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- George W. Bush believes that a- high- qualrty education plays one of the most fundamental roles
in helping 1nd1v1duals achieve the American dream., If our country fails in its responsibility to
educate every child, we are likely to fail in many other areas. An educated citizen is more likely
to hold a good job, escape poverty, own a home, start a business, be free from crime, and
participate in American democracy :

In Texas, President Bush saw too many children being segregated by low expectations, illiteracy,
and self-doubt. In a constantly changing world demanding increasingly complex skills from its

- workforce, too many children were literally being left behind. Certain that it did not have to be

. that way, President Bush made improving public schools hrs top priority as Governor of Texas.

Pre81dent Bush strengthened the State’s accountab111ty system and called on parents businesses,
communities, and his government to focus on helping school districts achieve a bold goal—
teaching every student in Texas, regardless of race or background, to read at grade-level by the
third grade. He targeted State and Federal funds to proven programs that taught reading in the
“early grades, improved teacher training, and promoted model school programs and effective
instruction methods for struggling students. He sought to end social promotion by focusing on
student achievement results. These commonsense reforms produced dramatic results, especially
for the most disadvantaged students in Texas. As of 1999, the number of students passing all
parts of the Texas State assessment had increased by 51 percent, and the number of minority
students and economically disadvantaged students passing all parts of the test had increased by
89 percent under Governor George W. Bush.

These results convinced President Bush that the Federal government could help States pursue -
similar strategies to turn around a public school system that was failing to educate far too many
of the Nation’s most disadvantaged students. Too many American children were segregated into
- schools without standards and shuffled from grade-to-grade because of their age, regardless of
their knowledge. Before President Bush came to office, nearly 70 percent of i -inner-city fourth
graders were unable to read at a basic level on national reading tests. The achievement gap |
between rich and poor students and white and minority students was wide—-and in some cases, it
was growing. On the 2000 National Assessment of Education Progress (NAEP) math test, the



o graders in math and reading.

achievement gaps between white and'African American students, and between white and

- Hispanic students were large at every ‘grade level. In fact, the gap between white and Hispanic

- students on the NAEP reading test was larger in 1998 than it was in 1992. Moreover, 68 percent
. of fourth-graders in high-poverty schools were unable to read at the “bas1c” level on the NAEP
- compared to only 25 percent in low-poverty schools _ S

" George W. Bush called this what it was——dlscnmmatlon pure and srmple—the soft blgotry of
low expectations. Driven by the conviction that this education achievement gap was the civil
rights challenge of our time, George W. Bush made education reform a cornerstone of his -

cand1dacy for president, pledged to close the achievement gap, and developed a reform agenda R

 that would transform the Federal role in education. Under his plan, academic standards would be .

set by States, schools would be held accountable for results, and the Federal govemment would

- support both with 1ncreased resources and ﬂex1b111ty ~

) Laymg the groundwork for thrs transformatron was one of Presrdent Bush’s ﬁrst acts as

- President. On January 23, 2001 , just three days after his inauguration, he presented Congress

- with his blueprint for nationwide education reform, which would become the No Child Left o
Behind Act (NCLB). The plan emphasized four priorities: (1) i increasing accountability forthe - =
_‘performance of all students, (2) emphasizing effective, research-based education programs, (3)

increasing flexibility for States and school d1str1cts and @) empowermg parents with more

, '1nformat10n and more choices.

B The President w0rked closely'With Congress to make his reform ag‘enda' into law. For almost a =

year, Administration officials negotiated with members of the House and Senate to ensure that
the lawmakers created a bipartisan education bill that satisfied these priorities. Finally, on

_ - December 18, 2001, Congress passed NCLB wrth overwhelmlng bi- partlsan support and ushered -
‘in anew erain educatlon reform ' A :

The President and his Admmlstration dedicated themselves to ensuring that this groundbreakmg

- . new law was implemented in a way that promoted the law’s key pr1n01ples of accountability for .
- all students, flexibility, local control, research- based programs and practices, and parental choice.
- After the President signed NCLB into law on] anuary 8, 2002, Secretary of Education Rod Parge

began to issue the needed regulations and guldance approve State accountablhty plans, and
implement the authorized grant pro grams.

Through its regulatrons and guldance the Department began the dlfﬁcult task of 1mplement1ng ‘
- the law. Under NCLB, States design their unique accountability plans ‘These plans measure the ‘

progress of student achievement, report student and school progress to parents, identify for

~ improvement those schools not making adequate yearly progress (AYP) toward having all ‘
- students proﬁc1ent by 2014, provide support for the improvement of schools and districts, and
- -provide options—including public school choice and tutoring—for children in underperforming
- schools. In order to-verify that States’ standards and assessments are sufﬁc1ently rigorous, and to
track the performance of all States on a common scale; the Department requires that a sample of

students in each State participate in the NAEP a nat1onal assessment that tests fourth and eighth .

