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our disposal so they are coordinated in 
such a way that the recipients become 
the beneficiaries of this coordinated 
approach, then I think it will tremen-
dously aid in the development of our 
young people. It is a great piece of leg-
islation. It is a great idea. It is a great 
concept. I simply want to add my voice 
to those who are in support of it and 
urge that we support it. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) for his support and com-
ments and the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HINOJOSA) for his support, as well, 
and the support of the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). I have enjoyed 
working with these gentlemen on this 
project and the staff. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways a pleasure to work with Congress-
man OSBORNE, and I want to say that I 
think this piece of legislation is one 
that is going to be very beneficial. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COLE of Oklahoma). The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 856, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman 
Williams, one of his secretaries. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 30TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF ENACTMENT OF EDUCATION 
FOR ALL HANDICAPPED CHIL-
DREN ACT OF 1975 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 288) 
recognizing the 30th anniversary of the 
enactment of the Education For All 
Handicapped Children Act of 1975 and 
reaffirming support for the Individuals 
With Disabilities Education Act so 
that all children with disabilities have 
access to a free appropriate public edu-
cation in the least restrictive environ-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 288 

Whereas the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act of 1975 (Public Law 94– 
142) was signed into law 30 years ago on No-
vember 29, 1975, and amended the State grant 

program under part B of the Education of 
the Handicapped Act; 

Whereas the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act of 1975 established the 
Federal priority of ensuring that all chil-
dren, regardless of the nature or severity of 
their disability, have available to them a 
free appropriate public education in the least 
restrictive environment; 

Whereas the Education of the Handicapped 
Act was further amended by the Education 
of the Handicapped Act Amendments of 1986 
(Public Law 99–457) to create a preschool 
grant program for children with disabilities 
aged 3 through 5 and an early intervention 
program for infants and toddlers with dis-
abilities under 3 years of age and their fami-
lies; 

Whereas the Education of the Handicapped 
Act Amendments of 1990 (Public Law 101–476) 
renamed the statute as the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA); 

Whereas IDEA currently serves an esti-
mated 269,000 infants and toddlers, 679,000 
preschoolers, and 6,000,000 children aged 6 to 
21; 

Whereas IDEA has assisted in a dramatic 
reduction in the number of children with de-
velopmental disabilities who must live in 
State institutions away from their families; 

Whereas the number of children with dis-
abilities who complete high school with 
standard diplomas has grown significantly 
since the enactment of IDEA; 

Whereas the number of children with dis-
abilities who enroll in college as freshmen 
has more than tripled since the enactment of 
IDEA; 

Whereas IDEA promotes partnerships be-
tween parents of children with disabilities 
and education professionals in the design and 
implementation of the special education and 
related services provided to children with 
disabilities; 

Whereas IDEA has raised the Nation’s ex-
pectations regarding the abilities of children 
with disabilities by requiring access to the 
general education curriculum; 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization of IDEA 
ensures that children with disabilities are 
guaranteed a quality education based on the 
high academic standards required under the 
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (Public Law 
107–110); 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization strength-
ens IDEA’s focus on the educational results 
of children with disabilities and better pre-
pares those children for employment or fur-
ther education beyond high school; 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization further 
enables special education teachers, related 
services providers, other educators, and 
State and local educational agencies to focus 
on promoting the academic achievement of 
children with disabilities; 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization main-
tains the necessary procedural safeguards 
that guarantee the rights of children with 
disabilities and their parents while encour-
aging the mutual resolution of disputes and 
reducing unnecessary litigation; 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization continues 
to ensure the provision of a free appropriate 
public education to students referred to a 
private school by a public agency and en-
sures the provision of special education and 
related services to students placed by their 
parents in private schools; 

Whereas, although the Federal Govern-
ment has not yet met its commitment to 
fund IDEA at 40 percent of the average per 
pupil expenditure, it has increased IDEA 
funding over the last decade from $2.3 billion 
to $10.6 billion and increased its percentage 
share of the average per pupil expenditure 
from 7.8 percent to 18.6 percent; 

