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reSearch

A collection of research reviews on rehabilitation
topics from NARIC and other information
resources.

Education Policy and Persons with Disabilities

on the disability rights movement and key legis’|

lation related to persons with disabilities. In this
edition of reSearch, we explore the topic of education
policy and persons with disabilities. Legislation in edu!
cation, along with civil rights laws such as the American
with Disabilities Act, has dramatically improved the quall’]
ity of life and fostered the full inclusion of people with
disabilities, both in and out of school.

It is a widely accepted sociological viewpoint that
education and employment are very important factors
in socioeconomic status, and greater socioeconomic stal |
tus results in greater access to societal resources and
thus improves quality of life. Some would argue that
education is the key factor as one’s education directly
relates to one’s occupational opportunities; in turn in/J
creasing one’s socioeconomic status, overall quality of
life and health through greater access to resources. The
education policies implemented from such legislation as
the Individuals with Disabilities Act (formerly the Edul’]
cation for All Handicapped Children Act) created greater
educational opportunities for persons with disabilities,
thus improving their occupational opportunities, earning
potential, access to quality health care, sense of self-
determination, and overall quality of life.

The main search terms and education legislation re[|
viewed in this research brief include: Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, Rehabilitation Act of
1973, Education for All Handicapped Children Act,
Higher Education Act, Individuals with Disabilities Edul’|
cation Act, Americans with Disabilities Act, Section 504,
and No Child Left Behind Act. These laws improve the
quality of life of persons with disabilities by prohibiting
public and private discrimination in employment, ser! |
vices, accommodations, and various programs receiv! |
ing federal assistance, and provide financial assistance
to State and local education agencies to guarantee spe! |
cial education and related services to eligible persons.
A listing of approximately 59 additional descriptor terms
between the NARIC, ERIC, and PubMed databases
can found at the end of this document.

T he previous two editions of reSearch focused

The REHABDATA search resulted in 120 docul’!
ments ranging from 2006-1968. No search on educal’
tion would be complete without a review of documents
in Education Resources Information Center (ERIC) dal]
tabase. The ERIC search resulted in 40 documents rang ||
ing from 2007-1976. ERIC provides free access to more
than 1.2 million bibliographic records of journal articles
and other education-related materials and, if available,
includes links to full text. ERIC is sponsored by the U.S.
Department of Education, Institute of Education Scil’
ences. Finally, the PubMed database search resulted in
15 documents ranging from 2007-1965.

In addition to document searches, NARIC searched
its Program Database of the National Institute on Dis /]
ability and Rehabilitation Research (NIDRR) projects
to locate grantees/projects related to the topic of educal’l
tion policy and persons with disabilities. NIDRR-funded
projects and their publications are offered as additional
resources for our patrons.

Education Policy and Legislation Timeline

1965-ESEA & HEA 1992-ADA
1973-RA/Section 504 1997-IDEA
1975-EAHCA 2004-NCLB
| | | | | | |
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
Abbreviations

Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA)
Higher Education Act (HEA)
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (RA) — Includes Section 504
Education for All Handicapped Children Act (EAHCA)
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA)
No Child Left Behind (NCLB)
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NIDRR Funded Projects related to
Education Policy
and Persons with Disabilities:

Rehabilitation Research and Training Center on
Policies Affecting Families of Children with Dis[]
abilities.

Project Number: H133B031133 - Active
www.beachcenter.org

Access to Justice: Has the Handicapped
Children’s Protection Act Increased Parental Ac[]
cess to Educational Opportunities for their Chil(]
dren with Disabilities?

Project Number: H133F5006 - No longer active
Phone: 510/843-4062

Text-to-Speech Software as a Means to Improve
the Unaided Reading Comprehension and Over[]
all Reading SKkills of High School Students Identil]
fied for Special Education or 504 Services.
Project Number: H133F050046 - No longer active
Phone: 808/956-9502

NIDRR Funded Projects related to Education Policy
and Persons with Disabilities continued...

Research and Demonstration of a Model for Sucl
cessfully Accommodating Adults with Disabilities
in Adult Education Programs.

Project Number: H133A50008 - No longer active
www.ku-crl.org/iei/index.html

Operation Determination: Using an Authentic As[]
sessment Approach to Determine Eligibility for
IDEA Part C Early Intervention Services.

Project Number: H133F050019 - No longer active
Phone: 541/346-0809

The Effects of Inclusive and Traditional Educal]
tional Programs for Students with Disabilities on
Postsecondary Outcomes.

Project Number: H133F020013 - No longer active
Phone: 812/855-6508

An Urban Response to IDEA °97: The Develop(]
ment and Examination of a Community Partner(]
ship Approach to Support Paraprofessionals in
Urban Schools.

Project Number: H133F000056 - No longer active
Phone: 215/590-7675

Assessing, Teaching, and Testing Young Children
with Disabilities.

Project Number: H133S020148 - No longer active
Phone: 661/396-8676

National Center for the Study of Postsecondary
Educational Supports: A Rehabilitation Research
and Training Center.

Project Number: H133B980043 - No longer active
www.rrtc. Hawaii.edu
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Documents from NARIC’s REHABDATA search
listed are listed below:

2006

Katsiyannas, Antonis, Shiner, James G., & Yell, Mitchell
L. (2006). The No Child Left Behind Act, adequate
yearly progress, and students with disabilities.
Teaching Exceptional Children, 38(4), 32-39.
NARIC Accession Number: J50571

ABSTRACT: Article focuses on adequate yearly
progress (AYP), the mechanism used to monitor stul]
dent progress and the attainment of proficiency goals
established by the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB).
The authors review the major purpose of NCLB, ex[]
plain the AYP mandate, discuss how AYP affects stul’
dents with disabilities, and offer recommendations to
teachers and administrators to help students with dis[]
abilities meet the AYP requirements.

Malmgren, Kimber W., Nagle, Katherine, & Yunker,
Carolyn. (2006). Students with disabilities and ac[]
countability reform: Challenges identified at the
state and local levels. Journal of Disability Policy
Studies, 17(1), 28-39.

NARIC Accession Number: J50767




ABSTRACT: Key personnel from four states and eight
school districts were interviewed regarding their per[’
ceptions of the impact of the annual yearly progress
requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act. Findings
from a qualitative analysis revealed the opportunities
and challenges for students with disabilities with regard
to participation and performance on statewide assess[’
ment. Strategies that the schools are implementing to
meet the challenge of including students with disabilil’]
ties in the educational reform movement are described,
along with participant perceptions related to the current
ability of schools to implement those strategies success[]
fully.

Palley, Elizabeth. (2006). Challenges of rights-based

law: Implementing the least restrictive environ!|
ment mandate. Journal of Disability Policy Stud[]
ies, 16(4), 229-235.

NARIC Accession Number: J50465

ABSTRACT: Article discusses how implementation of
the requirement to educate children with disabilities in

the least restrictive environment (LRE), as mandated

by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

(IDEA), may be limited by the American rights-based

legal system. Discussion focuses on the conflict between

the concept of LRE, which seems to be embedded in

social relations theory, and the legal system’s rights-

based approach to law. Author provides background

information on rights-based and social relations ap[’
proaches to policy implementation, reviews relevant case

law, examines the economic implications of the IDEA,

addresses institutional structural factors, and concludes

with policy recommendations.

Rosen, Russell S. (2006). An unintended consel
quence of IDEA: American Sign Language, the
deaf community, and deaf culture into mainstream
education. Disability Studies Quarterly, 26(2).
NARIC Accession Number: J50738

ABSTRACT: An analysis of historical and educational
documents shows that the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA) unintentionally created the pro(]
cess for the inclusion of the language, community, and
culture of students who are deaf or hard of hearing and
the use sign language into the American education sys![ |
tem. The placement of deaf or hard of hearing students
in general education classroom was intended to provide
an impetus for these students to acquire the hearing
and speaking communication skills needed for interac]
tion with hearing peers. However, as the IDEA intel’
grated signing deaf and hard of hearing students into
the American education system, American Sign Lan[]
guage and the American deaf community and culture
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have instead become mainstreamed into general edul’
cation classrooms.

Welner, Kevin. (2006). Legal rights: The
overrepresentation of culturally and linguistically
diverse students in special education.

Teaching Exceptional Children, 38(6), 60-62.
NARIC Accession Number: J50916

ABSTRACT: Article provides information on laws and
procedures designed to protect the rights of culturally
and linguistically diverse students in special education.
They include the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title
II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, Title VI of the
1964 Civil Rights Act, and the Equal Education Oppor[’
tunities Act. Examples illustrate how these legal proce[’
dures are used to address concerns about
overrepresentation.

2005

(2005). 26th annual report to Congress on the imple(
mentation of the Individuals with Disabilities Edul’
cation Act, 2004: Vol. 1 and Vol. 2.

NARIC Accession Number: 016578

ABSTRACT: This two-volume report examines the
progress made in implementing the requirements man(]
dated by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA). Volume 1 focuses on the children and students
being served under IDEA and provides profiles of indil’
vidual states’ special education environments and early
intervention settings. It also includes tables of states
rank-ordered by their reported data on exiting, drop[’
outs, educational environments, and early intervention
services and settings; these tables are used by the OfT]
fice of Special Education Programs (OSEP) as part of
its monitoring system. Volume 2 contains the state-re-
ported data tables. OSEP’s goal in separating the text
of the report from the extensive tables is to make the
report usable to all readers. The tables are also posted
on www.IDEAdata.org.

(2005). New IDEA becomes law. Exceptional Parl]
ent, 34(2), 55-57.

NARIC Accession Number: J48808

ABSTRACT: Article provides an overview of the pro[]
visions of the new Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Improvement Act (IDEA 2004), effective July 1,
2005. The new law includes key changes to the indil’
vidualized education program, dispute resolution proce(’
dures, discipline procedures, pilot projects, the definil’
tion of specific learning disability, and early intervention
services.
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Berkeley, Terry, Collins, Belva, Kossar, Kalie, Ludlow,

Barbara L., & Mitchem, Kate, eds. (2005).

Topical issue: NCLB impact on rural special edul
cation. Rural Special Education Quarterly, 24(1).

NARIC Accession Number: R08601

ABSTRACT: This journal issue focuses on the No Child

Left Behind Act and its impact on rural special educal’
tion. Articles address issues surrounding the mandates

for highly qualified special education teachers and the

achievement of annual yearly progress for students with

disabilities. Individual articles may be available for

document delivery (see accession numbers J49525

through J49530).

Caron, Elizabeth, Embler, Sandra, Hernandez, Glenda,

& McLaughlin, Margaret J. (2005). No Child Left

Behind and students with disabilities in rural and

small schools. Rural Special Education Quarterly,

24(1), 32-39.

NARIC Accession Number: J49527

ABSTRACT: Article presents results from a study that

investigated the issues related to the implementation of
the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLBA) in rural schools.

Implementing NCLBA with the subgroup of students

with disabilities is a major issue, especially for rural

schools, primarily due to their small size. Specifically,

concerns about the measurement of adequate yearly

progress (AYP) were examined. Results indicated that

validly measuring AYP in small rural schools is prob[’
lematic given the small number of students in the sub(]
group, volatility in year-to-year scores, and changes in

service delivery policies. Implications for accountabil[]
ity and policy are discussed.

Kossar, Kalie, Ludlow, Barbara, & Mitchem, Katherine.
(2005). No Child Left Behind: A national study of
its impact on special education in rural schools.
Rural Special Education Quarterly, 24(1), 3-8.
NARIC Accession Number: J49525

ABSTRACT: Various stakeholders in rural areas were
surveyed to examine the perceived impact of the No
Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act mandates on special
education in two key areas: highly qualified teachers
and adequate yearly progress. Results indicated that a
majority of the respondents believed that NCLB would
have a negative impact on rural schools and that rural
schools would have difficulty meeting the accountabil (]
ity and quality provisions of the act in the area of spe[’
cial education.

Moore-Brown, Barbara J., & Montgomery, Judy K.
(2005). Making a difference in the era of account’]
ability: Update on NCLB and IDEA 2004.

NARIC Accession Number: R08662

ABSTRACT: Handbook provides critical information
for speech-language pathologists on the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) and the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act of 2004 (IDEA). This valul
able resource includes explanations of the significant
legislative changes since the spring of 2001. The up(]
date outlines useful and important areas, including: terms
and definitions for NCLB and IDEA 2004; conflicts
between NCLB and IDEA 2004 requirements; account(’]
ability within service delivery; recent court cases, their
outcome and relevance; early intervention services; and
implications for speech-language pathologists. It includes
a description of state accountability systems that estab[]
lish targets to measure, report about, and identify school
district progress and performance in reaching academic
standards.

Zirkel, Perry A. (2005). A primer of special educal]
tion law. Teaching Exceptional Children, 38(1), 62[]
63.

NARIC Accession Number: J49907

ABSTRACT: Article presents the Top Five case conl’
cepts from the Supreme Court. Each of the Top Five is

a core concept under either: (1) the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) or (2) Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act and the Americans with Disabilil’
ties Act (ADA). The first four concepts illustrate and

interpret basic building blocks of the IDEA: free approl’]
priate public education, related services, tuition reim![]
bursement, and discipline. The fifth concepts relates to

the requirements of Section 504 and the ADA for stul’]
dents who are not eligible under the IDEA, with par[]
ticular attention to the special meaning of “disability”

and “reasonable accommodation” under these statutes.

2004

Downing, Joyce A. (2004). Related services for

students with disabilities: Introduction to the spel]
cial issue. [Intervention in School and Clinic, 39(4),

195-208.

NARIC Accession Number: J47918

ABSTRACT: Article examines the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act definitions of related services,

describe types of related services commonly provided

in schools, and reviews legal decisions concerning re[’
lated services and the research providing support for

best practices. Related services are additional services




that are necessary for children with disabilities to ben[]
efit form special education instruction. Author discusses

the processes for determining who needs to receive

related services, whom is qualified to provide related

services, and who pays for related services.

Eigenbrood, Rick. (2004). IDEA requirements for
children with disabilities in faith-based schools:
Implications for practice. Journal of Disability
Policy Studies, 15(1), 2-8.

NARIC Accession Number: J47689

ABSTRACT: Article discusses the provisions under the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) for
children with disabilities enrolled in private schools, with
an emphasis on students in faith-based schools. Public
School districts are required to: (1) locate, identify and
evaluate children with disabilities who are enrolled in
private schools; (2) spend a proportionate amount of
Federal funds on children with disabilities enrolled vol [
untarily by their parents in private schools; (3) to pro[
vide special education and related services to children
with disabilities as a group; and (4) determine in con[]
sultation with personnel of the faith-based schools, which
services will be provided and where they will be deliv[]
ered. Author offers specific suggestions for cooperal’
tion between public schools and private, faith-based
schools in order to maximize the IDEA benefits.

Frieden, Lex. (2004). Improving educational outl]
comes for students with disabilities.

NARIC Accession Number: 015942

ABSTRACT: Report examines how the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) and the No Child

Left Behind ACT (NCLB) are improving outcome for

students with disabilities and to what extend evidence-

base practices are being used to make policy decisions

affecting students with disabilities. Data were gathered

by conducting a literature review and interviews with a

panel of policymakers, researchers, and practitioners.

The literature review included major databases but re[’
sulted in few evidence-based research studies for stul]
dents with disabilities. The questions for the panel fo[’
cused on the impact of NCLB on students with disabilil]
ties, alignment of NCLB and IDEA, and the use of
evidence-based research in decision-making processes

at the school and district levels. Overall there is strong

support for helping students with disabilities improve

their academic performance. However, there are many

concerns about the availability and knowledge of efl’
fective strategies and interventions to manage the pro[]
cess to achieve that outcome.
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Murphy, Frank. (2004). IDEA re-authorization up(]
date. FExceptional Parent, 34(3), 61-62.

NARIC Accession Number: J47907

ABSTRACT: Article provides an update on the status

of the reauthorization of the Individuals with Disabilities

Education Act (IDEA) in the Senate. Key issues under

consideration relate to the IDEA reauthorization bill elimi [’
nating short-term objectives in individual education pro(’
grams (IEPs), creating the option for schools to offer a

three-year IEP for students in their final three years of
school, and changing the “stay put” provision. Eight

amendments are under consideration, including those

that deal with limiting reimbursement of attorney fees

when parents prevail in due process hearings, funding,

and giving waivers to some states to reduce paperwork

requirements.

Stodden, Robert A., & Whelley, Teresa. (2004).
Postsecondary education and persons with intell]
lectual disabilities: An introduction. FEducation
and Training in Developmental Disabilities, 39(1),
6-15.

