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Testimony of Mark K. McQuil_lan, Commissioner of:Educarlon 

-ON 

:Qaised Bills 379, 5421, 5425. 5426, 380, 376, 377, and 5422 _ 

0006_~1 

Raised Bill-379.: AN ACT CONCERNING VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL SCHOOLS 

The Dqjartment opposes in part and supportS i.n part the provisions_ contained in Raised . 
B_ill 379, An Act Concemmg. Vocationa"I-T~hnical .SchOols. Wh_ile the Department understands 
and appreciates the General AssemJ:dy's concern for _the technical high school system, the 
Department feel~ tb,at ~any o.f the pro~Si9ns iri this. ~ill will not address the issUes a~ hand anq, 
in fact;_ could potentially cause.flirther bani The SJ~perintendent ofthe Technical High School 
·system will expand o~ olir position on this bill in her testimony ho'*ever there are two . 

. provisions in the'bill than:lifectly impact the State Board of Education which I would like to 
address. . . . . 

. First, section 1 of this bill. prohibits the State Board of Education from closing or 
suspending operations of any tec~cal high .schooi for more thllll, six months unless a formal 
vote is taken. The Depattinent finnly believes that I acted within my authority under· section 10-
95 of the oer.~l Statutes when I acted to suspend operations at J.M. Wright Technical Hjgh 
School last sumiiler. However, ·we understand the Genetal Assembly's desire for a procedural 
. clarification on this issue moving forward and we support this provision of the bill. . 

Section. 2 of tb,e bill requires that twQ members of the State Board of Education have 
industrial trade or technical school experience. The Department supports this concept given the 
important role that the Bo_ard plars in overseeing the t~hnical high ·school system. However, the 
Dq:jartment has _some concerns about the implementatjon of this provi~ion ·given that the Board 
currently bas twelve active members. We recommend that either.the_proposal be revised to 
expand the Boarq meJ;D.~ership ~y two a1embers or that tbe effective date be pushed back until 
July ~0 II, as five members. o~ our Board are up for reappo~~ent- in March of 2011. · 

Raised Blll5421: AN ACT CONCERNING EDUCATORS AND ADMINISTRATORS 

· The DePartment has concerns with Raised Bill 5421 which seeks to establish an alternate 
route to certification ·program for administrators and superintendents as well as to change current 
law to allow nonpublic school teaching experience to count towards teacher certification; . 

Section 2: Alternate Ro'ute to Certification for·Princigals and Superintendents 
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Section 2: .Credential Requirements for Individuals Providing Behavior Analvtic.Services 
. to Public School Children 

· Pursuant t9 Public Act 09-0 I of the June 19ib Special Session, .the Department worked 
with the Office of. the Attorney General to report on the provision of applied behavioral analytic 
.services to chil~n in the·state. The Dep~ent issued recommendations on December 3, 2009, 
.regarding certification or licensUi'e for individuals who may provide applied behavioral analysis 
services for ~hildren who require such ·services. for the most part, the language in this bill 
:reflects these reeolilinendations however we offer two proposed changes. · 

First, we recommend .~tren,gthening'the language concerning individuals who hold BCBA 
certification who wo.rk in ·Public schools to ensure that they have appropriate school based 
experiences ~d training by requiring that the hO:ider ofBCBA.certi~cation must also hold a 
mast~'s degree m a.'related education or human services field and have successfully completed· 
300. hours of. school-based behavior analytic services within the preschool, elementary or 
secondary ed~cati.onat .settihgs specific to the population to be served. · In additio~ we 
recomiilend that public schools not be required to contract external per59nnel to provide bel;lavior 
analytic services to children with .autism ·in lieu. of other are certified educators or licensed · 
Slipport services providers who are·currently providing behavior analytic services. 

Section 4. Financial Responslbillty of Students wit~ Dlsabillties· 

Section 4 of this bill seeks to require that the school district in which a child resided prior 
to moving .to another school district remain.financially responsible for the child·'s special 
ed,ucatlon program. for the duration of the schoolye!lf if the child moved to a new school district 
after October 1 of ~e school year. The Department has concetns with this proposal as drafted 
for th.e int~t of th~ proposal is uncertain and there are some important issu~ that need to be 

. addressed if ibis proposal wete to move forward. . . ··. . . 