Whereas the 2004 reauthorization ensures 
that the vast majority of funds will go di-

rectly to the classroom and provides States 
and local educational agencies additional 
flexibility to provide for the costs of edu-
cating high need children with disabilities; 

Whereas IDEA has supported, through its 
discretionary programs, three decades of re-
search, demonstration, and personnel prepa-
ration in effective practices for educating 
children with disabilities, enabling teachers, 
related services providers, and other edu-
cators to effectively meet the educational 
needs of all children; 

Whereas Federal and State governments 
can support effective practices in the class-
room to ensure appropriate and effective 
services for children with disabilities; and 

Whereas IDEA has succeeded in marshal-
ling the resources of this Nation to imple-
ment the promise of full participation in so-
ciety for children with disabilities: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That the Congress— 

(1) recognizes the 30th anniversary of the 
enactment of the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act of 1975 (Public Law 94– 
142); 

(2) acknowledges the many and varied con-
tributions of children with disabilities and 
their parents, teachers, related services pro-
viders, and other educators; and 

(3) reaffirms its support for the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act so that all 
children with disabilities have access to a 
free appropriate public education. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 288. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H. Con. Res. 288, 

which I introduced with a bipartisan 
group of my colleagues. The resolution 
importantly recognizes the 30th anni-
versary of the enactment of the Edu-
cation for All Handicapped Children 
Act of 1975, what we all know as the In-
dividuals With Disabilities Education 
Act, or IDEA. Not only does this reso-
lution recognize the act’s anniversary 
but also reaffirms this body’s support 
for IDEA. 

For too many years, children with 
disabilities were denied access to pub-
lic education. However, with the pas-
sage of the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act in 1975, the doors 
of educational opportunity were 
opened. Today, more than ever, stu-
dents with disabilities have an oppor-
tunity to accomplish their goals. 

b 1515 

According to the Department of Edu-
cation, about 6.6 million students cur-
rently participate in these programs 
across the Nation. Signed into law on 
November 29, 1975, the Act established 
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the Federal priority of ensuring that 
all children, regardless of the nature or 
severity of their disability, have avail-
able to them what has become the 
tenet of IDEA, a free, appropriate pub-
lic education in the least restrictive 
environment. 

In 1986 we expanded the program to 
serve children with disabilities age 3 
through 5, and created an early inter-
vention program for infants and tod-
dlers with disabilities under 3 years of 
age and their families. 

The successes over the past 30 years 
are worth stating. Based on data from 
the U.S. Department of Education, 
since enactment there has been a dra-
matic reduction in the number of chil-
dren with developmental disabilities 
who must live in State institutions 
away from their families. 

The number of children with disabil-
ities who complete high school with 
standard diplomas has grown signifi-
cantly since the enactment of IDEA. 
The number of children with disabil-
ities who enroll in college as freshman 
has more than tripled since the enact-
ment of IDEA. And IDEA has raised the 
Nation’s expectations regarding the 
abilities of children with disabilities by 
requiring access to the general edu-
cation curriculum. 

Last December, President Bush 
signed into law the latest reauthoriza-
tion of IDEA. The evolution of the Act, 
its successes and other education re-
forms played an integral role in the re-
authorization. The 2004 reauthorization 
aligns IDEA with the No Child Left Be-
hind Act by guaranteeing children with 
disabilities a quality education based 
on high academic standards. Along 
these same lines, we strengthened the 
focus on the educational results of chil-
dren with disabilities to better prepare 
these children for employment or an 
education beyond high school. 

I am pleased that we are able to come 
together to recognize the good that has 
been done and to recognize the parents, 
students and educators impacted over 
the past 30 years. My hope for the fu-
ture is that we continue to find ways to 
raise the achievement of students with 
disabilities and ensure that they have 
the services necessary to do so. 

I ask my colleagues to support my 
resolution. 