NARIC Accession Number: J47312

ABSTRACT: Article discusses how the current models
of supports and services for students with intellectual
disabilities in postsecondary education have been afl’
fected by legislation such as the Americans with Dis[]
abilities Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act, and the Olmstead Act. Authors examine various
issues concerning the provision of supports and services,
policy implementation, financial concerns, and systemic
conditions that arise from those models and projects.
The need for further research is also discussed.
Turnbull, R., & Zuna, N. (2004). “Imagine all the
people, sharing . ..” or a (not so) modest proposal
made on the eve of IDEA reauthorization. Rel]
search and Practice for Persons with Severe Dis[]
abilities, 29(3), 210-213.

NARIC Accession Number: J48578

ABSTRACT: Authors present a brief commentary and
analysis of two problems related to the implementation
of'the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA):
(1) an increasing separation between general education
and special education, and (2) the unequal treatment of
students with disabilities. Discussion focuses on the edu(’]
cation, economic, cultural, and societal implications of
the IDEA.
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2003

(2003). Rehabilitating Section 504.

NARIC Accession Number: 014452

ABSTRACT: This report to the President on enforcel’
ment of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973

summarizes compliance activities of five key federal

agencies: the Department of Education, the Department

of Labor, the Department of Health and Human Ser[
vices, the Department of State, and the Department of
Justice. Strategies recommended for addressing the

shortcomings of compliance include: (1) conduct peri]
odic Section 504 evaluations, (2) improve data collecl’
tion and dissemination of data about enforcement efl’]
forts, (3) bolster Department of Justice resources and

guidance to federal agencies, and (4) apply successful

practices used by federal agencies.

Ackerhalt, Arthur H., & Wright, Elizabeth R. (2003).
Do you know your child’s special education rights?
Volta Voices, 10(3), 4-6.

NARIC Accession Number: J45528

ABSTRACT: Article discusses the provisions of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, legislation
enacted to ensure that children with disabilities receive
appropriate educational services. Authors outline difT]
ferences and similarities in the legal protections offered
to infants and toddlers (under age three), and to school-
aged children (3 to 21 years).

Browder, Diane M., & Cooper-Dufty, Karena. (2003).

Evidence-base practices for students with severe

disabilities and the requirement for accountabill
ity in “No Child Left Behind”. Journal of Special

Education, 37(3), 157-163.

NARIC Accession Number: J46519

ABSTRACT: Article describes what is “special” about

the education of students with severe disabilities rel[]
evant to the requirement of the No Child Left Behind

Act to assess students in reading, math, and science

and the expectation for yearly progress. The concept

of adequate yearly progress is addressed by reviewing

the types of instructional strategies that would most likely

yield progress. Authors discuss the extent to which

teachers use evidence-based strategies.

LaVenture, Susan. (2003). The Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA): Past and present.
Journal of Visual Impairment & Blindness, 97(9),
517-518.

NARIC Accession Number: J46554

ABSTRACT: Editorial discusses the impact of the In[]
dividuals with Disabilities Education Act on special edu™
cation, particularly for students with visual impairments.

Author presents a brief history of special education

policy in the United States over the past 25 years and

emphasized the need for more parent involvement in

their children’s education.

Murphy, Frank. (2003). Disability does not mean
inability: An interview with Dr. Robert H.
Pasternack. FExceptional Parent, 33(4), 46-52.
NARIC Accession Number: J45451

Abstract: The Assistant Secretary of Education for the
Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Service,
Dr. Robert Pasternack, answers question about the In[’
dividuals with Disabilities Education Act.

Murphy, Frank J. (2003). House passes IDEA re[]
authorization bill. Exceptional Parent, 33(6), 28[]
29.

NARIC Accession Number: J45557

ABSTRACT: Discusses issues related to the House of
Representative’s bill to reauthorize the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act. The bill is controversial be
cause it rewrites sections of the current law and del]
letes provisions affecting the rights of children with dis [’
abilities. The House bill: (1) phases out short-term ob[]
jectives of the individualized education plan (IEP), (2)

allows an IEP to cover three years instead on one, (3)

gives schools unilateral authority to discipline students

for violating a code of conduct without considering if
the student’s disability is a factor in the behavior, (4) no

longer requires schools to develop behavior plans for

students who need them, and (5) changes parent notifil’l
cation requirements and procedures.

Osborner, Allan G., Jr., & Russon, Charles J. (2003).
Special education and the law: A guide for practil]
tioners.

NARIC Accession Number: R08437

ABSTRACT: User-friendly guide covers federal and
state interpretations of special education regulations
such as the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act,
Americans with Disabilities Act, and Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act. Topics include: rights of access to a
free appropriate public education, procedural due prol]
cess, placement requirements, delivery of related ser(’
vice, discipline of students with disabilities, and rem[’]
edies for failure to adhere to the law. Chapters include
cases, definitions, guidelines, and examples designed to
help administrators make decisions regarding placement,
planning, and discipline that comply with the regulations.




2002

(2002). General information about disabilities: Dis[]
abilities that qualify infants, toddlers, children, and
youth for services under the IDEA.

NARIC Accession Number: 014422

ABSTRACT: Fact sheet provides general information
about early intervention and special education and rel]
lated services provided under the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act for infants, toddlers, and chil[]
dren with disabilities. Describes who is eligible for ser[]
vices and how the IDEA defines the 13 disability cat[]
egories. Includes other sources of information for par[’
ents.

Cain, Hal M., & Edmondson, Claudia A. (2002). The

spirit of the Individuals with Disabilities Educal
tion Act: Collaboration between special education

and vocational rehabilitation for the transition of
students with disabilities. Journal of Applied Rel]
habilitation Counseling, 33(4), 10-14.

NARIC Accession Number: J44867

ABSTRACT: Article examines the intent of the Indil’
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) regard[]
ing collaboration between special education and vocal’
tional rehabilitation in preparing students with disabilil’
ties for life after high school. The IDEA established a

method for providing a transition services through the

student’s individualized education plan (IEP). It is up to

the agencies that provide transition services, special

education and vocational rehabilitation, to interpret the

law and to coordinate their services in a way that will

be beneficial to students. The potential benefit of in[]
volving vocational rehabilitation counselors in the IEP

process is discussed.

2001

(2001). TASH: Public policy in action. 7ASH Con[]
nections, 27(2), 6-7.

NARIC Accession Number: J41705

ABSTRACT: Article discussing two proposed laws and
one court decision affecting people with disabilities: the
Mandatory IDEA Full Funding Act, which sets a five-
year timeline for providing full funding to Part B (assis[
tance to states) of the Individuals with Disabilities Edul’]
cation Act (IDEA); the Family Opportunity Act of 2001,
which is aimed at giving more children with disabilities
increased access to health care; and the 2001 U.S. SulJ
preme Court decision in Alabama v. Garrett et al., which
limited the right of individuals with disabilities to sue
states for discrimination under the Americans with Dis[]
abilities Act.
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Boundy, K., Buppapong, R., George, C., Heinsohn, D.;

Hollowell, E., Hollowell, M., Hughey, A.M., Jones, D.L.,

Langbehn, K., & Petty, R. (2001). Youth focus:

Implementing IDEA: A national conference.

Participant’s manual: January 4-6, 2001, Cleveland,

OH.

NARIC Accession Number: 014068

ABSTRACT: Participant’s manual for a training con[’
ference on implementation of the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA). The volume includes

topic briefs for parents on the basic legal framework of
IDEA, the right to learn in the general curriculum, the

right to related services, using health insurance (includ[’
ing Medicaid) to pay for services, the content of the

Individualized Education Program (IEP), placement

decisions under IDEA, giving notice and obtaining con[’
sent from parents, rights of students with limited En[]
glish proficiency, homeless children with disabilities and

the right to a free appropriate public education, peer

disability harassment, reviewing and correcting educal’
tional records, the right to due process in school discil’]
pline, and inclusion of students with disabilities in stan-

dards-based education reform. Other materials include

texts of selected provisions of the IDEA amendments

of 1997 and of federal regulations related to nondis[”
crimination in education and family educational rights

and privacy, and a directory of parent training and in[’
formation centers and community groups in the United

States.

Bradley, R., Katsiyannis, A., & Yell, M.L. (2001). Rel]
flections on the 25th anniversary of the Individu'’
als with Disabilities Education Act. Remedial and
Special Education, 22(6), 324-334.

NARIC Accession Number: J43522

ABSTRACT: Presents review of the first 25 years of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Article
describes the historical developments which led to the
passage of the legislation, discusses the major provil]
sions of the law, and concludes by offering thoughts
concerning the future direction of special education.

Mattson, Beverly. (2001). Related services.
NICHCY News Digest, ND16, 2nd edition, September
2001

NARIC Accession Number: 013173

ABSTRACT: Issue presents an overview of related
services for children with disabilities as provided under
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Topics
covered include: (1) the related services listed in the
Federal regulations; (2) how students become eligible
for related services; (3) additional related services not
listed specifically in the Federal regulations but that can




Page 8

assist a student in benefiting from special education;

(4) how they are typically delivered, coordinated, and

funded, and (5) eligibility for related services under Sec[]
tion 504 of the Rehabilitation Act. Includes a listing of
additional resources about various related services.

O’Leary, E., & Williams, J.M. (2001). What we’ve

learned and where we go from here. Career Del]
velopment for Exceptional Individuals, 24(1), 51-71.

NARIC Accession Number: J42076

ABSTRACT: Study examining the extent to which

states and other jurisdictions implemented the transil]
tion services requirements of the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA) of 1990 during the 19931
94 through 1996-97 monitoring cycles based on Office

of Special Education Programs monitoring reports, in

order to review the status of implementation prior to

the 1997 IDEA amendments that added requirements

for a statement of transition service needs. Recommen[’]
dations are offered for policy changes to ensure that

students receive the required transition services conl]
sistent with IDEA’s statutory and regulatory provisions.

Pankaskie, S., & Weiss, S. (2001). These are not

your same old related services: Need-to-know

changes in IDEA. Exceptional Parent, 31(9), 5001
52,54.

NARIC Accession Number: J43193

ABSTRACT: Article presents answers to questions that

parents may have about related services as they apply

to transitioning students with disabilities from school to

the community. Focuses on provisions under the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act.

Parlakian, R. (2001). A great idea: IDEA legislal]
tion, the IEP process, and your child.

NARIC Accession Number: R08186

ABSTRACT: Brochure with information for parents
on the Individualized Education Plan (IEP) process un(
der the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. The
brochure answers questions concerning eligibility and
evaluation, contents of an IEP, and participation in IEP
meetings. The information in this brochure applies to
parents of children with all sorts of disability.

Smith, Tom E.C., Ed. (2001). Legal issues in spel]
cial education. Remedial and Special Education,
22(6), 322-384.

NARIC Accession Number: R08324

ABSTRACT: Special issue focuses on legal issues rel]
garding special education. The articles discuss laws and
litigation affecting children with disabilities, their par[]

ents, and educators. Topics include the Disabilities Edul’
cation Act, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act; the
Americans with Disabilities Act; the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act and its mandates for positive
behavior supports, tuition reimbursement, and individu [
alized education plans; and an analysis of a Supreme
Court decision affecting the rights of individuals with
disabilities. These articles are included separately in
the NARIC collection under accession number
J43522 through J43527.

Smith, Tom E.C. (2001). Section 504, the ADA, and
public schools: What educators need to know.
Remedial and Special Education, 22(6).

NARIC Accession Number: J43523

ABSTRACT: Article describes Section 504 of the Re[]
habilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans with Dis]
abilities Act (ADA) of 1990 in relation to their impact
on public schools. Section 504 and the ADA use a difl]
ferent definition of disability than does the Individuals
with Disabilities Act (IDEA), providing the availability
of services for children who are not eligible under the
IDEA. As more parents request services under these
two acts, schools must become aware of their legal rel]
quirements. Discusses the definition of disability under
each act; the requirements of each, including nondis(’]
crimination and the provision of a free, appropriate pub(]
lic education; due process procedures; and disciplinary
issues.

2000

(2000). Back to school on civil rights: Advancing the
federal commitment to leave no child behind.
NARIC Accession Number: 013363

ABSTRACT: Volume examining U.S. Department of
Education monitoring and enforcement of compliance
with part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Act (IDEA) since the 1970’s, when it was first
enacted as the Education for All Handicapped Children
Act. Overall, the report finds that federal efforts to en(]
force the law over several Administrations have been
inconsistent and ineffective. The report includes recl]
ommendations to the President and Congress for build[’]
ing on the 1997 reauthorization of the IDEA in order to
more fully realize the intent of the law.

(2000). Disability statutes affecting public schools:
A comparison of requirements.

NARIC Accession Number: 014107

ABSTRACT: Table comparing the requirements of the
Americans with Disabilities Act Title II, Section 504 of




the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act affecting public schools. Data
include scope of coverage, definition of disability, rel]
sponsibility for oversight, administrative requirements,
employment-related requirements, facilities-related re[]
quirements, communication-related requirements, and
requirements regarding identification of children, paren(’
tal notice, free appropriate public education, education
plans, procedural safeguards, evaluation, placement
teams, educational setting, non-academic programs, pre[’]
school (age 3-5), adult education, reasonable modifical’
tion, and confidentiality.

(2000). A guide to disability rights laws.

NARIC Accession Number: 013992

ABSTRACT: Booklet providing an overview of U.S.
federal civil rights laws that ensure equal opportunity
for people with disabilities. Laws covered include the
Americans with Disabilities Act, the Telecommunical]
tions Act, the Fair Housing Act, the Air Carrier Access
Act, the Voting Accessibility for the Elderly and Handi(’
capped Act, the National Voter Registration Act, the
Civil Rights of Institutionalized Persons Act, the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act, the Rehabilital]
tion Act, and the Architectural Barriers Act. The book[]
let also lists other sources of disability rights informal’]
tion.

(2000). Questions and answers about IDEA.
NICHCY News Digest, N21, 2nd edition, 28.

NARIC Accession Number: 013442

ABSTRACT: Document providing answers to questions
asked by people who contact the National Information
Center on Children and Youth with Disabilities regard [’
ing the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA). Topics covered include: history of IDEA; its
purpose; eligibility; types of services; obtaining services;
the Individualized Education Program; and procedural
safeguards for settling disputes. An appendix includes
verbatim the IDEA definitions of “child with a disabil [

: ER]

1ty.

DiMattia, P., Osborne, A.G,, Jr., & Russo, C.J. (2000).
IDEA ’97: Providing special education services
to students voluntarily enrolled in private schools.
Journal of Special Education, 33(4), 224-231, 247.
NARIC Accession Number: J38474

ABSTRACT: Article analyzing the provisions of the In[’]
dividuals with Disabilities Education Act (1997) regard[]
ing students in private schools, including implementing
regulations and case law. Issues discussed include the
extent to which services must be provided, the manner
in which they must be provided, and the quality of ser[”
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vices that must be provided. The article concludes by

examining guidelines for implementing the new provil
sions, including suggestions for how to avoid violating

the Establishment Clause when one is providing ser
vices to students who attend sectarian schools.

Harr, J.J. (2000). The 1997 reauthorization of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Jourl!
nal of Disability Policy Studies, 11(2), 111-119.
NARIC Accession Number: J40434

ABSTRACT: Article discussing the role of the U.S.
Department of Education in policy-making during the
1997 reauthorization of the Individuals with Disabilil’
ties Education Act (IDEA). Topics include issues surl
rounding the reauthorization, public input, amendments
to the IDEA, and the Department of Education’s role
in the legislative process.

Healy, S.H. (2000). The general education cur[’
riculum: Gaining access for students with disabilil
ties. Journal for Vocational Special Needs Edul]
cation, 22(2), 37-43.

NARIC Accession Number: J41348

ABSTRACT: Article examining the implications of re[]
quirements in the 1997 reauthorization of Individuals

with Disabilities Education Act, P.L. 105-17 that

schools must have “high expectations for children with

disabilities and ensure their access in the general curl’
riculum to the maximum extent possible.” Practices

that foster such access and result in improved outcomes

are discussed.

Heumann, J. (2000). “Back to School on Civil

Rights: Advancing the Federal commitment to

Leave No Child Behind”: Point counterpoint.

Exceptional Parent, 30(4), 82-87.

NARIC Accession Number: J39069

ABSTRACT: Excerpts from the executive summary

of a report on federal enforcement of the Individuals

with Disabilities Education Act issued by the National

Council on Disability (NCD), with a response by Judith

Heumann, assistant secretary, U.S. Department of
Education Office of Special Education and Rehabilital]l
tive Services. Includes findings and recommendations

from "Back to School on Civil Rights: Advancing the

Federal commitment to Leave No Child Behind.".
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Tate, J.O. (2000). Court decisions and IDEA 1997

compliance issues that affect special education

programs in rural schools. Rural Special Educall
tion Quarterly, 19(1), 3-8.

