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· Title IX AND enforcement (on education-related sites such as the Department of Education, it will be necessary to add AND athletics to the search string)
PARTICIPANTS

Agencies:

· Department of Education, Office of Civil Rights
· Department of Education, Commission for Opportunity in Athletics (a special commission)

Organizations:

· Independent Women’s Forum

· American Association of University Women

· National Coalition for Women and Girls in Education

· National Education Association

· American Federation of Teachers

· NCAA

· Women’s Sports Foundation

· Collegiate Sports Council

· National Wrestling Coaches Association

· Commission for Opportunity in Athletics, Department of Education (should be deleted – listed above)
· National Women’s Law Center

· Rockefeller Foundation
· Feminist Majority

· National Organization of Women (specifically the Legal Defense Fund)
· Leadership Conference on Civil Rights

· Concerned Women for America

· Eagle Forum

· Christian Women for America

· Center for Equal Opportunity

· American Civil Rights Institute

· College Sports Council

· National Association of Collegiate Women’s Athletic Administrators

Members of Congress:

· Senator Paul Wellstone (D-MN), deceased
· Senator Ted Stevens (R-AK)

· Representative Dennis Hastert (R-IL)

· Senator Hillary Rodham Clinton (D-NY)
· Senator Kay Bailey Hutchinson (R-TX)
· Representative Connie Morella (R-MD) 
VENUES 
SUMMARY
 

This issue refers to how compliance with Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 is enforced and whether standards for compliance will be changed.  Although Title IX prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex in education programs and activities, generally, the focus here is on the application of the statute in the case of intercollegiate athletics.  Presently there is a “three-part test” that is used to determine whether students of both sexes are provided nondiscriminatory opportunities to participate in athletics.  The first (and most controversial) part is proportionality.  If you have the number of student athletes proportionate to your breakdown of gender then you’re compliant with Title IX.  The second one involves meeting the interest and abilities of your students, and the third requires demonstration of historically increasing opportunities for the underrepresented sex.  There have been longstanding disagreements between liberals and conservatives about how these compliance standards should be assessed.  Liberals believe Title IX compliance requires strict conformance to the three-part test.  Conservatives say the proportionality portion of the test is simply a quota. 

As Title IX celebrated its 30th anniversary this year, the Department of Education put together a special commission called the Commission for Opportunity in Athletics.  “The purpose of the Commission is to collect information, analyze issues, and obtain broad public input directed at improving the application of current Federal standards for measuring equal opportunity for men and women and boys and girls to participate in athletics under Title IX. To this end, the Commission will conduct at least three town-hall meetings in different parts of the country to obtain a public discussion of the issues. 

The Commission will recommend to the Secretary, in a written report, whether those standards should be revised, and if so, how the standards should be revised. The Commission will also recommend other steps that might be taken to improve the effectiveness of Title IX and to maintain and build upon the extraordinary progress that has resulted from its passage 30 years ago (http://www.ed.gov/inits/commissionsboards/athletics/about.html).”  Liberals worry that the Commission will weaken enforcement, conservatives worry about quotas driving athletic programs in colleges and universities (there is a court case challenging proportionality that involves wrestling coaches).  Information collected for this issue should pertain to enforcement of Title IX in the case of intercollegiate athletics – both present standards and potential changes.
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