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

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise to support H.R. 288, recognizing 
the 30th anniversary of the Education 
for All Handicapped Children Act of 
1975, now known as the Individuals 
With Disabilities Education Act, or by 
the acronym IDEA. I am proud to join 
our committee chairmen, chairman of 
the committee of the whole, Mr. 
BOEHNER, and the chairman of one of 
the subcommittees, Mr. CASTLE, as 
well as our ranking members, Mr. MIL-
LER and Ms. WOOLSEY, to commemo-
rate this important occasion. 

I remember the hope that was ush-
ered in with the passage of the Edu-

cation for All Handicapped Children 
Act of 1975. As a member of the Texas 
State Board of Education at that time, 
I chaired the Committee on Special 
Populations which oversaw programs 
for migrant children, bilingual edu-
cation programs for limited English 
proficient children, gifted and talented 
programs and programs for children 
with disabilities. In those days, it was 
a struggle to provide even basic access 
to schools for children with disabil-
ities. 

We have come a long way. IDEA cur-
rently serves an estimated 269,000 in-
fants and toddlers, as well as 679,000 
preschoolers and 6 million children 
ages 6 to 21. There has been a dramatic 
reduction in the number of children 
with developmental disabilities who 
must live in State institutions away 
from their families. The number of 
children with disabilities who complete 
high school with standard diplomas has 
also grown significantly since the en-
actment of IDEA. 

Finally, the number of children with 
disabilities who enroll in college as 
freshmen has more than tripled since 
the enactment of IDEA 30 years ago. 

Although we have come a long way, 
we still have a way to go. The Federal 
Government’s promise to schools 
across the country was to share 40 per-
cent of the cost of providing free and 
appropriate public education to chil-
dren with disabilities. Today, in 2005, 
we are only halfway there and seem to 
have lost our momentum. 

In 2004, IDEA reauthorization author-
ized full funding by the year 2011. Un-
fortunately, the President’s fiscal year 
2006 budget proposal for IDEA, part B, 
was $3.5 billion less than the author-
ized level for fiscal year 2006. The 
House fiscal year 2006 bill is about $3.9 
billion less than the authorized level. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if 
we continue to increase IDEA funding 
at the same percentage as the increase 
between fiscal year 2005 and the 2006 
House bill, we will never reach full 
funding. 

As we celebrate the 30th anniversary 
of this landmark education and civil 
rights act, let us redouble our commit-
ment to keeping our congressional 
commitment and promise in 2004 to 
fully fund IDEA. 

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

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), 
chairman of the Education and Work-
force Committee. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank the gentleman from Delaware 
(Mr. CASTLE) who has worked on IDEA 
issues for a long time; thank him for 
bringing this resolution to the floor 
today, he and Ranking Member WOOL-
SEY from California, who have brought 
this resolution honoring the 30 years 
since the passage of the first IDEA bill. 

For far too long in our history, we 
treated people with disabilities as out-
side of the mainstream of American so-

ciety. The opportunity to serve those 
children prior to the passage of IDEA 
in 1975 was often haphazard. Certainly 
there was not any organization to it, 
and many times these children were 
not in any school whatsoever. And I 
think passage of IDEA clearly has sent 
a clear signal to all parents of disabled 
children, all schools, that we believe 
that all children can learn. 

Just last year, we reauthorized the 
IDEA law. That, along with the work 
that we did with No Child Left Behind, 
I think, presents a new paradigm for 
special needs children. For far too long 
we judged the accountability for edu-
cating those children by how many T’s 
we could cross and how many I’s we 
could dot. Mountains of paperwork, but 
no focus on the results that we were 
getting for those children. 

Today, under No Child Left Behind 
and under the new IDEA law, the para-
digm has shifted to one of let us meas-
ure the results that we are getting for 
all children, including those with spe-
cial needs; and I think what we are be-
ginning to see are improved results. 
Because while they may not learn at 
the same rate and while they may not 
attain the same levels, these children 
can learn just like all other children. 
So 30 years of good work, I think, is 
something that we should be proud of; 
and I appreciate the opportunity to 
take time and to remember how far we 
have come over these last 30 years. 