NARIC Accession Number: J42593

ABSTRACT: Article reviewing court cases and issues

related to compliance with the Individuals with Disabilil]
ties Education Act from the viewpoint of rural public

school special education programs. Issues discussed

include funding compliance requirements, changes in

the identification and evaluation of eligible students with

disabilities, and the qualitative standards required for

providing special education and related services. The

article presents court decisions in which litigation has

produced guidelines for school administrators regard[’]
ing use of resources, accommodations, modifications,

and qualitative standards in rural special education pro[’
grams.

Thomas, S.B. (2000). College students and dis[]
ability law. Journal of Special Education, 33(4),
248-257.

NARIC Accession Number: J38477

ABSTRACT: Article on provisions of accessibility leg[]
islation applying to students in colleges and universil]
ties. The article briefly reviews Section 504 and the
Americans with Disabilities Act and identifies the cril]
teria used to determine whether a student is both “dis[]
abled” and “qualified.” Then issues related to admis[]
sion, accommodation, and dismissal are examined. Fil
nally, guidelines are presented that may be used by prol’
fessors and administrators in their efforts to provide
qualified students with disabilities with non-discrimina-
tory access to higher education.

1999

Gitlow, L. (1999). Individuals with disabilities and
professional education programmes: An analysis
of legislation, court rulings and policy. Disability
& Society, 14(2), 239-248.

NARIC Accession Number: J37139

ABSTRACT: Article discusses barriers to inclusion in
institutions of higher education and in particular in pro[’
fessional programs for people with disabilities, within
the context of protection provided by Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans with
Disabilities Act. One case in particular is examined,
the Ohio Civil Rights Commission vs. Case Western
Reserve University, in order to present legal actions
that are affecting the policies protecting people with

disabilities from exclusion from institutions of higher edu™
cation. A legal decision from the Ohio Supreme Court
is discussed affirming the right of Case Western
Reserve’s Medical School to reject a woman who is
blind for admission to their medical school. By analyz[’
ing this case using a policy analysis framework, the paper
discusses the present impact and future concerns rel
lated to federal legislation on people with disabilities and
their inclusion in institutions of higher education.

Henderson, K., McLaughlin, M.J., Nolet, V., & Rhim,

L.M. (1999). Integrating standards: Including all

students. Teaching Exceptional Children, 31(3),

66-71.

NARIC Accession Number: J36102

ABSTRACT: Article about provisions in the 1997

amendments to the Individuals with Disabilities Educa™
tion Act (IDEA) that align special education policies

with standards-based reforms. The article discusses

IDEA provisions in the areas of individualized educal’
tion programs, state performance goals, student assess||
ments, and funding. The article also presents conclul’]
sions from interviews with general and special educal]
tion teachers in five school districts about how the stan [’
dards being implemented as part of reforms in their

states or localities were affecting the curriculum and

instruction in their classrooms, and how students with

disabilities were participating in the new standards.

Leal, D., Shank, M., Turnbull, A., & Turnbull, R. (1999).

Exceptional lives. Special Education in Today's

Schools, 2nd edition.

NARIC Accession Number: R08267

ABSTRACT: Text book presents: (1) the reality of spel]
cial and general education, the placement of students

with disabilities into the general curriculum, and the

placement of students with disabilities into separate spel’]
cial education settings, (2) a wide range of perspec
tives about the benefits and problems associated with

general education placements for students with

exceptionalities, and (3) an emphasis on access to the

general curriculum because that is what the law re]
quires, what benefits all students, and what shapes

America’s future. Three introductory chapters lay the

foundation for the rest of the book through the presen’
tation of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act,

the process of nondiscriminatory evaluation, and core

guidelines for inclusion and collaboration. Following these

introductory chapters, 13 chapters describe different

categories of exceptionality and include a chapter on

students who are gifted and talented and a new chapter

on children with attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder.




Parry, J.W. (1999). Disability law and policy: A col”
lective vision.

NARIC Accession Number: R07945

ABSTRACT: Booklet on the history, present, and ful’
ture of disability rights law. Topics include: historical

overview from the 1960s to the 1990s; current issues

related to the Americans with Disabilities Act and crimilJ
nal justice; and challenges facing the disability rights

movement in the 21st century related to employment,

health, housing and community support, treatment and

rehabilitation, education, and criminal justice. This publ[]
lication is based on the proceedings of a June 1998 con[’
ference on disability law and policy.

1998

Gordon, M., & Keiser, S. (1998). Accommodations
in higher education under the Americans with Dis[
abilities Act (ADA): A no-nonsense guide for clinil
cians, educators, administrators, and lawyers.
NARIC Accession Number: R07823

ABSTRACT: Book about the disability documentation
that college/university administrators should get when
students ask for accommodations under the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA). The book discusses the
principles of the ADA’s requirements on accommodal’
tion of students with disabilities in higher education and
professional testing, with a focus on the need for curl’
rent, detailed, and professional documentation in order
to qualify an individual as disabled under the ADA.
Chapters contributed by medical clinicians discuss clinical
evaluation and disability determination for students with
specific conditions, including attention deficit hyperac(]
tivity disorder, language based learning disabilities, mood
and anxiety disorders, physical disabilities, and visual
impairment.

Hammond, M., & Menlove, M. (1998). Meeting the
demands of ADA, IDEA, and other disability leg!!
islation in the design, development, and delivery
of instruction. Journal of Technology and Teacher
Education, 6(1), 75-85.

NARIC Accession Number: J37051

ABSTRACT: Article discusses accommodations re[’
quired under the Americans with Disabilities Act, the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and other
legislation for the designing, developing and delivering
instruction. A variety of simple, inexpensive, and real’
sonable accommodations are presented that meet the
demands of federal legislation, increase product mar(]
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ketability, and increase instructional effectiveness. In[]
struction should be presented in accessible formats and
accommodations should be as unobtrusive as possible.
Accommodations described in detail include large print,
Braille, audio cassettes, auxiliary aids (augmentative
hearing devices, closed-circuit television, screen enlarge
ment systems, personal FM systems, etc.), alternative
formats (captioning, sign language interpreters etc.), and
computer based materials. Communication techniques
and presentation methods are discussed as are approl]
priate disability language terminology.

Katsiyannis, A., & Maag, J.W. (1998). Serving chil ]
dren with disabilities in private and parochial
schools: Issues and recommendations. Remedial
and Special Education, 19(5), 285-190.

NARIC Accession Number: J35826

ABSTRACT: Article examining the roles and responsi(’
bilities of public schools in providing services to chil[]
dren with disabilities placed in private and parochial
schools within the legal parameters of the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). Discusses the
requirements of IDEA regarding the availability of ser[]
vices, their nature and scope, and the location of ser[’
vice delivery.

Rapport, M.J.K., Thomas, S.B. (1998). Least re[’
strictive environment: Understanding the direc(!
tion of the courts. Journal of Special Education,

32(2), 66-78.

NARIC Accession Number: J35462

ABSTRACT: Article about judicial decisions related to

providing children with disabilities an appropriate pro[’
gram within a least restrictive environment (LRE). The

purposes of the article are (1) to identify and delineate

the LRE standards established within federal circuit

courts, and (2) to create an alternative, more compre[’]
hensive, standard that reflects the explicit mandates of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act of 1990.

Four standards used by the federal courts in their LRE

decisions (qualified deference, portability, inclusion, and

balancing), are distinguished and contrasted. A table

shows the standard used in each federal circuit court

decision. A variety of other issues are discussed. The

article concludes with a discussion of the direction of
the courts on LRE.
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Stahl, C. (1998). Booklet helps parents get a new

IDEA. Advance for Occupational Therapy Pracl]
titioners, 14(23), 8.

NARIC Accession Number: J35170

ABSTRACT: Article about a 22-page booklet, produced

by the Judge David L. Bazelon Center for Mental

Health Law, summarizing revisions to the Individuals

with Disabilities Education Act that were signed into

law in June 1997. The booklet is in a concise, easy to

read format, in both English and Spanish. It will be re[’]
vised after the Department of Education issues regulal’
tions for enforcing the new provisions (scheduled for

summer 1998).

1997

(1997). Frequently asked questions about Part B
of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act:
A good ILD.E.A. TASH Newsletter, 23(2), 15-22.
NARIC Accession Number: J33390

ABSTRACT: Article discussing key issues pertaining
to Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (IDEA), and current efforts to make changes in
IDEA as it is reauthorized. The article was developed
by a cooperative effort between groups and individuals
opposed to proposals for changing IDEA currently be[’
ing considered by Congress. It presents basic facts
about the IDEA, and argues that Part B should not be
changed. Issues discussed include: inclusion of children
with disabilities in general classrooms; disciplinary pro[’]
cedures for students with disabilities; the claim of groups
favoring changes in IDEA that inclusion of students
with disabilities puts a burden on the majority of stul’
dents; and the claim of groups favoring change in IDEA
that litigation by parents puts an undue burden on school
finances.

Hardman, M.L., McDonnell, J., & Welch, M. (1997).

Perspectives on the future of IDEA. Journal of
the Association for Persons with Severe Handicaps,

22(2), 61-76.

NARIC Accession Number: J34186

ABSTRACT: Critiques four aspects of the Individuals

with Disabilities Education Act, with regard to the del’
bates of the 104th Congress: (a) eligibility and labeling,

(b) free and appropriate public education, (c) the indi-

vidualized education program (IEP), and (d) the least

restrictive environment. Recommends changes in ex[]
isting law relative to each of the four aspects.

Hehir, T., & Heumann, J.E. (1997). Believing in

children: A great idea for the future. Exceptional

Parent, 27(9), 38-42.

NARIC Accession Number: J34195

ABSTRACT: Parent-focused article discusses the im[]
pact of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.

Discusses children’s rights and the responsibilities of
parents, administrators, teachers, and officials under the

act. Promotes active participation of families and

stresses the importance of early intervention, high ex[]
pectations for all children, and open access to optimal

educational opportunities.

Herr, S.S. (1997). Reauthorization of the Individu’
als with Disabilities Education Act. Mental Rell
tardation, 35(2), 131-137.

NARIC Accession Number: J33445

ABSTRACT: This article is the statement of Stanley S.
Herr in the hearing for the Reauthorization of the Indil’]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act before the Com[]
mittee on Labor and Human Resources, United States
Senate, on January 29, 1997. Mr. Herr was co-counsel
in Mills v. Board of Education (1972) and was Vice-
President of the American Association on Mental Rel]
tardation, 1996-1997. He is now at University of Mary [
land School of Law.

Katsiyannis, A., & Maag, JW. (1997). Ensuring ap[’
propriate education: Emerging remedies, litiga!
tion, compensation, and other legal considerations.

Exceptional Children, 63(4), 451-462.

NARIC Accession Number: J33878

ABSTRACT: Discusses the Individuals with Disabilil’
ties Education Act and its provision of procedural and

substantive rights to ensure a free appropriate public

education (FAPE) to qualified people with disabilities.

Examines traditional and newer remedies available to

parents for addressing violations that inhibit a student’s

access to FAPE, including reimbursement for residen(’
tial placements, related services, and legal fees, with

an added emphasis on the increasingly used remedy of
compensatory education and the potential for the award

of monetary damages.

Laski, F. (1997). Inclusion and the 1997 IDEA
amendments. 7ASH Newsletter, 23(9), 22-23.
NARIC Accession Number: J34491

ABSTRACT: Describes the impact that the 1997
amendments to the Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Act has had on the original mandate of inclusion of
students with disabilities in mainstream classrooms. The




Congress not only reaffirmed the 1975 mandate, but in
several substantive provisions, strengthened the federal
statutory requirements for inclusion.

Marmer, L. (1997). IDEA comes of age. Advance
for Occupational Therapists, 13(40), 15, 50.

NARIC Accession Number: J34301

ABSTRACT: Article about the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA) Amendments of 1997.
The article outlines some of the provisions of the reaul’]
thorization, and quotes the opinions of a number of oc[]
cupational therapists regarding IDEA and its impact.

Shriner, J.G., & Yell, M.L. (1997). The IDEA amend[]
ments of 1997: Implications for special and gen!(!
eral education teachers, administrators, and
teacher trainers. Focus on Exceptional Children,
30(1), 1-19.

NARIC Accession Number: J34496

ABSTRACT: Describes 1997 amendments to the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) passed
by Congress during reauthorization of IDEA (PL 105[]
17). Discusses, inter alia, changes in Individualized Edul’
cation Programs, clarification of the least restrictive enl]
vironment, and a number of changes addressing discil’
plinary procedures for students in special education and
other students.

1996

Behrman, R.E., Larner, M.B., Stevenson, C.S., &
Terman, D.L. (1996). Special education for stul]
dents with disabilities: Analysis and recommen/(]
dations. The Future of Children, 6(1), 4-24.
NARIC Accession Number: J31865

ABSTRACT: Examines key issues concerning special
education under the Individuals with Disabilities Educal’l
tion Act (IDEA) and offers recommendations for
changes in policy and practice. Five major issues are
addressed: (1) factors contributing to the increased num[’]
bers of students identified as having a disability; (2) the
common characteristics and educational needs of stull
dents with disabilities; (3) funding structures to support
the delivery of appropriate, individualized services; (4)
the necessity of IDEA’s procedural protections for par(]
ents; and (5) the ways in which regular education might
be changed to meet the needs of more students with
disabilities.
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Ebenstein, B.J. (1996). When parents choose pril]
vate education. Part One: Tuition reimbursement
and special education services. FExceptional Parl(]
ent, 26(9), 60-63.

NARIC Accession Number: J32484

ABSTRACT: Discusses requirements under the Indil’]
viduals with Disabilities Act and issues for parents who
choose private education for their children with disabilil’l
ties. The discussion focuses on the question of when a
school district is required to reimburse tuition for chil]
dren with disabilities attending private schools and when
the school district is obligated to provide special educal]
tion services to children attending private schools. Sev[]
eral recent court cases addressing these issues are cited.

Heuman, J.E. (1996). Lessons for independence.
Mainstream, 20(6).

NARIC Accession Number: J30721

ABSTRACT: The author, Assistant Secretary for Spel’]
cial Education and Rehabilitative Services, looks back
on 20 years of the Individuals with Disabilities Act. Ex[]
amines the progress made and the hurdles still to be
overcome. Covers (1) integration of children with dis[”
abilities in regular classrooms, (2) Employment oppor[’]
tunities for youths and adults, (3) de-institutionalization
of mentally retarded and developmentally disabled chil [
dren and youths. Recommends whole communities must
become involved to facilitate further progress for both
adults and children with disabilities.

Martin, E.W., Martin, R., & Terman, D.L. (1996). The
legislative and litigation history of special educall
tion. The Future of Children, 6(1), 25-39.

NARIC Accession Number: J31866

ABSTRACT: Reviews the legislative and litigation his[’
tory of special education. Between the mid 1960s and
1975, state legislatures, the federal courts, and the U.S.
Congress set forth strong educational rights for chil [’
dren with disabilities. Forty five state legislatures passed
laws mandating, encouraging, and/or funding special
education programs. Federal courts, interpreting the
equal protection and due process guarantees of the Four(]
teenth Amendment, ruled that schools could not discrimil’]
nate on the basis of disability and that parents had due
process rights related to their children’s schooling. In
1975, Congress enacted Public Law 94-142, now named
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, which
specified detailed procedural protections regarding elil’
gibility for special education services, parental rights,
individualized education programs (IEPs), the right to
services in the least restrictive environment, and the
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need for related services. Decisions on instructional
matters such as curricula and the elements of the IEP
remain the province of local and state authorities.

1995

(1995). Improving the implementation of the Indil
viduals with Disabilities Education Act: Making

schools work for all of America’s children, May 9,

1995.

NARIC Accession Number: O11530

ABSTRACT: Report on progress in implementing the

Americans with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) over

the past 20 years and recommendations for improving

implementation in the future. The information is derived

from 10 regional hearings at which nearly 400 witnesses

shared their experiences with IDEA to date, their views

regarding the reauthorization of IDEA, and their hopes

for the future. Most of the witnesses were parents of
children with disabilities, students with disabilities, and

adults with disabilities. The contributions of these wit[]
nesses and recommendations to improve implemental’
tion of IDEA are presented for 10 major themes: (1)

the principle of zero reject, (2) assessment for eligibil[]
ity and nondiscriminatory evaluation, (3) appropriate edul’
cation, (4) least restrictive environment, (5) parent par[]
ticipation and shared decision making, (6) procedural

due process, (7) transition, (8) discretionary programs,

(9) funding, and (10) special education and the Goals

2000: Educate America Act.

