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A. Justification

1. Each public agency in States receiving funds under Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (Part B) must keep a list of persons who serve as hearing officers, along with the qualifications of each of these persons.  The requirement to maintain a list of hearing officers is at 34 CFR §300.507(c) of the regulations for Part B.  In addition, a requirement that each State must maintain a list of mediators was added by the amendments to Part B which the President signed on June 4, 1997 and are at Section 615(e)(2)(C) of Part B.  Maintaining these lists is a recordkeeping activity.  We request approval of these paperwork requirements.

2.  The list of mediators and the list of hearing officers serve as a resource to inform interested parties, such as parents and advocates, of those persons serving as mediators and impartial hearing officers.  The information is used by school officials and parties to mediation and due process hearings, and is not collected by the U.S. Department of Education.

3.  Local educational agencies (LEAs) and State educational agencies (SEAs) are encouraged to use computer technology when feasible and cost effective.  There are no technical or legal obstacles to reducing the burden to LEAs and SEAs.

4.  Duplication of this collection does not exist.

5.  This collection does not involve small businesses or entities.

6.  If this collection were not available, States would have limited ability to judge the adequacy of LEA procedures regarding due process hearings.  The Federal government would have no documentation that an SEA was following the mediation requirements in the Part B statute if the lists of mediators were not available.  

7. This section is not applicable.  No data or information is submitted to the U.S. Department of Education.  Information collection methods and timing is at the discretion of the States.

8.  The Office of Special Education Programs consulted with the National Association of State Directors of Special Education (NASDSE) in July 1997 about the clarity, need for, and burden of these recordkeeping requirements for local educational agencies.  NASDSE agree with the information provided in this summary.  

9. This item is not applicable.  There was no decision to provide any payment or gift to respondents.

10. This section is not applicable.  There is no assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents.

11. There are no questions of a sensitive nature.

12. There are 14,422 recordkeepers who maintain a list of hearing officers each year (one for each LEA).  There are 58 recordkeepers who maintain a list of mediators, one for each State.  No data or information is submitted to the U.S. Department of Education.  It takes approximately 10 minutes to provide a copy of the list to interested parties.  It is estimated that, on the average for all recordkeepers, it takes recordkeepers 1 hour per year updating and providing copies of lists of hearing officers to interested parties, with LEAs receiving an estimated 72,110 requests per year.  It is estimated that it would take each recordkeeper an average of 15 hours per year to update and provide copies of lists of mediators, with States receiving an estimated 3,450 requests per year.  The annual burden is 15,292 hours per year (14,422 recordkeepers x 1 hour per year to update each list and provide copies; plus 15 hours x 58 recordkeepers to update lists and provide copies).

The estimated annual cost for respondents is $229,380(15,292 hours x $15.00 average hourly wage for recordkeepers).

13. It is not likely that a local educational agency will incur start-up costs or costs outside of those described in item 12 above.

14. There is no cost to the Federal government.

15. There are no changes reported in items 13 and 14.

16. No complex analytical techniques will be used.

17. This section is not applicable, since this is a record- keeping requirement.  There is no request to not display the expiration date for OMB approval.

18. This section is not applicable.  There are no exceptions to item 19 of the "Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions."

B.  This collection does not employ statistical methods.