In 1975, when Congress passed IDEA, 
they made a commitment, a commit-
ment that said that we would pay up to 
40 percent of the cost of educating spe-
cial needs children. Over the years, the 
education community and others be-
lieved that the law said that we would 
spend 40 percent to educate special 
needs children. But I will remind you 
what the original law says and what it 
says today is that we will spend up to 
40 percent and try to reach that. 

It is really interesting that, from 1975 
until the mid-1990s, Congress paid little 
attention to the commitment that 
they gave to those parents of special 
needs children and to educators who 
were obliged to follow the law, and it 
really has only been over the last 10 or 
12 years that we have made a real com-
mitment to funding the needs of these 
children. 

If you go back to 1995, Congress at 
that time was spending $2.3 billion an-
nually for the education of special 
needs children. Today, that has grown 
to $10.6 billion, a 360 percent increase 
over these last 10 years. While we have 
not reached the goal of getting up to 40 
percent of the cost, we are about half-
way there. I think we have made tre-
mendous progress. 

In 1995, we were paying about 6 per-
cent of the cost of educating these chil-
dren. So we have made great strides. 
Do we need to continue to do more? 
Yes, we do. And I think you will see an-
other increase in funding this year as 
the budget process begins to come to a 
close. I think the commitment for 
Members on both sides of the aisle is 
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very strong to continue our commit-
ment to increasing those funds. 

Let me, lastly, remark that someone 
I would have hoped would have been on 
the floor today is not here. In 1974, 
there was a new Member of Congress, a 
member of our committee, happens to 
be the ranking Democrat on our com-
mittee today, GEORGE MILLER. GEORGE 
MILLER, over these last 30 years that he 
has been a Member of Congress, prob-
ably has exhibited more commitment 
to this issue and the education of chil-
dren with special needs than any Mem-
ber. 

I think that while we are pausing to 
remember the great things that have 
happened since IDEA became law, we 
ought to take a moment to thank our 
colleague, GEORGE MILLER, who, with-
out his commitment, without his dedi-
cation to this cause, many Members of 
Congress may have forgotten. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I enjoyed listening to 
the remarks by our chairman of the 
Education Committee. I, too, am sad-
dened that the ranking member of our 
committee, GEORGE MILLER from Cali-
fornia, and the ranking member of one 
of the other committees that deals 
with this issue, LYNN WOOLSEY, was un-
able to make the hearing so that they 
could participate and express their own 
thoughts. But I can say this, that ev-
erything that the chairman said is cor-
rect, that we have made great strides. 

But coming from an area that has a 
great rural community in Texas that I 
represent, I have met with many par-
ents who have children who need this 
type of education. Their children are 
disabled, and they talk about the frus-
tration that they have. They wish that 
the State government would invest 
much more, together with our public 
schools. Unfortunately, throughout the 
country, States find themselves lack-
ing the wherewithal and the financial 
ability to put more money into many 
of our public schools. So it is up to the 
Federal Government, who has a $2.5 
trillion budget, to be able to find the 
money to increase that investment as 
we promised 30 years ago and to get to 
that full funding as we promised then, 
because I see a lot of potential in those 
disabled children who, but for the 
money that the Federal Government 
could invest, they are not getting the 
best education possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to join with Chairman 
BOEHNER, with Subcommittee Chair-
man CASTLE, with Mr. MILLER, who is 
not here, and certainly with Ms. WOOL-
SEY and the ranking member, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, in strong support of H. Con. 
Res. 288, which recognizes the 30th an-
niversary of the enactment of the Edu-
cation for All Handicapped Children 
Act of 1975 and reaffirms support for in-
dividuals with disabilities education. 

