voocational Education Con-
solidation Act of 1984". |

Sec. 151. (a) The Vocational Education A;t of 1963 is
hereby repealed on the effective date of this Act.

(b) Funds appropriated for use during fiscal years 1984
or 1985 under the Vocational Education' Act of 1963 that
are not obligated by July 1, 1985 by a State or other recipi-
ent shall remain available for obligation in accordance with
the requirements 6f this ‘Act. ST

(c) In order to effect 8 smooth transition to the consoli-
dated program authorized in this Act, the Secretary may,
prifor to the effective date of this Act, promulgate regulations,

£33
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1 establish dates for the receipt of Proposed Use Reports under
2 section 105, and take other actions he deems necessary.

3 (&) This Act shall take effect Ju' 1, 1985,




