May 3, 2000

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GOODLING) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill, S. 2323.

The question was taken.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

O

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. 2323.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

O
IDEA FULL FUNDING ACT OF 2000

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, | move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4055) to authorize appropriations
for part B of the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act to achieve full
funding for part B of the act by 2010.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4055

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “IDEA Full
Funding Act of 2000"".

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) All children deserve a quality edu-
cation, including children with disabilities.

(2) The Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.) provides
that the Federal Government and State and
local governments are to share in the ex-
pense of educating children with disabilities
and commits the Federal Government to pro-
vide funds to assist with the excess expenses
of educating children with disabilities.

(3) While Congress committed to con-
tribute up to 40 percent of the average per
pupil expenditure of educating children with
disabilities, the Federal Government has
failed to meet this commitment to assist
States and localities.

(4) To date, the Federal Government has
never contributed more than 12.6 percent of
the national average per pupil expenditure to
assist with the excess expenses of educating
children with disabilities under the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act.

(5) Failing to meet the Federal Govern-
ment’s commitment to assist with the excess
expense of educating a child with a disability
contradicts the goal of ensuring that chil-
dren with disabilities receive a quality edu-
cation.

SEC. 3. PURPOSE.

It is the purpose of this Act to reach the
Federal Government’s goal under part B of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (20 U.S.C. 1411 et seq.) of providing 40
percent of the national average per pupil ex-
penditure to assist States and local edu-
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cational agencies with the excess costs of
educating children with disabilities.

SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR PART B OF THE INDIVIDUALS
WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION
ACT.

Notwithstanding section 611(j) of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (20
U.S.C. 1412(j)), for the purpose of carrying
out part B of such Act, other than section
619, there are authorized to be appropriated—

(1) $7,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2001;

(2) $9,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2002;

(3) $11,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2003;

(4) $13,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2004;

(5) $15,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2005;

(6) $17,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2006;

(7) $19,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2007;

(8) $21,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2008;

(9) $23,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2009;

(10) $25,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; and

(11) such sums as may be necessary for
each subsequent fiscal year.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GoOoDLING) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING).

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | have looked forward
to this day for 26 years, and | am glad
it has arrived and | hope it is just the
beginning.

For many years in the minority, |
pleaded and pleaded and pleaded to do
something about getting somewhere
near that 40 percent of excess costs. Fi-
nally, |1 got the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE) to join with me on
the Committee on the Budget and as
powerful as we two are, we did not
move the Committee on the Budget nor
did we move the appropriators. But we
are still fighting.

Today, of course, we have an oppor-
tunity to do something about it. As |
have said over and over again, if we
would meet that obligation, if we had
met it over the years of paying 40 per-
cent of the excess costs, today we are
talking probably about $2,500 per stu-
dent for each child.

I have said over and over again that
how much we could have done over
those years in maintaining school
buildings, improving school buildings,
reducing class size. And then people
will say that is not very much money.
Well, | have got news for my col-
leagues. New York City would get $170
million a year. Twenty times $170 mil-
lion sounds like a lot of money to me.
Los Angeles, $95 million every year.
Twenty times $95 million every year
sounds like a lot of money to me.

The problem is, we have not met our
obligations. If we had met our obliga-
tions, of course, we can see on the
chart the number of children with dis-
abilities, the national average per
pupil in the year 2000 was $6,300. So 40
percent of that gives about $2,500 per
child.

On the other chart, of course, | indi-
cate what Los Angeles, Chicago, New
York City, Dallas, Miami, Washington,
D.C., St. Louis, just to mention a few,
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would have gotten year after year after
year if they had gotten the 40 percent
that they expected us to put forth on
the excess costs.

| ought to caution, however, that un-
less we can control over-identification,
we can never get to the 40 percent.
There is not anybody that has enough
money to get to that 40 percent. So we
have to work at both ends.

The legislation was proper because
the legislation said every child, wheth-
er you have a disability or not, should
have an equal opportunity for a good
education. Our problem is that we did
not put our money where our mouth
was. That meant that local school dis-
tricts have had to raise all of this
money locally and take it away from
reducing classes and away from school
construction and maintenance, and
they have had to take it away from
better education for every other child
because they had to fund this 40 per-
cent.

I am very pleased to indicate, how-
ever, in the last 4 years we have con-
vinced the budget people and we have
convinced the appropriators, and they
have upped us $2 billion each year.
That gives us 115 percent increase in a
4-year period, and | am very thankful
for that. If we keep doing the same for
the next 10 years, we will be in very
good shape.

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | join the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Chairman GooOD-
LING) in supporting H.R. 4055. I want to
commend the gentleman for bringing
this legislation before the House today.

Several years ago, when we both
served on the Committee on the Budg-
et, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
had the wisdom and the courage to
vote for full funding of IDEA. He was
the only one on his side of the aisle in
that committee to vote “‘yes,” and |
certainly appreciate his courage. De-
spite opposition to this effort, he dog-
gedly pursued this goal.

Mr. Speaker, I admired him for his
perseverance then and continue to ad-
mire him for it now. The work of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GOODLING) has touched the lives of so
many children during his career, pro-
viding many of them with the means to
better themselves.

Today, | find myself as a better per-
son because of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania. His retirement at the
end of this Congress is a great loss to
this institution and to the children of
our country.

Having extolled the virtues of my
chairman, and he is my chairman and
my friend, | also want to discuss the
importance of this legislation. When
the gentleman from Pennsylvania in-
troduced H.R. 4055, | was pleased to
learn that his bill is similar to the text
of H.R. 3545, the bill introduced by the
gentleman from California (Mr. MAR-
TINEZ) and myself.
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