THOMAS E. PETRI 2462 Ravaurn House OFRcE BUILDING
678 DusTRICT, WiscoNSIn YWasnimgmy, DC 26515-4506
{202} 225-2476

Congress of the Enited States mﬁ"’ﬁ*‘ﬁ
THousge of Vepregentatives
Wlashington, BDE 20515—4906
March 29, 2007
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Secretary Margaret Spellings
U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryland Avenue SW
Washington, DC 20202

Dear Secretary Spellings:

I write to share my concerns regarding the management of the recent Farly Reading
First (ERF) 2007 competition and its consequences for the Wisconsin Sixth Congressional
District. Although the competition deadline has since passed, I hope that you will agree that
the fair oversight of competitive grants is of utmost importance in the future.

As you will see in the enclosed letter, when the Department of Education originally
anmounced ERF grant eligibility on January 22, 2007, six school districts in my Congressional
District, including Appleton, Beaver Dam, Fond du Lac, Neenah, Manitowoc, and Oshkosh,
were mistakenly not included on the list of eligible districts. Following the original application
deadline of February 21, the Department issued a modification on March 7 announcing an
error on the list of eligible districts and subsequently reopened the competition until March 23,
a mere two weeks later.

While the abbreviated timeframe put these affected districts at a competitive
disadvantage, this disadvantage was further exacerbated by the fact that all other districts were
also granted an extension until March 23 to revise and improve their original applications.
Ultimately, the six school districts that I represent chose noi to apply given the short deadline
and the conlusion surrounding the competition, Although my staff contacted the Department
upon learning of this development on March 21, 22, and 23, officials notified them that they
were unwilling to consider any changes to the March 23 deadline for affected districts.

I was troubled when I learned of these recent developments, and I thought that you
should be aware of the management of this ERF competition. 1 would appreciate a report on
the implementation of this competition and whether you believe the atfected school districts
were given a fair opportunity to compete given the abbreviated timeframe. [ look forward to
yOur response.

Sincerely,

’flmmas E. Petri
Member of Congress
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Appleron
Beaver Dain
Berlin
Campbellsporr
Dodgeland
Fond dut Lac
Freedom
Green Lake
Hartford UHS
- Harford
- Erin
- Friess Lake
- Herman
- Meosho
- Richfield 1
- Rubicon
Heoricon
Hortonville
Flustisford
Kaukatna
Kewaslinm
Kimberly
Little Chure
Lomira
Manawa
Marlesan
Mayville
Menasha
Neenah
New London
North Fond du Lac
Oaldfield
Owmro
Oshliosh
Ripan
Rosendale-
Brandan
Shioctan
Slinger
Waupun
West Bend
Wevauwega-
Fremont
Winneconne
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Congressman Thomas E. Petri
490 W. Rolling Meadows Drive
Suite B

Fond du Lac, WI 354937

PR

Congressman Petrt:

On Jan. 22™ of this year, the DOE published a notice inviting applications for the Early Reading
First (ERF) 2007 competition, with a deadline of February 21st for pre-applications, which is a 28-
day application preparation period. Eligibility for this program was determined from a list
provided on the DOE website. Subsequently, on March 7% the DOE issued a modification re-
opening the pre-application phase for all eligible Local Education Agencies (LEA’s), because the
original eligibility [ist erroneously contained the names of some ineligible LEA's and ominzed a
number of eligible LEA's.

The new due date for pre-application submission is March 23rd, which is a short 17 days for those
eligible applicants who were previously deemed ineligible. This short application window seems
quite inequitable when compared to the time allotted to the applicants named on the original
eligibility fist. In addition, this extension period is re-opened to all eligible applicents, not Just the
newly eligible applicants, which gives additional preparation time to the original eligible
applicants, for a re-vamped application, or for re-submission of a late eatry

Given the current emphasis on eatly intervention and preparation for all students. and @speciaily
those learners needing improved access and resources, [ am concerned that disiricts in CESA 6
may have missed a prime opportunity to expand and enhance the learning and achievement
potential for their students. Affected districts include Appleton, Beaver Dam, Fond du Lac,
Herman, Menasha, Neenah, and Oshkosh.

ERF grant proposals censtitute a major undertaking for a district, in terms of time, personnel, and
morey needed to plan and implement a project spanning up o 3 years and involving miilious of
dollars in district and federal finds. The normal application peried for submitting grant proposals

i3 shoit enoagh 45 i often making it eoceszary for potentia!
advance of the application period without knowing if a grant program will be funded in the
coming budget period, or if the district will even be an cligible applicant. It is even more
discouraging and. more importantly, a denial of equal access to educational opportunity swhen a
school district is expected to compeic on an unequal basis with other applicants, as a result of

errors over which it had no corirol.
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[ am asking you to consider this request to investigate these circumstances and to provide an
equiiable opporunity for zll chigible Early Reading First applicants to take full advantage of the
potential benefits of this educationat grant progranm:
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