This program currently serves 7 mil-
lion children, and without it many of 

those children would live in State in-
stitutions, would not have been able to 
complete high school and would have 
no possibility of enjoying the quality 
of life to which now they have the po-
tential to enjoy. 

b 1530 

I have always been led to believe that 
the greatness of society can be meas-
ured by how well it treats its old, how 
well it treats its young, and how well it 
treats those who have difficulty caring 
for themselves. I must say that I have 
been tremendously impressed with the 
progress that we have made toward the 
goal of assuring every handicapped 
child in our country optimal oppor-
tunity to experience the educational 
attainment and personal development 
that they have the potential to experi-
ence. 

I agree that we have certainly come 
a long way and there is still much fur-
ther to go. I have had the good fortune 
of being fairly close to the education of 
individuals with disabilities, and I can 
tell my colleagues I had one of the 
greatest experiences of my life last 
year when I gave a commencement ad-
dress at the Neil Elementary School. 

There were young people there who 
had difficulty speaking and needed spe-
cial equipment in order to be able to 
speak. There were individuals who 
could not walk and were in wheelchairs 
or had other kinds of devices that 
helped them move. But the interesting 
thing, and, actually, it was one of 
those days that I actually left Wash-
ington to go back to Chicago to par-
ticipate in this activity. My sister was 
the principal of that school, and I had 
promised her that I would be there for 
the graduation. 

But by the time the graduation 
ended, there was not a dry eye in the 
auditorium. Because all of the teach-
ers, all of the parents, all of the stu-
dents, all of the people who had come 
to be a part had become so emotionally 
involved in what was taking place; and 
to see the glee and excitement on the 
faces and to feel the emotion coming 
from these young people, many of 
whom would never have been given any 
real chance at all of reaching that level 
of education attainment, as I sat there 
and saw that, I could not help but say 
to myself that no matter how difficult 
funds may be to acquire, no matter 
how tight the budgets might be, that 
we have no choice except to find every 
possible resource that we can to put all 
of the funding into these special edu-
cation programs and activities. Be-
cause every time we change one life, 
then it has been worth the whole ef-
fort. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, just brief-
ly, first of all, both of the speakers on 
the other side of the aisle are men with 
whom I have worked extensively on 
this program as well as others, and 
they have the tremendous interests I 
think of the students, as we heard from 

their testimony here today, at heart, 
and I think everybody over here does 
as well. 

I do get a little frustrated I guess at 
some of the economic arguments here. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) pointed out that over the 
last 10 years we have increased the 
funding for IDEA by 360 percent, from 
$2.3 billion to $10.6 billion, and com-
parably, before that, the increases had 
never, ever gotten above 10 percent. We 
are up to 20 percent now, and we are on 
a glide path, if you will, to try to get 
to 40 percent before it is all said and 
done. 

I think it is important to understand 
that because of the court-ordered as-
pect and the way IDEA was born, that 
the States have the responsibility to 
make up that difference. So, essen-
tially, when we pick up that extra 
amount of money, we are basically let-
ting the States spend that money on 
something else, which may or may not 
be disabilities. Usually it is something 
else. And we are trying to continue to 
move that along and give the States 
fuller funding. But a tremendous effort 
has been done in a bipartisan way on 
that in the last 10 years. I just want to 
make sure that that is recognized. 

I appreciate the comments from ev-
erybody on both sides of the aisle on 
this. I think it is an important subject, 
and I hope that everybody would sup-
port it. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I was pleased 
to join my Subcommittee Chairman, Mr. CAS-
TLE, and many other Republicans and Demo-
crats, in introducing this resolution to com-
memorate the upcoming 30th anniversary of 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. 

In 1975, when what we now call IDEA was 
passed as the Education for All Handicapped 
Children Act, educating children with disabil-
ities was an afterthought at best. 

IDEA marked a critical turning point in the 
lives of people with disabilities, by ensuring 
that all children, regardless of their disability, 
have available to them a free appropriate pub-
lic education. 

IDEA currently serves 269,000 infants and 
toddlers, 679,000 preschoolers, and 6,000,000 
children aged 6 to 21. 

It has assisted in a dramatic reduction in the 
number of children with developmental disabil-
ities who must live in State institutions away 
from their families. 