Brownwell, M. T., & Smith, S.W. (1995). Individual(]
ized education program: Considering the broad
context of reform. Focus on Exceptional Chill]
dren, 28(1).

NARIC Accession Number: J31536

ABSTRACT: This article reviews the various laws
which relate to the educational opportunities offered to
students with disabilities and discusses the practical
results of applying these laws in the day to day operall
tion of the education system. It is the intent of the aul]
thors to start a dialogue on how to provide appropriate
education through Individualized Education Program’s
(IEPs) for all students with disabilities. It pays specific
attention to the IEP, the All Handicapped Children Act
of 1975, and the Individuals with Disabilities Act. In[]
formation is given on the following topics: Top-Down
Policy Making Means Successful Implementation [
where policy meets practice, forward mapping; Decil]
sion Making by School Organizations to Accommodate
Individuality; Teachers are Rational and Technical
Thinkers; Possible Directions for Dialogue about [EP

Reform - backward mapping, adhocratic forms, teach(’
ers in the adhocratic form.

Mather, N., & Roberts, R. (1995). Legal protecl]
tions for individuals with learning disabilities: The
IDEA, Section 504 and the ADA. Learning Disl]
abilities: Research and Practice, 10(3), 160-168.
NARIC Accession Number: J30213

ABSTRACT: Article reviews for concerned individul’
als the legal requirements and protections legislated for
the benefit of students with learning disabilities. The
education legislation reviewed for its qualification re[]
quirements are the Individuals with Disabilities Educa™
tion Act of 1990, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act
0f 1990, and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
The evaluation process, disability definition, individual
program plans and grievance procedures are described
and differentiated between the laws. The court cases
that interpreted free and appropriate public education,
least restrictive environment, accommodations and
modifications, the term “otherwise qualified”, and dis[]
crimination and federal funding are presented.

Turnbull, A.P., & Turnbull, H.R. (1995). The syn!]
chrony of stakeholders: Lessons from the disabilil
ties rights movement. Reinventing Early Care and
Education: A Vision for a Quality System, ed. SL
Cohen & NE Cohen, 290-305.

NARIC Accession Number: J33659

ABSTRACT: Reviews and discusses the implications
of the history of the disability rights movement and dis[’]
ability legislation as expressed in the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act.

1993

(1993). To assure the free appropriate public edu’
cation of all children with disabilities: Fifteenth An!
nual Report to Congress on the implementation of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, 1993.

NARIC Accession Number: 011112

ABSTRACT: Fifteenth annual report to Congress del’
scribing the nation’s progress in implementing the Indil’
viduals with Disabilities Education Act. Chapter one

provides national statistics on the numbers of children

who received special education and related services,

the numbers of children with disabilities receiving spel’
cial education in various settings, the exiting status of
special education students, and the number of person(’]
nel employed and needed to provide special education

services. Chapter two describes early childhood pro[”
grams for children with disabilities, including the Part H




Program, the Preschool Grants Program, and two dis[’
cretionary programs designed to improve the delivery

of services to young children with disabilities. Chapter

three is based on the National Longitudinal Transition

Study and describes outcomes of youth with disabilities

who had been out of secondary school 3 to 5 years.

Chapter four describes federal efforts to assist States

and localities in implementing special education and re[’]
lated services.

Guernsey, T.F., & Klare, K. (1993). Special educall
tion law, 1993.

NARIC Accession Number: R07095

ABSTRACT: Handbook on federal special education
law, with a focus on the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA) and Section 504 of the Rehabili™]
tation Act of 1973. The book is intended to guide law
yers, educators, and other professionals through the pro(’
cess of providing special education services to children
and, if agreement is not reached between the school
and the public agency responsible for educating the child,
through the process of resolving that disagreement.
Eighteen chapters address the following topics: over[]
view of IDEA and other federal statutes, parties to the
process, provision of a free appropriate education, iden[’]
tification and evaluation of children in need of special
education services, eligibility, independent educational
evaluations, the individualized education program, place[’
ment, notice and consent, discipline, impartial due pro
cess hearing, administrative appeals, judicial review,
remedies, attorneys’ fees and costs, student records,
monitoring and compliance, and early intervention ser[]
vices for infants and toddlers with disabilities.

Harkin, T. (1993). Inclusion: Future goals. Excepl]
tional Parent, 23(7), 25-28.

NARIC Accession Number: J26907

ABSTRACT: The article contains portions of a report
submitted to the Senate Committee on Labor and HulJ
man Resources in July 1993. It focuses on part B of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and how it
relates to the Goals 2000: Educate America Act. This
report describes how specific provisions of S. 1150 ap[]
ply to students with disabilities. Section 102 of the Act
outlines six national educational goals: school readiness;
school completion; school achievement and citizenship;
mathematics and science; adult literacy and lifelong
learning; and a safe, disciplined, drug free school. Cur(]
rent and on-going programs and the progress being made
for each of these goals are being reported.
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Borwman, O.J., & Marzouk, D.K. (1992). Imple
menting the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 in higher education. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 46(6), 521-533.

NARIC Accession Number: J23035

ABSTRACT: Paper presents information on how the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 may
affect institutions of higher education and suggests ways
that occupational therapists can help such institutions
comply with the ADA. After reviewing general sys[]
tems theory and offering a schema to illustrate it, the
article suggests general roles for occupational theral’
pists working in a system of higher education. A model
entitled Systems Approach to Higher Education, based
on general systems theory, is presented, noting the vari
ous components: input, throughput, output, quality con[’
trol, and barriers to qualified individuals. Information is
offered on components of a university system and com[]
pliance with the ADA: (1) input (applicant pool, applil’
cants with a disability, university subsystems that act on
applicants with a disability, and proactive response to
the ADA), (2) throughput (enrolled student with a dis[’]
ability, university subsystems that act on enrolled stul’
dents with a disability, and proactive response), and (3)
output (graduate with a disability, subsystems that afl’
fect graduates with a disability, and proactive response).

Jarrow, J.E. (1992). Title by title: The ADA’s impact
on postsecondary education, 1992.

NARIC Accession Number: R06518

ABSTRACT: Explains provisions of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) Titles I, I1, and III as they apply
to postsecondary educational settings. The first section
presents a summary of relevant sections of the Rehal
bilitation Act of 1973 and Titles I through V of the ADA
and reviews the definition of disability as set forth in the
ADA. The second section explains Title I provisions
addressing nondiscrimination in employment activities.
The third section examines the accessibility provisions
of Titles II and III and presents a self-evaluation plan to
assist postsecondary institutions in complying with the
ADA.

Reed, K.L. (1992). History of federal legislation
for persons with disabilities. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 46(5), 397-408.

NARIC Accession Number: J22276

ABSTRACT: Reviews the history of federal legislation
for persons with disabilities and the effects on the field
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of occupational therapy. Thirteen areas of federal leg[]
islation are discussed: basic and special education, vo[]
cational education, vocational rehabilitation, medical
rehabilitation, economic support, social rehabilitation,
facility construction and architectural design, basic and
continuing education for health care professionals, re[]
search and development, deinstitutionalization and in[’]
dependent living, transportation and public accommo[]
dation, technology-related assistance, and civil rights
and advocacy. Provisions of the five titles of the Ameri[’
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) are summal]
rized, and limitations of the ADA are discussed.

1991

(1991). The New Individuals with Disabilities Edu[’
cation Act. FEducation of the Handicapped, Febl]
ruary 27, 1991, 1-10.

NARIC Accession Number: J19792

ABSTRACT: Compares old law, Education of Handil]
capped Act, with new law, Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act which was signed on October 30, 1990.
Eight sections focus on: (1) general provisions (definil’]
tions, attention deficit disorder inquiry, abrogation of state
sovereign immunity, and Education Department admin ™
istration of discretionary programs; (2) assistance for
education of all individuals (state plans, and evaluation
and program information); (3) centers and services (re[]
gional resources and federal centers, services for deaf-
blind children, early education for children, programs
for children with severe disabilities, secondary educal’
tion and transitional services for youth with disabilities,
and programs for children and youth with serious emo[’]
tional disorders); (4) training personnel (grants); (5)
research (research and demonstration projects); (6) inl]
structional media; (7) technology, educational media and
materials; and (8) infants and toddlers.

Black, T.L., Hebbeler, K.M., & Smith, B.J. (1991).

Federal early childhood special education policy:

A model for the improvement of services for chilll
dren with disabilities. Exceptional Children, 58(2),

104-112.

NARIC Accession Number: J21079

ABSTRACT: Reviews the evolution of federal policy

in early childhood special education achieved. The re[’
view is divided into the early years (1968-1974), middle

years (1975-1982), and later years (1983-1990). Dur(]
ing the early years, federal special education policy for

young children was aimed at stimulating the develop[]
ment of local programs and model practices. By the

end of this phase, support was extended to state-level

activities as well. The middle years opened with the

passage of P.L.. 94-142, the Education for All Handi[J
capped Children Act. However, the impact of this Act

on children below school age was limited. This period

also saw intensified efforts to build state capacity for

early childhood services and continued support for re[]
search, model demonstrations, and outreach projects.

During the later years, federal activity focused on building

state-level systems of services. The passage of P.L.

99-457 in 1986 established the Handicapped Infant and

Toddler Program (Part H) and mandated services for

3- through 5-year-olds by 1992.

Katsiyannis, A., & Klare, K. (1991). State practices

in due process hearings: Considerations for bet!!
ter practice. Remedial and Special Education,

12(2), 54-58.

NARIC Accession Number: J19523

ABSTRACT: Study investigated how states implement

requirements of the Education for all Handicapped

Children’s Act in administrative due process hearings.

Also identified components of state due process sys!]
tems which best address issues seen in literature on the

subject. Personnel involved with monitoring or familiar

with system of due process hearings in state educal’
tional agencies and District of Columbia were contacted

by telephone to gather information. Seven interview

questions asked about: levels of hearings; agency rel’
sponsible for appointment and training of hearing offic [’
ers; number of hearing officers and their qualifications;

number of scheduled hearings and decisions for 1988

fiscal year; number of appeals in two-tier systems and

percentage of hearings affirmed on review; cost of hear[]
ing and agency responsible for remuneration of hearing

officers; and existence of formal mediation at state level.

All states and District of Columbia participated. Rel’
sults indicate the states address issue of due process in

different ways. All require training for hearing officers

and for mediators in those states which have formal

mediation body. Recommendations for better practice

are listed.

Russell, P. (1991). The Children’s Act: A challenge
for all. British Journal of Special Education, 18(3),
115-118.

NARIC Accession Number: J21245

ABSTRACT: Discusses the Children’s Act 1989 and
its implications for British children with special needs.
The Children’s Act establishes a new, unified approach
to local service authority services for children and fami[’
lies. The Act emphasizes partnership with parents and




collaboration between health, educational, and social

service providers. This article focuses on provisions of
the Act and related regulations in the areas of assess[’
ment, independent residential schools, and child protec(’
tion. The first section discusses requirements for as[]
sessment under the Children’s Act and the 1981 Edul]
cation Act, and explores how the two assessment pro[]
cesses interrelate. The second section discusses the new

requirements for independent residential schools and rel[’]
evant local authorities. The final section examines pro[’]
visions pertaining to the protection of children who are

abused or at risk of being abused.

1990

(1990). Twelfth annual report to Congress on the

implementation of the Education of the Handicapped

Act.

NARIC Accession Number: 009991

ABSTRACT: Presents an annual report to the U. S.

Congress describing the progress being made in implel’]
menting the Education of the Handicapped Act (EHA).

Information presented and discussed include national

statistics on the number of children who received spel]
cial education and related services in 1988-1989, the

educational placement of students, personnel employed

and needed to provide the services to the students, the

execution of part H of the EHA which was designed to

improve early intervention services for handicapped

children and their families, the transition of secondary

school students with disabilities, efforts made at the state

and federal level to evaluate the outcomes of students

in transition, financial aid to state and local educational

agencies through grant programs to support the deliv(]
ery of services to children with disabilities, and Federal

efforts to review and monitor state policies and procel]
dures for the education of children with disabilities.

Anderson, Winifred, Chitwood, Stephen, & Hayden,

Diedre. (1990). Negotiating the special education

mazge: A guide for parents and teachers.

NARIC Accession Number: R05585

ABSTRACT: This book is designed for use by parents

of a child who is disabled. It helps these parents under(’]
stand the Education for All Handicapped Children Act

(Public Law 94-142) and assist them in the role of edul’
cational advocate for the child. It aids in being an efl]
fective educational planner for the child, assists in prel]
senting the child in the best possible way, suggests meth [
ods for coping with feelings, and provides a guide through

the complexities of special education. Appended are a

glossary of special education terms, a bibliography of
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further reading about special education, and lists of fed [
eral offices, state offices, and national organizations con[’
cerned with disabled persons with addresses and telel[]
phone numbers.

Cline, D.H. (1990). A legal analysis of policy initia[’
tives to exclude handicapped/disruptive students
from special education. Behavioral Disorders,
15(3), 159-173.

NARIC Accession Number: J17243

ABSTRACT: Discusses the exclusion of seriously emol[ ]
tionally disturbed (SED) or behaviorally disordered (BD)
students from special education stemming from (1) the
ambiguity of the language of the Education for All Handi[”
capped Children Act (EAHCA) of 1975, and (2) the
resulting disparities among states in their styles of imple(’
mentation. Specific topics include: (1) problems in the
federal definition of “seriously emotionally disturbed”
and the effects on SED/BD students; (2) state sover[]
eignty versus federal supremacy in policy matters per(]
taining to the eligibility of SED/BD students; (3) the
major arguments of proponents of restrictive eligibility
policies and the legal response to those arguments as
illustrated by judicial or administrative decisions; (4) the
legislative history behind current federal policy and the
original intent of Congress in excluding certain socially
maladjusted students from special education; and (5)
legal options for students seeking access to special edul’
cation who is found ineligible under the EAHCA.

Davila, Robert, R. (1990). Looking at the past and

the future. FExceptional Parent, 20(2).

NARIC Accession Number: J15889

ABSTRACT: Discusses the past performance of edul’
cation for handicapped since 1975 and the passage of
Public Law 94-142, the Education for All Handicapped

Children Act. Children with disabilities are getting a

better education now, but they also have a higher drop
out rate than students in general and only 46% of youth

with disabilities found regular, paying jobs. “The issues

we must now face relate to the quality of services prol’
vided and the success of the outcomes we attained.”

The article discusses the Office of Special Education

and Rehabilitative Services and its mission and goals

which will be to increase the effectiveness of education

services for students with disabilities, to increase the

amount and quality of interaction between students with

disabilities and their peers who are not disabled, to pro’
mote collaboration on behalf of students with disabili™
ties, and expand the capacity of special education to

meet the needs of students.
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Smith, S.W. (1990). Individualized Education Pro
grams (IEPs) in special education, from intent to
acquiescence. FExceptional Children, 57(1), 6-14.
NARIC Accession Number: J17887

ABSTRACT: Discusses evolution of the Individualized
Education Program (IEP), examining IEP-related pal]
pers and reports published during 1980s. Historical per[]
spective shows position papers and reports are divided
into three phases: normative phase, analytic phase (as[’
sumptions of IEP development, special education
teacher perceptions, parent involvement,
multidisciplinary or team approach, and regular educal’
tion teacher participation), and technology reaction
phase. Notes implications of IEP research on Public
Law 94-142, the Education for All Handicapped Chil[]
dren Act (EAHCA). Basically, substantive IEP change
has not ensued during past decade. Literature suggests
questioning efficacy of [IEP document and its relation[’
ship with EAHCA. Recommendations in literature in[]
clude improving in-service for special education practil|
tioners, increasing compliance efforts, and conducting
more thorough pre-service training. A vigorous re-visi-
tation of the IEP is suggested.

Turnbull, A.P., & Turnbull, H.R. (1990). The unful’
filled promise of integration: Does Part H ensure

different rights and results than Part B of the edu!/
cation of the handicapped act? Topics in early

childhood special education, 10(2).

