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Included in the Washington Update are the following items which should be of interest to most 

TechMIS subscribers. 

 

 

 White House policy staffer briefs NCTET on Bush Education Reform Proposal and 

hints at likely changes, including greater emphasis on increasing access for low-

income students to advanced placement online courses. 

 

 A policy paper prepared by the CEO Forum which recommends the inclusion of 21
st
 

Century “technology literacy skills” as part of the “academic” curriculum, in which 

case computer-based instruction is more likely to result in student gains than limited 

focus on math and reading, as is the proposed Bush policy proposal. 

 

 New Technology Education and Copyright Harmonization Act (TEACH) which 

addresses “fair use” in distance learning could be passed this year, but guidelines 

from the U.S. Copyright office will still be needed for final clarification. 
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 ACLU and ALA file suits to overturn Children’s Internet Protection Act which 

targets E-Rate funding. 

 

 The recently released HR 1 appears to be closer to the Bush blueprint for ESEA 

reauthorization than the Senate BEST bill, although the House will allow alternative 

tests to NAEP to be used to confirm student scores on state assessments.   

 

 The Bush testing proposal is likely to be modified significantly due to technical, 

political, and cost considerations which have surfaced in numerous quarters in recent 

debates. 

 

 The future of school construction and QZAB modernization and curriculum upgrade 

funding remains uncertain in Bush school reform proposal; over $630 million has yet 

to be allocated by some states with December 31
st
 deadline “to spend it or lose it.” 

 

 Federal program administrators’ recommendations on ESEA and Title I reflect 

common sense calling for removal of “advanced funding” and no use of NAEP to 

confirm state Title I assessments; new national Title 1 directors’ experience and in-

depth knowledge could have the single greatest influence on Bush’s overall 

assessment and accountability reforms. 

 

 Budget resolution by Senator Domenici would do away with “advanced funding” 

which should reduce uncertainty about funds allocation and purchasing cycles. 

 

 Change in Department of Defense policy on donated computers to schools could be 

severely limited in the near future which could provide increased sales opportunities 

for new computers. 

 

 E-Rate Update:  Many districts will have to decide whether to spend the estimated 

$1-$1.5 billion in E-Rate refunds on “internal connections” or for ineligible services, 

software, and hardware. 

 

 USED and NCES release early estimates on K-12 statistics for School Year 2000-

2001, including per pupil expenditures and student teacher ratios by state. 

 

In a late breaking story, the results of the most recent reading NAEP assessment for 2000 were 

released showing little improvement since 1992 and guess what?  Sixty percent of lowest scoring 

readers were enrolled in schools receiving Title I funds and two-thirds received free or reduced 

school meals, while 11% of the highest scoring readers attended Title I schools.  As Secretary Paige 

stated in a press release on April 9, “When 40% of our fourth graders and nearly 70% of inner city 

fourth graders are unable to read at even the basic level on the NAEP, our education system is broken 

and repair is needed urgently.”  This Administration will just not admit that there is little correlation 

between the NAEP and state assessments, which are mostly nationally norm-referenced tests, which 

are the “high stakes tests” to which instruction is aligned, not the NAEP.  This is still one more 

attempt by the Administration to persuade Congress to use the NAEP to confirm student scores on 



other assessments, which could result in less use of technology in Title I programs, as noted in 

numerous TechMIS reports. 

 

This mailing also includes state profile updates, primarily focusing upon changes in state 

assessments, funding, and implementation of new technology initiatives.  One clear message is that 

in many states where the state government surplus has virtually disappeared due to economic slow-

downs, pressures grow to reduce K-12 funding and in some states the major casualties are 

technology trust funds (e.g.,  in Florida, Alabama, Iowa, Ohio, Mississippi, North Carolina, and 

South Carolina) and will likely expand to other states in the immediate future.  

 

Also enclosed in this mailing is a Press Release describing the third national survey of technology 

use and expenditures in the growing special education market.  We are currently inviting TechMIS 

subscribers to sponsor the survey which will be conducted in May/June in order to provide “fine 

tuning” for sales strategies and take advantage of the big purchasing cycle beginning in 

October/November.  TechMIS subscribers who wish to sponsor will receive a 25% discount and a 

pre-final report release of preliminary findings as soon as they are available in June.  Please call 

Charles Blaschke directly if you have any interest in subscribing.  The due date for submission of 

questions is April 16. 