Under IDEA, the number of students with 
disabilities who graduate from high school has 
grown significantly, and the number of stu-
dents with disabilities who enroll in college has 
more than tripled. 

Unfortunately, as this resolution recognizes, 
the Federal Government has not met even 
half of its commitment to fund IDEA at 40 per-
cent of the average per pupil expenditure. 
Today, 30 years later, we provide States and 
school districts with only 18.6 percent of that 
amount. 

Four years ago, during conference on the 
No Child Left Behind Act, we could have in-
cluded a bipartisan provision that would have 
fully funded IDEA, but House Republican lead-
ers refused to agree to that. 

Today, I believe that the best way for Con-
gress and the President to commemorate 
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IDEA’s 30th anniversary would be to fund 
IDEA at the levels authorized in the 2004 re-
authorization, which passed the House and 
Senate with overwhelming bipartisan support. 

Those levels would fully fund IDEA by 2011. 
Unfortunately, less than a year later, the Re-

publican-controlled House has passed an ap-
propriations bill that falls nearly $4 billion short 
of the funding promised for this fiscal year. 

At the rate of increase proposed by the Re-
publican House for this fiscal year, we would 
never—never—reach full funding. 

I hope that my colleagues will join me in 
supporting both this resolution and full funding 
for IDEA, so that the Federal Government fi-
nally will keep its promise to all students, their 
parents, and their teachers. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 288, recognizing the 30th 
anniversary of the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act. I am pleased to be an 
original cosponsor of this resolution. 

First introduced in 1975 as the Education for 
All Handicapped Children Act and later as the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, or 
IDEA, this legislation has continued to be a 
vital part of providing equal support for chil-
dren with disabilities. Before its passage, chil-
dren with disabilities were either segregated 
from other students or had little opportunity for 
education. Today, about 6.1 million children 
with disabilities are receiving special education 
and related services. 

As a former educator and a member of the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, I 
recognize the importance of continued Federal 
support of special education. Research shows 
that when we invest in the education of chil-
dren with disabilities from birth throughout 
their school years, our entire society benefits. 
Giving these children the opportunities they 
deserve directly impacts their ability to live 
independently as contributing members of so-
ciety. 

Congress reauthorized IDEA almost a year 
ago, and it has continued to provide enormous 
support to children in dire need. However, as 
this resolution states, we have not yet met our 
commitment to fund 40 percent of the addi-
tional average pupil expenditure. Until we fulfill 
our responsibility, we are failing our Nation’s 
children. This funding is needed by school dis-
tricts that must make up the difference of what 
the Federal Government is not funding. 

IDEA is a powerful civil rights law that was 
intended to provide education to more than 
one million children who were marginalized 
because of their disabilities. Today, it does 
much more. IDEA is based on the premise 
that children in our society are capable of suc-
cess, and this law has raised the standards in 
education for all children. In doing so, it has 
also produced much improved results, proving 
that when we dedicate resources and attention 
to our children they can succeed. 

IDEA requires teachers to be qualified and 
fair in their classrooms. IDEA also protects 
and supports the parents of children with dis-
abilities. These parents have challenging, full- 
time jobs in raising their children. However, 
when given the support that they need, their 
children succeed. There cannot be a greater 
reward for a parent than this. 

This law focuses on results. It strives to di-
rect funding to where it makes a difference, to 
give teachers and schools the resources they 
need to help students. I believe that more 
funding will produce greater results. While we 

have, as a society, made great strides, we can 
not let these children fall behind. I urge my fel-
low Representatives to work towards full fund-
ing of this act. 

We should be proud that we are now pro-
viding free and appropriate public education to 
every child with a disability. This law adds to 
the basic right of education the rights to fair-
ness, support, and respect. I join my fellow 
Representatives in celebrating the 30th anni-
versary of the Education for All Handicapped 
Children Act. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H. Con. Res. 288, a resolution 
commemorating the 30th anniversary of the 
legislation that led to the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act, IDEA. 