NARIC Accession Number: J17091

ABSTRACT: Compares least restrictive environment

requirements of Part B of Education of the Handicapped

Act (Public Law 94-142) with those of Part H (Public

Law 99-457). Examines the purposes of the doctrine

of least restrictive environment (individuals and society

benefit when all are educated to fullest potential, and

they also all benefit when all are free to associate with

each other). Discusses Part B and appropriate educal’
tion in the right to least restrictive environment. Looks

at Part H and the right to early intervention services in

least restrictive environment: right to appropriate ser[
vices (restrictive interpretations, answers to restrictive

interpretations, and Supreme Court’s interpretations) and

obligation of educational benefit. Describes Part H’s

integration requirements. Focuses on court interpretal’
tions of Part B and their implications for Part H (implil]
cations for Part H and home-based education as least

restrictive). Suggests that those who favor integration

should argue on basis of language of law itself, values

under-girding law, and evidence that integration is in[J
dispensable to child development. Money must be put

behind integration.

1989

(1989). The education of students with disabilities:
Where do we stand?

NARIC Accession Number: R05547

ABSTRACT: This document reports to the United States
Congress and President the progress of implementing
recommendations contained in the National Council on
Disability’s 1986 report, “Toward Independence”. The
Chairperson of the Council states the Council is en[]
couraged by progress in the nation’s efforts to educate
students with disabilities. The report discusses Public
Law 94-142: the Education for All Handicapped Chil ]
dren Act, the Council’s findings, and its recommendal’
tion for a National Commission on Excellence in the
Education of Students with Disabilities. A bibliography
is appended.

(1989). Eleventh Annual Report to Congress on the
implementation of the Education of the Handil]
capped Act.

NARIC Accession Number: 009346

ABSTRACT: Eleventh annual report to congress del’]
scribing the nation’s progress in implementing the Edul’
cation of the Handicapped Act. Includes an executive
summary and eight chapters: (1) national statistics on
the number of children who received a free appropriate
public education in 1987-88, (2) educational placements
where children with handicaps received special educal’
tion and related services, (3) provision of services to
children below school age, (4) follow-up on handicapped
students exiting secondary school, (5) personnel supply,
demand, and need, (6) special education expenditures,
(7) results of Federal monitoring activities, and techni-
cal assistance provided to states by Regional Resource
Centers, and (8) efforts to evaluate the effectiveness
of educating children with handicaps. Appendices inl’
clude: (A) data tables, (B) additional data on children
and youth classified as deaf-blind, (C) survey method™
ology of OSEP longitudinal study, (D) special education
programs and services in need of improvement, (E) spel]
cial studies contracts; and, (F) abstracts of SEA/fed-
eral evaluation studies.

(1989). The intent and spirit of PL. 99-457: A
sourcebook.

NARIC Accession Number: R04725

Abstract: The Education for the Handicapped Act
Amendments of 1986 (P.L. 99-457) are described, not[]
ing their importance to education today. Notes the full
impact of this law will not be seen until it is implemented.




Process of implementation requires a great deal of dis(]
cussion about the intent of the law. Materials are inl[]
cluded to articulate the intent of those people framing

P.L. 99-457. Materials are as follows: (1) “P.L. 99-457

A Window of Opportunity,” (the text of a speech by

Robert Silverstein, Staff Director and Chief Counsel of
the Subcommittee on the Handicapped of the Senate

Committee on Labor and Human Resources to the nal’l
tional meeting of Project Zero to Three in which he

discusses nine themes found in P.L. 99-457); (2) “Rel]
port #99-860,” (from Committee of Education and La[’
bor of House of Representatives describing background

and need for P.L. 99-457); and (3) “Community-Based

Service System for Children with Special Health Care

Needs and Their Families (publication by National Mal’
ternal and Child Health Resources Center for U.S. Sur[]
geon General’s Conference describing vision of family-

centered, coordinated care which helped shape con[’
cept of P.L. 99-457).

Beyer, Henry, A. (1989). Education for all Handil
capped Children Act: 1975-1989: A judicial his[]
tory. Exceptional Parent, 19(6), 52-54, 56, 58.
NARIC Accession Number: J14001

ABSTRACT: This article discusses the court history of
Public Law 94-142 of 1975 which resolved to create a
free public education for all persons between 3 years to
21 years. Since its enactment, the meaning of the law’s
provisions is still being determined by the courts. Court
cases are presented and their implications are exam[’
ined for definition of the law, the recovery of attorney’s
fees for successful plaintiffs, the recovery of private
school tuition fees from public school programs with
inadequate handicapped child education programs, the
definition of “related services” provided by the law, the
issue of unilateral exclusion of children with handicaps
from class for dangerous or disruptive behavior grow[’
ing out of their disability, exclusion of a child from school
by the standard that the handicapped child is uneducable
and will not benefit from the school, and state vs. fed[
eral standards.

Boomer, L.W. (1989). Rowley, Centennial, and ap[]
propriate education. Journal of Reading, Writing,
and Learning Disabilities, 5(3), 265-270.

NARIC Accession Number: J14884

Abstract: Examines what is meant by “appropriate edul’]
cation” for learning disabled children and gifted chill]
dren, based on legal decisions in the cases of Board v.
Rowley (1982) and Centennial v. Commonwealth (1988).
Board v. Rowley was the first case concerning the Edul’
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cation for All Handicapped Children Act presented to

the U.S. Supreme Court. In this case, the Court was

asked to decide whether a young hearing-impaired child

was receiving an appropriate education. The Court used

three standards to define appropriate education: (1) fair

implementation of the procedures set forth in the Act,

(2) an Individualized Education Plan that is “reasonably

calculated to enable the child to receive educational

benefits,” and (3) appropriate monitoring and evalual]
tion procedures to ensure that instructional objectives

are being achieved. In the case of Centennial v. Com[]
monwealth, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruled that

an appropriate education for gifted children must in[’
clude individualized instruction, and that an “enrichment

program” consisting only of additional material was in[]
adequate.

Florian, L.D., & West, J. (1989). Congress affirms
the rights of children with handicaps. Teaching
exceptional children, 21(4), 4-7.

NARIC Accession Number: J12100

ABSTRACT: Discusses Public Law 99-372, The Handi[J
capped Children’s Protection Act of 1986. This law aul]
thorized courts to award such expenses as attorney’s
fees to parents and guardians of disabled children prel’]
vailing in civil or administrative actions from Public Law
94-142, The Education for All Handicapped Children
Actof 1975. Events leading up to this law and its provil]
sions are presented. Background details including Smith
vs. Robinson in 1984 are noted. By enacting P.L.. 990
372, Congress clarified its intent with regard to civil rights
of disabled children. Offered them access to system
ensuring appropriate public education. Provisions of the
law are noted along with impact on special education
practitioners. Currently, over four million children with
handicaps are served under P.L. 99-142. Less than one
percent of eligible recipients have had to use the due
process system to claim rights to an education. Procel’
dural safeguards in P.L. 99-142 have been in effect for
over ten years now, and P.L. 99-372 clarifies that pre[]
vailing parents or guardians may recover legal fees.

Gerber, M.M., & Levine-Donnerstein, D. (1989). Edul]
cating all children: Ten years later. Exceptional

Children, 56(1).

NARIC Accession Number: J13645

ABSTRACT: Commentary on the Tenth Annual Re]
port to Congress on the Implementation of the Educal’
tion of the Handicapped Act (EHA). Provides an over[’
view of the numbers and categories of students served

under the EHA, a description of the organization of the

Tenth Annual Report, and summaries of findings in the
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areas of: special education services provided, second [’
ary special education and dropouts, and early childhood

special education. Discusses issues related to the in[J
creased numbers of children classified as learning dis[]
abled, and the variability among states in the numbers

of children identified under different categories of dis[’]
ability. Proposes the development of competing macro-

theories of special education to explain this variability

by addressing the multiple and overlapping sources of
variation, and describes three approaches which have

been attempted. These explanatory schemas tend to

follow either a neurological or psychological oriental’
tion, a social nomination or discrimination orientation,

Or an economic or organizational orientation.

Hume, M. (1989). Mandate to educate: The law

and handicapped children.

NARIC Accession Number: R04028

ABSTRACT: History of litigation in special education

before and since the passage of PL 94-142, the Educal]
tion for all Handicapped Children Act. Presents a litil[]
gation history and a chronology of legal milestones. Dis[]
cusses the future of special education litigation in terms

of free, appropriate public education; least restrictive

placement; AIDS; related services; 1986 Education of
the Handicapped Act (EHA) amendments; Medicaid

conflict; Supreme Court and discipline; due process;

mediation; attorneys fees; and the shortcomings of liti[]
gation. Includes the text of the Education of the Handi[J
capped Act.

Mayerson, A. (1989). “1970°s and Onward - The

civil rights perspective,” in the Second National
Conference on the Legal Rights of Citizens with

Mental Retardation, held at Loveland, Ohio in

March 1985, 105-117.

NARIC Accession Number: R05470

ABSTRACT: Discusses the historical significance of
the disability rights movement and civil rights legislal]
tion, and their challenges to the medical model that has

dominated public disability policy. The “right to treat[]
ment” philosophy of the medical model has been rel]
jected for the “right to belong,” and the status of patient

has been rejected for the status of equal citizen. Self-

determination has become the anthem of the movel’
ment, and traditional notions of disability and charity

have been attacked. Two pieces of legislation have been

particularly significant: Section 504 of the 1973 Rehall
bilitation Act, by adding disability to the general body of
anti-discrimination law, and the Education for All Handi [
capped Children Act, by establishing the right of dis[]
abled children to a free education in the least restrictive

environment. This paper examines the significance of

these laws to the disability rights movement. It discusses
issues related to their implementation, and reviews rel [’
evant case law illustrating the tension between the medi(’
cal and civil rights models.

Osborne, A.G. (1989). Feature article: Reimburse
ments of private school tuition to parents since
Burlington. Remedial and Special Education, 10(5),
58-62.

NARIC Accession Number: J13859

Abstract: Examines issue of reimbursing parents for
private school tuition if it is determined to be appropril
ate placement under Education for All Handicapped
Children Act (EHCA) after they have already unilater[’
ally enrolled handicapped child in private school while
proceedings were still in progress. Looks at Burlington
School Committee vs. Department of Education (1985)
in which high court upheld First Circuit’s decision that
EHCA allowed reimbursement as long as parental
choice was deemed proper placement. Burlington del’]
cision does not end reimbursement controversy. Focuses
on related services (besides tuition costs, courts are
unanimous in finding costs of related services reimburs/’]
able). Discusses non-approved facilities and mentions
it is important when parents unilaterally enroll child in
private school that they choose one on state’s list of
approved special education schools. Also looks at: ex[’
act proper placement not required; prior school district
evaluation required; delays do not preclude an award,;
deficient Individual Education Plans; hearing officer may
award reimbursement; and compensatory educational
services. Awards of compensatory educational services
have been frequent since Burlington decision.

Wang, M.C. (1989). “Implementing the state of the
art and integration mandates of PL 94-142,” in a
collection of papers presented at a three day con!
ference in Chapel Hill, NC, on policy implemental
tion and PL 99-457 in spring 1987, 33-57.

NARIC Accession Number: R04633

ABSTRACT: Examines two implementation standards
in special education: exceptional children’s entitlement
to a free, appropriate public education of the same qual [’
ity as that available to other children; and, the require(’]
ment that special education services for exceptional
children occur in the least restrictive environment. These
standards are referred to as the “state of the art” and
the “integration” mandates of PL 94-142. The article
describes the implementation of these aspects of PL
94-142, noting the implications of the experience for
implementation of PL 99-457 (The Education of the
Handicapped Act Amendments of 1986). The discus(]




sion includes topic such as: the legal basis for delivery
of special education in regular classrooms; the histori[’
cal perspective on special education and the
mainstreaming movement; existing practices and imple(’
mentation barriers; and, the prospects for demonstrably
effective implementation. Also discusses demographic
changes and the implications for special education, sol]
lutions through early intervention, and future directions
for system-wide improvement.

Wyche, L.G,, Sr. (1989). The Tenth Annual Report

to Congress: Taking a significant step in the right

direction. Exceptional Children, 56(1).

NARIC Accession Number: J13644

ABSTRACT: Commentary on facts reported in the

Tenth Annual Report to Congress on the Implemental’
tion of the Education of the Handicapped Act. Discusses

the disproportionately high dropout rate among students

with learning disabilities and the increased enrollment

of Black students in learning disability classes, noting

that this combination of factors will lead to increasing

numbers of Black students who will be unlikely to gradul’]
ate from high school. Proposes a comprehensive fol-

low-up study to examine this problem. This study would

entail: periodic testing of students’ learning aptitude and

monitoring of the learning aptitude-achievement discrep(]
ancies over time; follow-up into high school to deter[”
mine whether students graduate or drop out; develop™
ment of a diagnostic profile, based on test scores and

graduation/dropout data, that identifies at-risk dropouts

with at 80 percent accuracy.

Ziegler, M. (1989). “A parent’s perspective: Imple[]
menting PL 99-457,” in a collection of papers prel]
sented at a three day conference in Chapel Hill,

NC, on policy implementation and PL 99-457 in

spring 1987, 85-96.

NARIC Accession Number: R04635

ABSTRACT: Presents a parent’s perspective on imple[’]
mentation of PL 99-457 (The Education of the Handi[’
capped Act Amendments of 1986). Discusses the prob[’]
lems that result when parents are informed of their

child’s disability in a negative manner, and the parent’s

need for a “context,” a “framework of shared philosol’]
phy and overall goals” that enables the parent to work

effectively with professionals. Reviews the types of in[]
formation and skills needed by parents to reach effecl]
tive decisions about their child’s education and other

services. These include information about the disability

itself, relevant laws, available services, “state of the art”

education programs, tests and assessments, sources of
financial assistance, and skills in assertiveness, com[
munication, and documentation. Also discusses: other
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areas of parental decision-making such as the decision
to have more children; the need to ensure that
nondisabled children receive a fair share of love and
attention; ways that professional caregivers can sup[’
port parents; and the policy implications of parental needs
and roles.

1987

(1987). To assure the free and appropriate public
education of all handicapped children: Ninth an(]
nual report to Congress on the implementation of
the Education of the Handicapped Act. Office of
Special Education Programs Division of Innovation
and Development.

NARIC Accession Number: R04044

ABSTRACT: Report on the continued progress being
made since the 1975 passage of the Education of the
Handicapped Act. Provides new (1987) and more del
tailed statistical description of national efforts to edul’
cate handicapped children and youth. Documents difl]
ferences among the states in special education and rel’
lated services. Discusses implementation of key provil]
sions of the act involving support of parent participal’
tion, individualized education programs, and dispute reso[’]
lution. Also discusses funding to assist states and locali[’
ties, discretionary programs, and expenditures. Reports
on efforts to assess and assure the effectiveness of
programs educating handicapped children.

Hume, M., & Weiner, R. (1987). And education for
all: Public policy and handicapped children.
NARIC Accession Number: R04029

ABSTRACT: An overview of the public policy of spel’
cial education. Provides a legislative, regulatory, and liti[]
gation history and a discussion of advances in teaching
methods. Discusses special education funding problems,
the future of special education litigation, incorrect iden(’
tification of children, the nature of the paperwork, and
service from birth to two years. Includes results of a
survey on the effect of PL 94-142, child count data for
1976-77 and 1985-86, a 12-year budget comparison, a
state resource directory, and the text of the Education
of the Handicapped Act.




Page 22
1986

(1986). Eighth annual report to Congress in the

implementation of the Education of the Handill
capped Act: Volume 1. Department of Education

Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Ser]
vices Division of Educational Services Special Edul]
cation Programs.

NARIC Accession Number: R03272

ABSTRACT: Report on national level progress in pro[]
viding free appropriate public education for all handil]
capped children. The report is made up four chapters

focusing on the four purposes of the Education of the

Handicapped act: students receiving a free appropriate

public education; assuring the rights of the children and

their parents/guardians; assisting states and local agen[’]
cies provide the necessary educational opportunities;

and assessing and assuring the effectiveness of the edul’
cational efforts. Includes numerous appendices and

tables focusing on child count, personnel, least restricl
tive environment, financial and population/enrollment

figures.

(1986). “To assure the free appropriate public edu!’
cation of all handicapped children”. Eighth An]
nual Report to Congress on the implementation of
the Education of the Handicapped Act, Volume 1,
1986. [Executive Summary].

