
 
 

Congress Voting on ESEA This Evening and Tomorrow, 7-17-13 
 
For the first time in over a decade, the House will start voting on HR5, the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act, later this afternoon. Debate is expected to conclude tomorrow.  
 
NEA Position 
NEA is opposed to the bill but wants to make sure it is the best possible bill should it pass. Passage of 
the House bill would place pressure on the Senate to pass theirs, which should be more favorable to 
NEA. As you might expect, the House GOP majority believes they the votes to pass the bill and 
Democrats are expected to oppose it, but some Republicans are considering voting against the bill, 
and a few amendments could get some level of bipartisan support. And, the better the House bill, the 
better a bill that would come from a conference committee might be.  
 
Amendment #53 - NEA Priority Amendment on Assessment and Testing  
 
Given the fact that the Republican majority in the Texas legislature voted to roll back high 
stakes, standardized testing, you may want to emphasize Amendment #53 (by Reed, McKinley, 
Owens). This amendment clarifies that school districts are able to use multiple measures when 
identifying academic performance measurements instead of the current “one-size-fits all” 
standardized testing assessments. 
 

The NEA position on other amendments is attached and listed below. 
 
 Don Young / Gabbard / Hanabusa / McCollum #55 – Support. This amendment restores 

educational support programs for American Indian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian 
students. 

 Cardenas #51 – Support. This amendment increases the authorization of appropriations 
level for English-language learners to accommodate projected increases in the number of 
students needing services. 

 Luetkemeyer #32 – Oppose. States and local school districts currently have rights and 
responsibilities over curriculum and standards; the amendment is unnecessary. 

 Jackson Lee #61 – Support. This amendment would focus funding on the most 
vulnerable student populations. 

 Bentivolio #58 – Oppose. Representatives of entrepreneurial ventures are not key 
stakeholders in public education 

 McMorris Rodgers #2 – Oppose. NEA opposes arbitrary caps on appropriate student 
assessments and supports empowering the IEP team’s recommendations on individual 
assessment decisions. 

 Reed/McKinley/Owens #53 – Support. Ensures that multiple measures are used to 
identify academic performance instead of only one-size-fits-all standardized assessments. 



 Benishek #3 – Support. This amendment is consistent with the need to generate more 
data on career technical education programs. 

 Scalise / Bishop #67 – Support. We believe that every school district should have 
comprehensive teacher evaluation systems designed with authentic teacher input and 
which provide meaningful feedback to teachers from qualified evaluators that helps 
improve teacher practice and thus improves student learning. We support the Scalise 
amendment not because we favor an absence of evaluation systems, but because we favor 
the use of multiple measures including evidence of student learning, evidence of teacher 
practice and skill, evidence of their contributions to the profession and ensuring the 
presence of teachers’ voices in the construct of the systems designed to measure teaching 
excellence. 

 Moore / Wilson #29 – Support. This amendment ensures that high-poverty schools are 
not adversely affected by the change in the formula that allocates funds under Title II.  

 Bishop #76 – Oppose. This amendment denies local school districts the option to apply 
for Title II funds directly should the state refuse to submit an application. 

 Brooks/Polis #5 – Support. This amendment clarifies that computer science is a STEM 
subject. 

 Polis / Petri #25 – Support. This amendment, among other things, encourages outreach 
by prospective charter school operators to low-income families and other underserved 
populations. 

 Velazquez #68 – Support. This amendment ensures that applicants consider the needs of 
low-income students and parents not proficient in English. We believe meaningful 
communication between educators and parents, guardians, and caregivers who lack 
English language proficiency is necessary to assist in their children’s development, 
education, and the family’s integration into U.S. society. 

 Mullin #65 – Oppose. This amendment would turn the Impact Aid construction 
program into a competitive grant. 

 Broun #21 – Oppose. Focusing on salaries of former or current employees at the 
Department of Education does not advance, and takes away focus from, the educational 
purposes of the act. 

 Culberson #39 – Oppose. Federal grant funds not accepted by state legislatures would 
be directed toward deficit reduction instead of aiding the education of students that are 
most in need. 

 Cantor / Bishop # 30 – Strongly oppose. This amendment would dilute the very purpose 
of the Title I program aimed at focusing already limited resources to target and 
counteract concentrations of poverty. A federal portability plan will create another 
system of winners and losers – not unlike an over-emphasis of competitive grants over 
formula grants; create a new administrative bureaucracy to track dollars; and would be 
especially problematic for rural communities where there are few if any other schools.  

 

 
 
 