For example, once the child moves to another school district, that district becomes 
responsible .for etisuring the chil~ receives a free appropriate public education as require~ under 
the Federal lndiyiduats·With Disabilities Education.Act, howeVer; the financial responsibility of 
the·~school distric.t would remain with the p~or school district of residence. I tis unclear from the 
bill as drafted however whether the former school dl~trict would be required to pay the current 
. school district for.the cost of the special ~ducation being provided. to the stu:qenr even 'if the new 
school district c~ges the cJ#Id's program and plac~en~. In addition, because responsibility 
for the child's progfam is· with the new town of~sid~ce, the new school district would be a 
necessary party-to any chail~g~ to the·child~s progi'am or piac~ent; however, if financial 
responSibility is ·assigned to another school district,' it is'unclear 'whether both districts have to be 
named in any .due process proceeding. · . . 

Raised Bi115426: AN ACT CONCERNING INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 
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. The Department opposes Raised Bill 5425, Art Act Concerning Individualized Education 
Prograrils. this b~ll seelc; to require that the State Board of Ed\lcatioil develop a streamlined 
process fot: the adn.Ujti~tration ofindivid~alized ~ducation_ptograms (IE:f), including, creating an 
IEP fonn $it clearly and adequately records all relevant infonnation necessary for students ·in 
need Of$PCcial educa~on services. 

The·pro~e~s in. which an IEP i.s reVieWed, revised ~d developed is governed-by federal 
law under IDEA to whi<;h the ·Dep~ent'6f ~ucation is· bound .. Therefore, the Department has 

- little to no flexibility to am~d the proce~s fo~:· ~st~g-~ch IEP. In addition, th~ IEP form 
already.~cludes an exhatistive list-of requited elements as tdentitied.in JDEA. The State 
Departm~nt provides a modeJ IEP~fomrfor use in the p\lblic schools. The state ~p form has 
been reviewed and revi~ed· .with-.eacb successive congressional reauthorization of the In4ividuals 
with Disabilities Education Act to ensure all. or"the el~enbuequited by the IDEA as well as by 
~tate sta~te ~d;regulation ar~ included in the fonn and that the 'form is :user .friendly. The 
.Department cohvenes.stakeholder groups periodically to.addr~s requi.red change_s to the IEP as 
per revisions to-IDEA an.d .air~dy has a· stakeholder group scheduled· for. this .SUIIliJler to convene 
to examine any furthC;r" fequ~ed ,changes as well as to examine revisions that would be helpful for 
its implementation. · 

· As such, the Depa$neilt must oppose this bill as unnece~ary and overly burdensome~ 

Raised Bill3SO: AN ACT CO~CERNING E~Y CHILDHOOD EDUCATION 
·~REDENTIALING ' . 

.. The~bep~ent opposes Raised Bill 380 which seeks to require the Dep~ent use 
iinexp"ended· school. readiness funds to provide prof~ssional development to school readiness staff 
for·the purpose of ~atisfying the new staff qualiticatlons·requirements, eff~ve· in 2015. 
CurrentlaW'·already_reqqrres ~e Dep~ent to-develop a continuing education program for the 
staff of school·readines~ programS, under section 1 0-16p(b ). In addition; the new staff 
.qualificati_on.S currently in statute. and effective m 2015 require school' readiness classrooms to be 
staffed with teachers. wll~ bold (1) a bachelor's degree :from an accredited higher education 

· in~titution in .early childhood ed\lcation, cbild .development, or a related commissioner-approved 
field; or "(7> ~·teaching certificate with a special edu~ation or early childhood endorsement. A 
professiolial develapin_ent program offered by the Department is not going to assist school 
rea:~es~ staff In achieving that goal. · · 

As ~uch; the Departm~t-.oppo~;~~ Raised ·sm 380 and reiterates it support for Raised Bill 
275, Art Act Goncemi.ng·StaffQUaiificatio_ns for School Readiness Programs for 2015. 

Raised Bill 3.76: AN ACT CONCERNING AUTHORIZATION OF STATE GRANT 
COMMITl\iiENJS FOR SCHOOL BUffiDiNG PROJECTS AND CONCERNING 
CHANGES TO THE STATUTES CONCERNING SCHOOL BUILDING PROJECTS .. 

Raised Bill376 containS the school construction priority list that the Department of 
Education su~mits annually to the General Assembly for approval. The Deparbnent of 
Education supportS ~s bill . 
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