NARIC Accession Number: 008466

ABSTRACT: Executive Summary of a report examin[’|
ing the progress made in implementing the requirements
mandated by the Education of the Handicapped Act, as
amended by Public Law 98-199, since its enactment in
1975. A detailed examination of these activities during
school year 1984-85 is presented. Summary covers
handicapped students receiving a “free appropriate edul’l
cation”, by number, age, and type of complex need.
Child identification, location, and evaluation for the pur[]
poses of identifying services are reviewed. Special edul]
cation personnel requirements and means of assisting
states and local agencies in educating all handicapped
children are reviewed. Federal revisions of compliance
monitoring, including field testing, are discussed. Aul]
thors conclude that, although problems remain with re(’
gard to refinement of the procedural implementation of
the Act, the data presented attests to the gradual but
continuous progress taking place as the States over[]
come the individual problems and limitations that im[]
pinge upon full implementation. Tables, Figures, and
Appendices indicated.

Haubrich, P., & Lehr, D. (1986). Legal precedents

for students with severe handicaps. FExceptional

Children, 52(4).

NARIC Accession Number: J08063

ABSTRACT: As increasing numbers of severely dis[]
abled children are placed in public schools, court inter[’]
pretation of the Education for All Handicapped Chil [
dren Act becomes important. In this instance, the court

ordered a school district to create free appropriate publ(’]
lic education for a severely mentally retarded child who

was not responding to conventional teaching methods.

As time goes on there will be continuing court decil]
sions. School districts need to consider the cost of ap [’
propriate education for severely disabled children.

Vitello, S.J. (1986). The Tatro Case: Who gets what
and why. Exceptional Children, 52(4).

NARIC Accession Number: J08064

ABSTRACT: Can handicapped children with special
needs legally require their school districts to provide
health services? This article follows the court case of a
child with spina bifida. The child was speech and ortho
pedically impaired, and needed frequent catheterizations
to prevent kidney problems. She was not intellectually
impaired. The school district refused her request for
special assistance with catheterization on the ground
that catheterization, while life supporting, was not edu(’
cationally necessary. The Supreme Court ruled that
under the Education for All Handicapped Children Act
and Section 504, the school district must provide life
support services when they do not require a physician’s
attention. The Supreme Court felt such services, which
enable a severely handicapped child to remain in school
and obtain the benefit of public education, were impor
tant.

1985

(1985). Seventh annual report to Congress on the
implementation of the Education of the Handil]
capped Act: To assure the free appropriate public
education of all handicapped children. Department
of Education Office of Special Education and Rel
habilitation Services.

NARIC Accession Number: R01426

ABSTRACT: Report on national level progress in pro[’]
viding free appropriate public education for all handi[’
capped children. Focuses on the four purposes of the
Education of the Handicapped Act: students receiving
a free appropriate public education; assuring the rights
of the children and their parents/guardians; assisting
states and local educational opportunities; and assess[]




ing and assuring the effectiveness of the educational
efforts. Includes numerous appendices and tables foll
cusing on child count, personnel, least restrictive envill
ronment, financial and population/enrollment figures.

Gerry, M.H. (1985). Policy development by state
and local education agencies: The context, chall]
lenge, and rewards of policy leadership. Remel]
dial and Special Education, 6(3).

NARIC Accession Number: J01303

Abstract: Discusses role of state and local education
agencies in developing special education policies and
procedures to fill gaps in federal regulations provided
by the 1975 Education for All Handicapped Children
Act. Advocates active role for state and local agencies
in order to retain control over education decision mak[’]
ing. Discusses legal context of special education policy
development. Suggests an approach to formulating
policy. Includes tables.

1983

Beyer, H.A. (1983). Free appropriate public edul’
cation. Western New England Law Review, 5(3), 363[]
390.

NARIC Accession Number: J03204

ABSTRACT: Discusses the legal rights to education
for disabled children created through legislation and liti [’
gation, particularly in the Federal Education for All
Handicapped Children Act. Examines the Supreme
Court’s interpretation of the Act in Board of Education
vs. Rowley, and considers the effect of the Rowley
decision on the future educational rights of children with
disabilities. Also discusses other Supreme Court decil
sions, state legislation, federal legislation and lower court
interpretations.

Chambers, J.G., & Hartman, W.T., eds. (1983). Spel]
cial education policies: Their history, implemental|
tion, and finance, 1983.

NARIC Accession Number: R05678

ABSTRACT: Book on the history, implementation, and
finance of special education policies. An introduction
(PartI) provides an overview of special education polil’
cies and the impact of the Education for All Handicapped
Children Act of 1975 (PL 94-142). Part II examines the
development of special education policies. Three chap[]
ters address: the origins of special education, the polil]
tics of legalization in special education, and a compari(]
son of British and American approaches to special edu[’
cation. Part III looks at the implementation of special

Page 23

education. Three chapters discuss: organizational barri[’
ers to full implementation of PL 94-142; due process
hearings in special education (report from a study in
California); and the coordination of social services. Part
IV, on financing special education, has two chapters.
One describes a resource-cost-based approach to the
funding of educational programs, and its application to
special education. The other examines the process of
projecting special education costs.

1982

Halpern, R. (1982). Impact of Pl 94-142 on the
handicapped child and family: Institutional rel!
sponses. Exceptional Children , 49(3).

NARIC Accession Number: J02212

ABSTRACT: Describes findings of a two year study
examining the impact of P.L. 94-142, the Education for
All Handicapped Children Act of 1975, on a small sample
of disabled children and their families. Focuses on instil’
tutional responses and implementation of the act.

Ewing, P.E., Jr. (1982). The ABC’s of special educal’
tion: A handbook for parents.

NARIC Accession Number: R04256

ABSTRACT: A handbook explaining provisions of PL

94-142, The Education for All Handicapped Children

Act. The book is designed especially for parents, to help

them understand their rights under this law. This publi]
cation includes both an English and Spanish version of
the handbook. It discusses subjects such as: the definil]
tion of special education, the Federal law on special

education, the right to information, student records, testing

the student, student education plan, how to solve dis[]
agreements, private schools and State schools, putting

the student out of school, summer school, substitute par[’]
ents for students, complaints, graduation, and where to

go for more information. It also answers questions such

as: Where will the student go to school?, Can the school

claim a lack of money?, and What fees do parents pay?

Thomas, C.H., & Thomas, J.L., eds. (1980). Meeting

the needs of the handicapped: A resource for teach!
ers and librarians.

NARIC Accession Number: R00944

ABSTRACT: Compilation of papers intended for teach[]
ers, librarians, media specialists and administrators pro[’
viding services and programs for disabled students in

schools and libraries. Describes implications of Section

504 of the Rehabilitation Act, and of PL 94-142, the

Education for All Handicapped Children Act. Papers
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divided into sections according to type of disability, in[]
cluding mentally retarded, learning disabled, emotion[’]
ally disturbed, hearing impaired, visually impaired and
orthopedically impaired. Also includes papers on
prevocational and vocational programs in secondary
schools. Appendices include selection of materials, and
list producers of materials for exceptional children and
organizations and publications on programming for dis[’]
abled students.

1981

(1981). Unanswered questions on educating handil]
capped children in local public school. Comptroll]
ler General of the United States.

NARIC Accession Number: R00195

ABSTRACT: Report from the General Accounting OfT]
fice on the progress of United States schools in meeting

the goals of PL94-142, The Education for All Handil
capped Children Act of 1975, based on the review of
ten states. Examines the program and the controversy

over the estimated number of children to be served.

Defines problem areas such as eligibility criteria, indil[]
vidualized education program requirements, availability

of free appropriate public education, state service del’
livery, and federal administration. Discusses problems

and makes recommendations to Congress and the De[’
partment of Education.

1980

Fonosch, GG. (1980). Three years later: The im[]
pact of Section 504 regulations on higher educal
tion. Rehabilitation Literature, 41(7).

NARIC Accession Number: J05093

ABSTRACT: Discusses the impact of Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 on removing barriers to
higher education after three years of being in effect.
Examines the views of the federal and state govern]
ments, institutions, students, and the courts, in order to
formulate future directions for colleges and universil’
ties. Describes the Section 504 regulations and provides
examples of situations to stimulate creative problem
solving. Includes 26 references.

1977

(1977). Summary of selected legislation relating
to the handicapped 1975-76. Department of Health
Education and Welfare.

NARIC Accession Number: RO1152

ABSTRACT: Contains brief synopses of legislation en(’
acted by the 94th Congress which affects physically

and mentally handicapped persons. Summarizes major

legislation including the Developmentally Disabled As(]
sistance and Bill of Rights Act, Education for all Handi [
capped Children Act of 1975, National School Lunch

Act and Child Nutrition Act of 1966, Amendments of
1975, Special Health Revenue Sharing Act of 1975,

Supplemental Security Income Amendments, and Sol
cial Services Amendments. Describes other legislation

benefiting the handicapped. The appendices contain the

legislative history of the laws and cross references from

previous summaries.

Boston, B.O. (1977). Education policy and the Edu(’
cation for all Handicapped Children Act (PL 94/
142): A report of regional conferences, Jan-Apr,

1977.

NARIC Accession Number: R02098

ABSTRACT: Summarizes the results of nine regional

conferences focusing on PL 94-142 and its regulations.

Discusses the history of PL 94-142 and legislation re[]
lated to handicapped persons. Discusses difficulties

encountered by the state as a result of 94-142. Identil
fies four primary issues: the state education agency’s

supervisory role; funding; individualized education pro[]
grams; and due process and procedural safeguards.

Includes a directory of resources.

Hyer, A.L. (1977). View of PL 94-142 from the class[]
room: Instructional technology and the education

of all handicapped children: A collection of papers

by seventeen educators on some implications of PL

94-142.

NARIC Accession Number: R01012

ABSTRACT: Discusses problems and questions teach[]
ers are facing and which need to be addressed if PL

94-142 is to achieve its intended goals. Considers the

changing role of classroom teachers and the positions

of the National Education Association and the Ameri
can Federation of Teachers on the new act. Suggests

ways in which teacher’s anxieties about the new law

can be alleviated.




1975

(1975). Summary of selected legislation relating
to the handicapped 1974. Department of Health
Education and Welfare Office for Handicapped Inl]
dividuals.

NARIC Accession Number: RO1153

ABSTRACT: Contains brief synopses of legislation
enacted by the 93rd Congress which affects physically
and mentally handicapped persons. Summarizes major
legislation including Social Security Amendments, Re[]
habilitation Amendments of 1973, Education Amend(]
ments of 1974, Housing and Community Development
Act of 1974, Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 1974,
and Social Services Amendments of 1974. Describes
other legislation benefiting the handicapped. The ap[’
pendices contain a table tracing the development of each
law through the legislative process and cross references
from previous summaries.

1968

(1968). Summary of selected legislation relating

to the handicapped 1963-1967. Department of
Health Education and Welfare.

NARIC Accession Number: RO1154

ABSTRACT: Traces the historical development of four

major laws affecting the handicapped. Reviews in some

detail 26 laws enacted from 1963 to 1967. The appen’
dix provides a table tracing the legislative history of the

bills including the Social Security Act Amendments of
1963, Mental Retardation Facilities and Community

Mental Health Centers Construction Act of 1963, E1[J
ementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, and

Vocational Rehabilitation Amendments of 1965.

Full-text copies of these documents may be avail
able through NARIC's document delivery service.

To order any of the documents listed above, note

the accession number and call an information spe!
cialist at 800/346-2742. Or you can order onlinet

at www.naric.com/services/requestform.cfm.

There is a charge of five cents for copying and ship!’
ping with a 85 minimum on all orders. Internal’l
tional shipping fees may apply.
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Documents from the Education Resource
Information Center (ERIC) search at
www.eric.ed.gov are listed below:

2007

(2007). Title —Improving the academic achievel
ment of the disadvantaged; Individuals with Dis(!
abilities Education Act (IDEA). Final rule. Fed[]
eral Register, Part IV, Department of Education,

34 CFR Parts 200 and 300. National Archives and
Records Administration, Federal Register 72(67),

17748-17781.

ERIC #: ED496143

ABSTRACT: The Secretary amends the regulations

governing programs administered under Title I of the

Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as

amended by the No Child Left Behind Act 0of 2001 (rel
ferred to in these regulations as the Title I program)

and the regulations governing programs under Part B

of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA)

(referred to in these regulations as the IDEA program).

These regulations provide States with additional flex™
ibility regarding State, local educational agency, and

school accountability for the achievement of a small

group of students with disabilities whose progress is such

that, even after receiving appropriate instruction, includ[’]
ing special education and related services designed to

address the students’ individual needs, the students’ in[|
dividualized education program (IEP) teams (IEP

Teams) are reasonably certain that the students will not

achieve grade-level proficiency within the year covered

by the students’ IEPs. These regulations are effective

May 9, 2007.

Hyatt, Keith J. (2007). The new IDEA: Changes,
concerns, and questions. [ntervention in School
and Clinic, 42(3), 131-136.

ERIC #: EJ757887

ABSTRACT: The new amendments to the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act became effective in July
2005 and contained a number of important changes to
the current law. Some of the major changes regarding
highly qualified teachers, alignment with the No Child
Left Behind Act 0f 2001, eligibility, the Individualized
Education Program process, and procedural safeguards
will be discussed, because those areas have an immedil]
ate impact on school personnel as well as on eligible
children and their families.
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Motwani, Mona. (2007). The ADA and IDEA Ball
sics: Inclusion of children with disabilities. Ex![]
change: The Early Childhood Leaders’ Magazine

Since 1978, 174, 14-19.

ERIC #: EJ755707

ABSTRACT: This article discusses the American with

Disabilities Act (ADA) and the Individuals with Disabilil’]
ties Education Act (IDEA). The ADA is a federal civil

rights law that was passed in 1990 with the aim of secur(]
ing equal rights for persons with disabilities in the em[]
ployment, housing, government, transportation, and publ(’]
lic accommodation contexts. It was passed in an effort

to provide equal opportunities to people with disabilities.

IDEA is an entitlement law that provides early interven[]
tion and special education services to children, ages 07
21, who qualify for them. It guarantees children with dis[]
abilities the same access to education as children who do

not have disabilities. The author presents two inclusive

child care projects that support parents and providers so

that they can provide quality, inclusive child care for chil[]
dren who have special needs. These projects are often

funded by private donors, non-profit organizations, and

state and local government funds.

2006

Cole, Cassandra. (2006). Closing the achievement
fap series: Part III. What is the impact of NCLB on
the inclusion of students with disabilities? Educall
tion Policy Brief, 4(11), Fall 2006. Center for Evaluall
tion and Education Policy, Indiana University

ERIC #: ED495750

ABSTRACT: This policy brief examines several ques(’]
tions regarding the impact of No Child Left Behind
(NCLB) on students with disabilities, including: (1) What
are the benefits of the law; (2) What are the unintended
consequences; and (3) Does NCLB conflict with the fed
eral Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement
Act. In addition, the author conducted an online survey
of Indiana superintendents, principals and directors of spe[’
cial education to understand the views of educators. Rec[’
ommendations also are offered, such as developing a secl’
ond alternate assessment for students with cognitive dis[’
abilities who may not qualify under the current alternate
assessment guidelines. This brief highlights many of the
unintended consequences of NCLB for students with dis[]
abilities; likewise, it highlights the critical reasons why
students with disabilities should be held to high standards
and participate in accountability systems to monitor their
learning. [This policy brief was produced by the Center
for Evaluation and Education Policy, Indiana State UnilJ
versity School of Education; and Indiana Institute on Dis[]
ability and Community.]

Cortiella, Candace. (2006). NCLB and IDEA: What

parents of students with disabilities need to know

and do. National Center on Educational Outcomes,

University of Minnesota.

ERIC #: ED495910

ABSTRACT: The No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB)

and the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

(IDEA) are two of the nation’s most important federal

laws relating to the education of children. While NCLB

seeks to improve the education of all children—with an

emphasis on children from low-income families—IDEA

focuses on the individual child and seeks to ensure spel’]
cialized services for children with disabilities so that they

may benefit from education. Lately, these two laws have

taken on new importance to parents of students with

disabilities. NCLB provisions apply to all students, in[’
cluding those whose disabilities require special educa’
tion. So it is important that parents understand the rel’
quirements of NCLB. IDEA, in its latest update by

Congress, has been more closely aligned with NCLB,

making it equally important that parents become famil [
iar with the ways the two laws have been positioned to

work together to improve academic achievement of stul’]
dents with disabilities. This brief guide provides infor[
mation for parents about the meaning of NCLB; the

meaning of IDEA; how NCLB and IDEA work tol]
gether; academic content and achievement standards;

annual assessments; school accountability; and highly

qualified teachers. Sections providing answers to fre’
quently asked questions; a glossary; and a list of addi]
tional resources conclude the guide.

2005

(2005). 25th annual report to Congress on the imple!
mentation of the Individuals with Disabilities Edul]
cation Act, 2003. Volume 2. US Department of Edu]
cation.