On November 29, 1975, the Education for 
All Handicapped Children Act was signed into 
law. Enactment of that legislation was a his-
toric achievement, ensuring for the first time 
access to education for children with disabil-
ities, regardless of the nature or severity of 
their disability. Today, IDEA continues to pro-
vide for a free appropriate public education for 
children with disabilities in the least restrictive 
environment—in other words, it ensures edu-
cational opportunities for children with special 
needs. 

The expansion of IDEA to cover preschool 
aged children through a grant program and to 
cover infants and toddlers through an early 
intervention program has enabled the program 
to reach many more students—currently IDEA 
serves an estimated 269,000 infants and tod-
dlers, 679,000 preschoolers, and 6,000,000 
children aged 6 to 21. Because these services 
are being delivered near their homes, IDEA 
has helped to dramatically reduce the number 
of children with developmental disabilities who 
must live in State institutions away from their 
families. 

The success of IDEA has been over-
whelming. Under IDEA, the number of children 
with disabilities who receive a high school di-
ploma has increased significantly and the 
number of children who enroll in college has 
more than tripled. By promoting partnerships, 
between parents and educators in the design 
and implementation of special education and 
related :services for children with disabilities, 
IDEA helps these children to reach their full 
potential and prepares those children for em-
ployment or further education beyond high 
school. 

As we recognize the 30th anniversary of 
IDEA today and reaffirm our support for the 
legislation, I must note that the Federal Gov-
ernment is still falling far short of its commit-
ment to fully fund IDEA at 40 percent of the 
average per pupil expenditure. We are cur-
rently providing funding at only 18.6 percent, 
less than half of what we promised. While the 
teachers and students working under the aus-
pices of IDEA have been able to accomplish 
many great things, we should think about all 
that is not being done, the students who are 
not reaching their full potential and the teach-
ers who cannot do all that they want or need 
to do with their students, because IDEA is not 
being fully funded. 

We must live up to our commitment and 
fully fund IDEA, so that it can truly live up to 
its potential and so that students with disabil-
ities can live up to their potential. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COLE of Oklahoma). The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
288. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CHILD MEDICATION SAFETY ACT 
OF 2005 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1790) to protect children and their 
parents from being coerced into admin-
istering a controlled substance or a 
psychotropic drug in order to attend 
school, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1790 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Child Medi-
cation Safety Act of 2005’’. 
SEC. 2. REQUIRED POLICIES AND PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv-
ing funds under any program or activity ad-
ministered by the Secretary of Education, 
not later than 1 year after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, each State shall develop 
and implement policies and procedures pro-
hibiting school personnel from requiring a 
child to obtain a prescription for substances 
covered by section 202(c) of the Controlled 
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 812(c)) as a condi-
tion of attending school or receiving serv-
ices. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
subsection (a) shall be construed to create a 
Federal prohibition against teachers and 
other school personnel consulting or sharing 
classroom-based observations with parents 
or guardians regarding a student’s academic 
performance or behavior in the classroom or 
school, or regarding the need for evaluation 
for special education or related services 
under section 612(a)(3) of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 
1412(a)(3)). 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) CHILD.—The term ‘‘child’’ means any 

person within the age limits for which the 
State provides free public education. 

(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each 
of the 50 States, the District of Columbia, 
and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
SEC. 4. GAO STUDY AND REVIEW. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a review of— 

(1) the variation among States in defini-
tions of psychotropic medication as used in 
regard to State jurisdiction over public edu-
cation; 

(2) the prescription rates of medications 
used in public schools to treat children diag-
nosed with attention deficit disorder, atten-
tion deficit hyperactivity disorder, and other 
disorders or illnesses; 

(3) which medications used to treat such 
children in public schools are listed under 
the Controlled Substances Act; and 

(4) which medications used to treat such 
children in public schools are not listed 
under the Controlled Substances Act, includ-
ing the properties and effects of any such 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:57 Nov 16, 2005 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A15NO7.019 H15NOPT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-16T21:46:16-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