ERIC #: ED485642

ABSTRACT: This annual report focuses on three goals.

First, the report is congruent with the No Child Left

Behind Act (NCLB). This means that the annual report

focuses on results and accountability throughout the text.

The second goal is to make the report more useful to

Congress, parents, each state, and other stakeholders.

This report concentrates on a more readable and user-

friendly style. It focuses on key state performance data

in accordance with the recommendations of the

President’s Commission. The third goal of the Office

of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services (OSEP)

is to make the report more visually appealing. The 2003

Annual Report to Congress has two volumes. The first

volume focuses on the children and students being




served under IDEA and provides profiles of individual
states’ special education environment. This volume,
Volume 2, contains all of the state-reported data tables
from OSEP’s Data Analysis System. OSEP’s goal in
separating the text of the report from the extensive
tables is to make the report usable to all readers. [For
Volume 1 of the 25th Annual Report to Congress, see
ED485641.]

Bejoian, Lynne M., & Reid, D. Kim. (2005). A Dis[]
ability studies perspective on the Bush educal]
tion agenda: The No Child Left behind Act of

2001. Equity and Excellence in Education, 38(3),

220-231.

ERIC #: EJ695456

ABSTRACT: Our educational system is undergoing

great scrutiny. The success of our nation’s schools and

their students is under serious evaluation and interpre [’
tation. Currently, one of the most visible and pertinent

“political products” impacting our schools and students

is the federal legislation No Child Left Behind 2002

(NCLB). Specific concerns arise around schools’ abil [
ity to include students with disabilities, among other

“disadvantaged groups,” in strategies for academic sucl’
cess. Disability Studies contends that the place and

positioning of disability is fundamentally political. This

article uses a Disability Studies lens to critique NCLB.

The potential benefits, problematic areas, and danger[’
ous aspects to schools, teachers, parents, students with

disabilities, and the community at large are presented

within this Disability Studies context.

Hoff, David J. (2005). States to get new options

on NCLB Law: More flexibility promised as spe[’
cial education rules eased. FEducation Week,

24(31), 38.

ERIC #: EJ759479

ABSTRACT: In her most noteworthy policy speech

since taking office in January, U.S. Secretary of Edul]
cation Margaret Spellings outlined how she would give

states new flexibility to implement the three-year-old

law. The Department of Education will entertain pro[’]
posals from states to waive rules under the federal No

Child Left Behind Act. The department also will soon

propose new rules for every state that would make it

easier to assess students with disabilities. While Ms.

Spellings said that she does not have the authority or

the desire to waive certain tenets of the law, she is

willing to address concerns she has heard from state

and local officials.
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Smith, Tom E.C. (2005). IDEA 2004: Another round

in the re-authorization process. Remedial & Spel]
cial Education, 26(6), 314-319.

ERIC #: EJ722325

ABSTRACT: The Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Act (IDEA) was recently reauthorized as the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of
2004. Several significant changes were made in the most

recent reauthorization. These included requirements for

“highly qualified” special education teachers; a track

that will result in full funding; changes in the composil’
tion of Individualized Education Programs (IEPs) and

committee involvement in the IEP process; transition

from school to post-school; identification procedures for

students with learning disabilities; due process hearings;

expulsion and suspension of students with disabilities;

and a host of other, less significant changes. Although

on the surface some of these changes appear to be

major, the primary purpose of IDEA—providing a free,

appropriate public education for children with disabili-

ties—remains intact.

Turnbull, H. Rutherford. (2005). Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act Reauthorization: Ac[]
countability and personal responsibility. Remedial

& Special Education, 26(6), 320-326.

ERIC #: EJ722326

ABSTRACT: The reauthorized Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA) is a school-reform law

closely aligned with the No Child Left Behind Act

(NCLB); a civil rights law; and a “cousin” of the 1996

welfare reform law. By imposing new or strengthened

accountability expectations on students with disabilities

and their parents, the reauthorized IDEA conveys a

message about personal responsibilities. In that respect,

it makes accountability—the hallmark of NCLB, and

one of the core concepts in the original (1975) and all

subsequent authorizations of IDEA—a bilateral conl]
cept: Congress, the SEAs, and the LEAs will assume

shared responsibilities for educating students with dis[’
abilities and benefiting their parents, but the students

and their parents must take on more responsibilities for

their own behavior and for their relationships with the

SEAs and LEAs.

2004

(2004). Comparison of key provisions: IDEA 97
and the IDEA as amended (IDEA ’04). Learning
Disabilities Association of America.

ERIC #: ED485980

ABSTRACT: On December 3, President Bush signed
into law the “Individuals with Disabilities Education Im[]
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provement Act of 2004,” amending IDEA *97. These

amendments continue the focus on educating children

with disabilities, to the maximum extent possible, in the

general education curriculum and go a step further by

aligning many of the provisions with the No Child Left

Behind Act. This document summarizes key provisions

that of particular interest to families and the profes(]
sionals that serve them. [For a related document, see

ED485979.]

Nolan, Joseph E. (2004). The U.S. Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act (IDEA): Tracing inlJ
clusion and exclusion of the disabled from Ford

to Bush II. Online Submission, paper presented at

the Society of History of Education (U.K.) Confer[]
ence (Dublin, Ireland, Nov 25, 2004)

ERIC #: ED490776

ABSTRACT: The United States Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act (IDEA) is 30 years of age. IDEA

affords individuals with physical or cognitive disabilities

(through age 21) a free appropriate public education,

an individualized education plan, and many accommo(’]
dations in an attempt to include those with disabilities in

the educational experience. Throughout its brief his(]
tory, the party in power has, through amendment of the

law, presidential action or inaction, or litigation opened

the door to those with disabilities in some cases and

supported de facto exclusion in others. This paper dis[’]
plays a timeline tracing the effects of the legislation, in

its various forms, on the disabled populace. All manil]
festations of the law will were examined: from its oril]
gin during the Ford administration; amendments in the

George Herbert Walker Bush and Clinton administral’
tions, to reauthorization under the current government.

Corresponding litigation brought by advocates and op[’]
ponents was dissected as to its effects on education

access for those with disabilities. Additionally, the efl]
fects of educational reform on students with disabilities

are examined by discussion of the controversial “No

Child Left Behind” law. Finally, the paper discusses the

2004 election results and its probable implications on

the future of disability education legislation.

Samuels, Christina A. (2004). Congress on verge

of reauthorizing special ed. law. FEducation Week,

24(13), 29.

ERIC #: EJ755794

ABSTRACT: Congress was poised late on November

19", 2004 to reauthorize the main federal special edu’
cation law, after a House-Senate conference commit(]
tee hammered out bipartisan compromise designed to

improve the educational opportunities of some 6.7 mil[]
lion children with disabilities. The House voted 397-3
on November 19" to approve the latest version of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The
reauthorized IDEA would mandate quality standards
for special education teachers, streamline disciplinary
actions involving students with disabilities, and attempt
to reduce the number of lawsuits stemming from the
statute.

2002

Gaddy, Barbara, McNulty, Brian, & Waters, Tim.

(2002). The reauthorization of the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act: Moving toward a more

unified system. Policy brief.

ERIC #: ED467140

ABSTRACT: This policy brief on the reauthorization

of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA)

is based on March 2002, discussions involving chief state

school officers and state directors of special education

from five Western states and staff of Western educal’
tional research and policy organizations. It focuses on

those issues that are fundamental to successfully mov[]
ing toward a more unified education system — one that

incorporates both IDEA and the No Child Left Behind

Act of 2001. These issues include: (1) the need for in[]
creased and more flexible funding along with account(’
ability; (2) closer alignment between the processes and

policies of IDEA and the No Child Left Behind Act; (3)

an accountability system focused on learning; and (4)

building teacher and administrator capacity. The paper

concludes that if these issues are addressed, the unl]
necessary labeling of students will decrease and dis[]
tricts will be better able to meet the needs of students

with disabilities as well as those of at-risk students. It

suggests that the confluence of the reauthorization of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, the rel]
authorization of IDEA, and the standards movement

has provided an unprecedented opportunity to help all

students meet high standards.

2001

Pizzuro, Salvatore (2001). The Individuals with Dis!]
abilities Education Act and the nature of American
politics: A handbook on public policy.

ERIC #: ED455633

ABSTRACT: This handbook is designed to serve as a
report on negotiations that took place during the 104th
and 105th Congresses that lead to the passage of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA)




amendments of 1997. In addition, the events and changes
in the cultural climate during the 106th Congress and its
impact on IDEA is also discussed, along with the likely
impact of the 107th Congress and the George W. Bush
administration. Specific chapters of the handbook ad[’
dress: (1) the nature of American politics; (2) judicial
and legislative beginnings; (3) special education before
the 88th Congress; (4) opposition from President Nixon;
(5) the guarantee of free appropriate public education;
(6) the establishment of the U.S. Department of Edu-
cation; (7) the politics of educational inclusion; (8) the
impact of family experiences on public policy and the
influence of congressional staff; (9) the results/account-
ability initiative; (10) the HOPPE group and final mark [
up; (11) Republican congressional opposition to proposed
regulations; and (12) the increase in students with dis[’]
abilities. The book concludes that many of the same
issues that were present when IDEA was passed in
1975 still exist.

1999

Knoblauch, Bernadette, & McLane, Kathleen. (1999).
An overview of the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act Amendments of 1997 (P.L. 105-17):
Update 1999. ERIC Digest E576.

ERIC #: ED433668

ABSTRACT: This digest summarizes changes in the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) in
the reauthorization and amendments of 1997, Public Law
105-17. These changes include: participation of students
with disabilities in state and district-wide assessment
programs, development and review of the individual [
ized education program, enhanced parent participation
in eligibility and placement decisions, streamlined stul’
dent evaluation and re-evaluation requirements, a rel
quired statement of transition service needs for adoles[’]
cents, availability of mediation for resolving parent-
school differences, standards for disciplinary procedures
for students with disabilities, and flexible age limits for
identifying young children as developmentally delayed.
Highlights of the new law are also identified concern(’
ing: outcomes and standards (e.g., establish student per[]
formance goals and indicators); evaluations and curl]
riculum (e.g., accommodations and modifications needed
for assessment participation), procedural safeguards
(e.g., parental access to all records of their child); dis(]
cipline (e.g., temporary suspension of students with dis[’]
abilities); early intervention and preschool services (e.g.,
early intervention services in natural environments); and
teacher training and preparation (training for primary
grade regular teachers).
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1998

Gartner, Alan, Lipsky, Dorothy Kerzner. (1998). The

1997 re-authorization of IDEA: Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act. NCERI Bulletin, Spring

1998.

ERIC #: ED445446

ABSTRACT: This bulletin on the 1997 reauthorization

of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act rel’
views ten provisions of the Act that support inclusive

education, including: (1) language in the “Findings” secl’
tion of the law that states the education of students with

disabilities can be made more effective by having high

expectations for students and ensuring their success in

the general education curriculum; (2) a requirement that

in the referral process schools give consideration to fac[’
tors other than disability that may be affecting a student’s

performance; (3) a requirement that a general educal’
tion teacher be on the Individualized Education Program

team; (4) a requirement that a decision to exclude a

student from general education must be justified; (5) a

requirement that special education students be taught

the general curriculum, not a separate special educal’
tion curriculum; (6) a requirement that states establish

performance goals for students with disabilities; (7) an

end to the stricture that the use of special education

funds may have only “incidental benefits” for general

education students; (8) enhanced rights of parents; (9)

funds for personnel preparation of general educators;

and (10) a requirement that states funding formulas be

placement neutral.

1997

(1997). Implementation of the Individuals with Dis( |
abilities Education Act: Section 618. Nineteenth an!
nual report to Congress. Department of Education,

Washington, DC.

ERIC #: ED412721

ABSTRACT: The 19th annual report to Congress on

the implementation of the Individuals with Disabilities

Education Act (IDEA) is organized around a model which

views educational results as products of three sets of
factors: the context and environment in which the edul’
cation is provided, student characteristics, and school

programs and services. Section One, on context/envi-

ronmental factors discusses five factors: (1) general

education reform, (2) poverty among children: The im[]
pact on special education, (3) the cost of special educal’
tion, (4) social problems such as drug abuse and viol]
lence in schools, and (5) the disproportionate represen[’
tation of racial minority students in special education.
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Section Two, on student characteristics, focuses on four

groups of students: infants and toddlers with disabilities

served under IDEA, Part H; children served under the

IDEA, Part B Preschool Grants Program; other stul’
dents served under IDEA, Part B; and students with

attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Section Three,

on school programs and services has seven modules

on: (1) the continuum of placements (from regular

classes to residential facilities); (2) inclusion of students

with disabilities in statewide assessments; (3) develop[]
ing a partnership between families and professionals;

(4) the continuum of options in dispute resolution; (5)

monitoring compliance with IDEA; (6) advances in

teaching and instructional design; and (7) advances in

technology for special education. A fourth section, on

student results, contains two modules, the first module

highlights the Part H Longitudinal Study, and the sec(]
ond module reports on secondary completion rates for

students served under IDEA. Extensive appendices prol]
vide data tables (child count, educational environments,

personnel data, exiting data, population and enrollment

data, financial data, and early intervention); summaries

of state agency/federal evaluation studies; profiles of
the program agenda; activities of the regional resource

centers; and summaries of activities and results of the

state transition grants.

Turnbull, A., & Turnbull, R. (1997). The constitu
tional and programmatic grounding of IDEA. Jour!|
nal of the Association for Persons with Severe
Handicaps, 22(2), 83-85.

ERIC #: EJ599134

ABSTRACT: This commentary discusses the underly(]
ing constitutional principles in the Individuals with Dis[’]
abilities Education Act (IDEA). Equal protection and
equal access for children with disabilities, procedural
due process and empowerment, substantive due pro[’
cess and self-determination, least restrictive environ[]
ment and the continuum, and policy consistency and an
inclusive America are discussed.

1996

(1996). Summary of the 17th annual report to Con[]
gress on special education. Liaison Bulletin,
25(10).

ERIC #: ED392186

ABSTRACT: This newsletter theme issue presents
highlights from the “Seventeenth Annual Report to Con[’
gress” on the implementation, impact, and effectivel’
ness of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA). It presents 19 tables and one figure reproduced

from the annual report. The issue covers: (1) funding

for IDEA Part B and Chapter One of the Elementary

and Secondary Education Act; (2) child count data, by

year from 1976-77 to 1993-94, by disability category,

by age, and by state; (3) placement (data on students

served in different educational environments); (4) exit

(data on number and percentage of students exiting

educational programs by disability); (5) personnel (data

for special education teachers and other personnel); (6)

infants, toddlers, and preschool children (number rel
ceiving early intervention services by state); (7) relal’
tionship of secondary school experiences to the early

post-school results of youth with disabilities; (8) state

and national assessments of students with disabilities;

(9) special education finance; (10) assisting states and

localities; and (11) serving students with disabilities in

rural areas.

(1996). Implementation of the Individuals with Dis| |
abilities Education Act: Eighteenth annual report

to Congress. Department of Education, Washing!]
ton, DC.

ERIC #: ED400673

ABSTRACT: The 18th annual report to Congress on

the implementation of the Individuals with Disabilities

Education Act (IDEA) describes the Department of
Education’s efforts to work with the States to maxil]
mize results for students with disabilities and to assess

the impact and effectiveness of the Act. Current and

historical service patterns for school-age students with

disabilities are discussed in chapter one, including nal’l
tional statistics, analyses generated from State-reported

data to the Office of Special Education Programs

(OSEP), and analysis of federal funding patterns. Chap[]
ter two reviews the implementation of the Preschool

Grants Program (included in Part B of IDEA), the Early

Intervention Program for Infants and Toddlers with Dis[’
abilities (Part H of IDEA), and other OSEP-funded

projects for infants and young children with disabilities.

Chapter three describes the progress made toward

achieving full participation of students with disabilities

in their schools and communities, analyzing educational

placements and systems change. Chapter four outlines

the challenges to providing special education services

to students from culturally and linguistically diverse

backgrounds, particularly in urban settings, and describes

services and programs found to be effective in serving

these populations. Chapter five focuses on OSEP’s efl]
forts to ensure continuous progress in achieving educa™
tional results for children with disabilities while main[]
taining procedural compliance with IDEA. Extensive

data tables are appended, dealing with child count, edul’




cational environments, personnel, exiting, population and

enrollment, financing, and early intervention. Other ap [’
pendices present summaries and abstracts of the State

Agency/Federal Evaluation Studies Program, listings of
activities of the Regional Resource Centers and recipil’
ents of State Transition Grants, and a description of the

methodology used to project personnel needs.

Rosenfeld, S. James. (1996). Section 504 and IDEA:
Basic Similarities and Differences.

ERIC #: ED427487

ABSTRACT: This paper is designed to familiarize par[]
ents of children with disabilities about why and how
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 affects
the education of children with disabilities, to illustrate
the differences between Section 504 and the Individul’
als with Disabilities Education Act, and to provide a ball
sic explanation of how Section 504 works. The purpose
of Section 504 is stated as the elimination of impedil]
ments to full participation by persons with disabilities.
Section 504 is described as protecting all persons with
a disability who have a physical or mental impairment
which substantially limits one or more major life activi[]
ties, have a record of such impairments, or are regarded
as having such impairment. Information is provided on
Section 504 regulations that address: (1) free appropril]
ate public education; (2) student evaluation; (3) placel]
ment decisions; (4) procedural safeguards, including
parental notice, consent, and impartial hearings; and (5)
complaints and compliance.

Underwood, Julie, & others. (1996). Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act: A legal primer.

ERIC #: ED399637

ABSTRACT: The concept of integrating children with
disabilities into public school classrooms has paralleled
the movement to integrate children of different races.
In 1975, Congress enacted the Education for All Handi [’
capped Children Act of 1975 (EAHCA), which became
effective in 1977. Through regulations detailing precise
procedural guidelines, EAHCA has attempted to define
the major components of a free appropriate public edul’
cation for children with disabilities. In 1990, Congress
reauthorized the EAHCA and changed its title to the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act of 1990
(IDEA). This guidebook describes court litigation del’
fining the application of the act with respect to the fol[]
lowing areas: eligibility, assessment, individualized edul’]
cation program, appropriateness, least restrictive envil
ronment, related services, residential placements,
changes in placement, expulsion, private schools, due
process procedures, and remedies for violations. Ap[]
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pendices contain subchapters [ and II of IDEA, selected
federal regulations, and a U.S. Department of Educal’
tion memorandum on discipline of children with disabili[]
ties.

1995

(1995). Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

Amendments of 1995: Reauthorization of the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Ser!]
vices (ED), Washington, DC.

ERIC #: ED399739

ABSTRACT: This prospectus describes the U.S. Del]
partment of Education’s legislative proposal for the rel’
authorization of the Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Act (IDEA), as reflected in two bills: H.R. 1986

and S. 1075. The report outlines the purposes of IDEA

and its positive impact. The report then presents six

principles of the Department’s vision for IDEA: (1) align

IDEA with state and local education improvement efl’]
forts, (2) improve results for students with disabilities

through higher expectations and access to the general

curriculum, (3) address individual needs in the least re[’]
strictive environment for the student, (4) provide famil]
lies and teachers with necessary knowledge and train[’
ing to effectively support students’ learning, (5) focus

on teaching and learning, and (6) strengthen early in[’
tervention to help ensure that every child starts school

ready to learn. Specific proposals address the issues of
assessment, individualized education programs, state

performance goals, student evaluations, eligibility, fed ]
eral and state funding formulas, record-keeping and

paperwork, services for minority students, comprehen(’]
sive support programs, the connection between famil’
lies and schools, and safe and disciplined classrooms.

Appendices include information on parents’ rights and

due process.

Wenkart, Ronald D. (1995). The Americans with

Disabilities Act and its impact on public educall
tion. A Legal Memorandum, Apr 1995.

ERIC #: ED381912

ABSTRACT: This paper summarizes implications of
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) on public

education. It notes similarities between the ADA and

Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 which

already prohibits discrimination against people with dis[’]
abilities in most public schools. The ADA is seen as

having its main impact in the area of employment, with

school districts being required to make reasonable acl’
commodations for people with disabilities and prohib[’
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ited from requiring a medical examination prior to an
offer of employment. The ADA is not seen as affect[]
ing requirements of the Individuals with Disabilities Edul’
cation Act to provide students with disabilities a free
and appropriate education. The paper first addresses
general provisions of the ADA, then reviews provisions
of Title I regarding employment, Title II regarding pub[’]
lic services, and Title V (miscellaneous provisions). Case
law interpreting Section 504 and IDEA is then reviewed,
addressing the issues of: (1) the definition of a “qualil’
fied individual with a disability”; (2) what “reasonable
accommodations” include; and (3) what is a “free ap[]
propriate public education.”

1994

(1994). Implementation of the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act: Sixteenth annual report to

Congress. Special Education Programs (ED/

OSERS), Washington, DC.

ERIC #: ED373531

ABSTRACT: The 16th annual report to Congress del]
scribes progress in implementing the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) based on data coll]
lection and analysis of the Office of Special Education

Programs (OSEP). A list of acronyms and an execul]
tive summary providing highlights of the report by chap[
ter precede the report’s main body. The seven chap[]
ters then present comprehensive information on the fol[
lowing topics: (1) school-age students with disabilities

served, placement and exiting patterns, and personnel

who provide special education and related services; (2)

the role of IDEA, Part H and the Preschool Grant Pro(]
gram in meeting the needs of infants, toddlers, and pre![]
school children with disabilities; (3) aspects of the school

programs and educational results for students with dis[’]
abilities in regular secondary schools based on the Nall
tional Longitudinal Transition Study; (4) special efforts

to achieve better results for children and youth with

serious emotional disturbance; (5) results for students

with disabilities based on work of the National Center

on Educational Outcomes; (6) OSEP efforts to assist

states and localities including the three-year staggered

review process and training in developing state plans;

and (7) a review of the literature on provision of ser[]
vices to Native American students with disabilities. Ex[]
tensive appendices include: 64 data tables, information

on OSEP personnel training activities, a listing of spel]
cial studies contracts concerned with evaluation of
IDEA, summaries and abstracts of state agency/fed-

eral evaluation studies programs, profiles of the pro[]
gram agenda, a summary of Regional Resource Cenl

ter activities, and information on OSEP activities sup[]
porting transition services for youth with disabilities.

(1994). Reauthorization of the Individuals with Dis
abilities Education Act: Issues and perspectives.

Policy Forum Report (Washington, D.C., Septem!]
ber 22, 1994).

ERIC #: ED379893

ABSTRACT: This document describes a policy forum

convened to consider the reauthorization of the Indil’
viduals with Disabilities Education Act. The forum fo[’
cused on three critical issues: (1) categorical eligibility,

(2) initial assessment, and (3) triennial assessment. For

the topic of categorical eligibility, comments are sum[]
marized in five sections: comments in support of elimil]
nation of the categorical approach; comments opposing

change at this time; comments supporting revisions

within the categorical approach; general comments re(’
lated to eligibility; and state specific comments. Com[]
ments concerning assessment and triennial re-evalua-

tion are also excerpted from the forum discussion. A

summary statement by Tom Hehir, Director of the OfT]
fice of Special Education Programs, Department of
Education, cautions that these issues be looked at holis[]
tically and that the total system including better person(]
nel preparation must be examined. Appendices include

a participant list, the meeting agenda, a paper titled “A

Study of the Three Year Reevaluation Process” by

Lucian Parshall and James R. Nuttall, and a position

statement of the National Association of School Psy[]
chologists.

(1994). Recommendations for the reauthorization of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.

National Association of State Directors of Special

Education, Alexandria, VA.

ERIC #: ED389124

ABSTRACT: Recommendations for changes to the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) are

offered by the National Association of State Directors

of Special Education. Definitions of terms used in the

legislation are provided. The following provisions are

covered: regulation requirements/negotiated rulemaking,

flexible funding, content of state plans, local applical’
tion, maintenance of effort, procedural safeguards, moni[’|
toring standards, a developmental delay category, age

extension for preschool grants, regional resource and

federal centers, programs for children with severe dis[’]
abilities, postsecondary education, secondary education

and transitional services, programs for children with se(’
rious emotional disturbance and pilot programming for

the hearing impaired, grants for personnel training, grants




to State Education Agencies and institutions for
traineeships, clearinghouses, research and demonstral’
tion projects for dealing with children in a range of set[’]
tings, and school-wide programs. In addition, general
recommendations are offered regarding: full funding of
IDEA, deletion of references to “disability category,”
triennial evaluations, and a protection and advocacy sys[]
tem.

1993

(1993). Implementation of the Individuals with Dis[]
abilities Education Act: Fifteenth annual report to

Congress. Office of Special Education and Rehall
bilitative Services.

ERIC #: ED363058

ABSTRACT: This fifteenth annual report is intended

to provide Congress with a status report on the nation’s

progress in providing a free appropriate public educal’
tion for all children with disabilities, as required under

the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

First, an executive summary identifies report highlights.

Among these highlights are: a 3.9 percent increase in

the number of children and youth with disabilities; full

implementation of Part H requirements (services to in[’
fants, toddlers, and preschool children) by 18 states; a

movement towards greater independence for out-of-

school youth with disabilities; and increased training for

federal officials responsible for reviewing and approv [’
ing state plans. Chapter one provides national statistics

and child count data for school year 1991-92 on num/[]
bers of children receiving services in various catego!]
ries and settings, exit status, and personnel employed

and needed. Chapter two discusses early childhood pro(’]
grams for children with disabilities, with emphasis on

Part H and Section 619 of IDEA as well as two discre [’
tionary programs to improve service delivery. The inde[’
pendence of out-of-school youth with disabilities is the

subject of chapter three, which reports data from the

National Longitudinal Transition Study on outcomes for

youth with disabilities three to five years after leaving

school. Chapter four describes federal efforts to assist

states and localities in implementing special education

and related services, with particular attention to activil
ties of the Office of Special Education Programs

(OSEP). Additional detail is provided in appendices

which include data tables, OSEP special education per[’
sonnel training information, information about special

studies contracts on evaluation of IDEA, summaries

and abstracts of state agency/federal evaluation stud[’
ies, information about additional special populations, and

profiles of the program agenda.
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Kupper, Lisa, ed. (1993). Questions and answers
about the IDEA. NICHCY News Digest, 3(2).
ERIC #: ED370273

ABSTRACT: This digest examines the mandates and
requirements of the Individuals with Disabilities Educal’
tion Act (IDEA). (Its scope does not include the IDEA’s
Part H program.) The digest gives a brief history of the
IDEA, procedures for obtaining a copy of the IDEA
and its regulations, and procedures for obtaining a copy
of an individual state’s special education law. A section
on the purposes and promises of the IDEA reviews the
definition of a free appropriate public education, eligil
bility requirements, the concept of the least restrictive
environment, and types of related services. The next
section discusses how to access special education serl]
vices, focusing on evaluation of the child, parental dis™
agreement with evaluation results, use of evaluation
results, and re-evaluations. The Individualized Educall
tion Program (IEP) is described, and information is pro[’]
vided on the role of educators and parents in developing
the IEP. Procedural safeguards established to protect
the rights of parents and students and to provide a mechal]
nism for resolving disputes are reviewed. The IDEA’s
definitions of disabilities and IDEA regulations concern[]
ing selected components of the IEP are attached.

1992

(1992). Implementation of the Individuals with Dis’]
abilities Education Act. Fourteenth annual report

to Congress. U.S. Department of Education’s Ofl]
fice of Special Education Program.

ERIC #: ED347779

ABSTRACT: This 14th annual report to Congress del’]
scribes the nation’s progress in providing a free approl’
priate public education to all children with disabilities.

Chapter one provides statistics on numbers of children

receiving special education and related services, num/[]
bers of children receiving special education services in

various settings, the exiting status of special education

students, and the numbers of school personnel available

and needed to provide such services. Early childhood

activities are the focus of Chapter two which discusses

the implementation of Part H of the Individuals with

Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), Section 619 which

contains incentives for States to serve more children

with disabilities between the ages of three and five, per[’
sonnel issues, and the Early Childhood Program for

Children with Disabilities. Chapter three reports on a

national study addressing the transition of youth with

disabilities from secondary school to early adulthood.

The last chapter describes administrative and program(’]
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matic efforts to assist State and local education agen
cies. These include formula and discretionary grant pro[’
grams, monitoring the development and implementation
of State policies, grants supporting systems change, and
technical assistance. Extensive appendixes include data
tables; data on special education personnel training; sum(’]
mary reports concerning needed improvements, IDEA,
state agency/federal evaluation studies; special populal’
tions; children with deaf blindness; and tables showing
educational placement trends.

(1992). The Individuals with Disabilities Educal]
tion Act (IDEA). Legal Foundations, Number 2.

Special Education Programs (ED/OSERS), Washing[]
ton, DC.

ERIC #: ED357553

ABSTRACT: This paper describes highlights of the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) that

have a high impact on the delivery of special education

services. IDEA’s eight parts are outlined, and then two

parts are discussed in more detail: (1) Part B, which

authorizes federal grants to states to help underwrite

the costs of educating children with disabilities and sets

out the conditions states must meet to qualify for these

grants; and (2) Part H, which provides grants to states

for children from birth to two years of age who have

developmental delays, have conditions that typically re[”
sult in delay, or are at risk of substantial developmental

delay. Components of an Individualized Education Pro™
gram, an Individualized Family Services Plan, and a Tran[’
sition Services Plan are listed. Nine print or organizal]
tional resources are also listed.

1991

Zirkel, Perry A. (1991). Special Education Law Upl[]
date II. Wests Education Law Reporter, 66(3), 9010
08.

ERIC #: EJ427014

ABSTRACT: An annotated outline provides recent case
law in special education since the last update in volume
56 of this journal. Based on the 1990 amendments to
the Education of the Handicapped Act, references are
in the form of the acronym for its new title, the Indil]
viduals with Disabilities Education Act.

1989

Heslep, Robert D. (1989). Education in PL94-142.
Journal of Research and Development in Educall
tion, 22(4), 1-13.

ERIC #: EJ398429

ABSTRACT: The Education for All Handicapped Chil [
dren Act of 1975 (EAHCA) is examined with regard to
the law’s view of education. This inquiry maintains that
EAHCA holds that education is not only academic in[’
struction but also whatever makes academic instruc[’
tion possible.

1982

Ballard, Joseph, ed., et al. (1982). Special education

in America: Its legal and governmental foundations.

ERIC #: ED276232

ABSTRACT: The text presents six chapters on the

legal and governmental bases of special education. In

the Introduction, F. Weintraub and J. Ballard cite the

legislative and litigative history of P.L. 94-142, the Edu(]
cation for All Handicapped Children Act, and briefly

address information sources on such policy issues as

procedural safeguards, underserved populations, and

standards of practice. In Chapter 2, “The Education for
All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (P.L. 94-142):

Its History, Origins, and Concepts,” J. Zettel and J.

Ballard review court cases and state and federal legis(]
lation, and list the rights of handicapped children, in[
cluding the right to an appropriate education and the

right to be educated in the least restrictive environment.

J. Zettel in “Implementing the Right to a Free Public

Education” analyzes five aspects of P.L. 94-142: zero

reject, individualized education programs, least restric(]
tive environment, nondiscriminatory testing and evalual]
tion, and due process. In “Section 504: The Larger

Umbrella,” M. Gerry and J. Benton examine Section

504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 in terms of its

litigative background, statutory and regulatory setting,

and enforcement. “The Education of Gifted and Tal’
ented Children from a Federal Perspective” by J. Zettel

describes the cyclical nature of support and interest in

education for gifted students. In the final chapter, “In]
terpreting the Rights of Exceptional Citizens through

Judicial Action,” B. Smith and J. Barresi summarize

significant cases concerning issues that have surfaced

since passage of P.L. 94-142, including compensatory

services, suspension and expulsion, and bilingual spel’
cial education. Appendixes include a paper by J. Barresi

and B. Ramirez, “The Federal Program Presence Acl
companying P.L. 94-142,” a list of federal laws for the

handicapped from 1827 to 1981, and a list of resources.

Johnson, T. Page. (1982). The Supreme Court and
the education of handicapped children. A Legal
Memorandum, Sept., 1982.

ERIC #: ED224096




ABSTRACT: By deciding some cases and refusing

others, the United States Supreme Court has begun to

provide answers to some of the legal questions conl’
cerning the interpretation of two federal statutes: Sec[’
tion 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Edu™
cation for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (Pub[
lic Law 94-142). The first of these statutes imposes a

duty on recipients of federal funds to avoid discriminat[’]
ing against “otherwise qualified” handicapped persons.

In Southeastern Community College v. Davis, the Court

determined that “otherwise qualified” meant qualified

“in spite of a handicap.” The ruling in this case has

since served as a standard in several other cases. The

Court refused to review some cases involving alleged

violations of Public Law 94-142, despite the apparent

disregard by lower courts of a related Court decision

that disallowed the establishment by Congress of retro[’]
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