.\.
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Schools that fail to meet AYP for consecutive years are identified as needing improvement and

face an escalating set of interventions, which include: developing a school improvement plan;
v providing public school choice; offering tutoring; taking “corrective action,” suchas =~ =~ - |
“reorganizing the school internally or implementing a new curriculum; or “restructuring” the
~school by replacing the principal and staff, allowing the State to take over the school, or

- converting the school to a public charter school. In June 2002, the Secretary called on the States
to move quickly to implement two provisions of the law that empower parents with more -
options—public school choice and supplementary education services (SES). Public school
choice allows parents of a child in a school identified as in need of improvement (for failing to
- make AYP) to transfer that child to another, higher performing school in the district. In addition,
~all students in a school determined by the State to be “persistently dangerous” or any individual
student who is a victim of a violent crlme are allowed to transfer to another public school.

Under the SES provision, low-income students in schools that have failed to make AYP for three

consecutive years are eligible to receive free tutoring or remedial assistance from over 1, 600

'~ providers (including faith-based organizations) approved by the States. This extra help can be

- provided before or after school, on weekends, or in the summer. A study conducted by the
RAND Corporation for the U.S. Department of Education found that students in nine urban
school districts receiving SES experienced significant gains in achievement.- Those who

_participated for multiple years made gains that were twice as large as those in the program for ,

_one year. The study also found that SES-enrolled students had lower academic achievement than

other students, suggesting that the program is reaching the students who need it the most. ’

NCLB?’s flagship gfant pfegram was Reading First, a $900 million initiative that, like President
Bush’s reading program in Texas, was designed to reform reading instruction in the U.S. to
ensure that all American children learned to read by the end of the third grade. The key to

o Readmg First was its focus on instructional methods proven by rigorous scientific research. The

grant program funded scientifically-based instructional programs, materials, and strategies; valid
and reliable diagnostic assessments; and professional training to teachers in these proven
methods. The Reading First initiative builds on the findings of years of scientific research,
which, at the request of Congress, were compiled by the National Reading Panel. Reviewing and
analyzing over 100,000 studies on reading, the National Reading Panel found five components

. essential to a child's learning to read: phonemic awareness, phonics, vocabulary, ﬂuency, and
.comprehension. -

States have received over $6 billion in Reading First grants However, in FY 2008 Congress
decreased the appropriation for Reading First by 61 percent. While President Bush's FY 2009
budget proposed to restore Reading First funding to $1 billion, the Congress appropriations
committees proposed to zero fund the program, which would represent the first time in decades
that the Federal government did not support a single reading initiative. This lack of
congressional support is stunning given that recent achievement data reported by States show .
that Reading First students from nearly every grade and subgroup have made impressive gains in .
reading proficiency. In Grade 1, 44 of 50 States reported increases in the percentage of students
- proficient in reading comprehension. In Grade 2, 39 of 52 States reported 1mprovement and in
Grade 3, 27 of 35 States reported 1mprovement ‘
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'- These implementation efforts hadan 1mmed1ate positive impact on some of America’s neediest
_students When President Bush entered office in January 2001, only 11 states were in full v
compliance with previous Federal education accountability standards On June 10, 2003, the -
President announced that all 50 states had approved accountability plans under NCLB. The 2003

‘Nation’s Report Card showed that the achievement gap between white and African American

- students was closing for both fourth- and eighth-graders, and Hlspamc fourth-graders were also.

~ narrowing the achievement gap with their white peers. In add1t1on State AYP results 1nd1cated

- that students were maklng progress in a number of areas.

In late 2004, with NCLB showing positive effects at»the elementary school level, the President
turned his attention to improving our Nation’s high schools. On January 12, 2005, he released -
The Promise of America, which outlined new high school initiatives to help States hold high
schools accountable for teaching all students, provide timely and effective intervention for those
students who were performing below grade-level, and expand the number of students taking
rigorous coursework through advanced placement (AP) and International Baccalaureate (IB)
courses.

Despite the increased Federal support for education and evidence of NCLB’s positive effects on
student achievement, many States and school districts contested NCLB’s requirements. They
complained that the testing requirements were too onerous and argued that holding States

- accountable for every student reaching proficiency was too high a bar. Further, many States
were slow to come into full compliance with the law. | ‘

~ In response, the President’s new Secretary of Education, Margaret Spellings, announced new

guidelines entitled Raising Student Achievement: A New Path for No Child Left Behind in April

2005. The guidelines incentivized States to come into compliance with the law by offering

greater flexibility to States that met certain guiding principles of NCLB. For example, States

- were allowed to use modified assessments for their students with persistent academic disabilities
~and to use growth models to g1ve schools credlt for students’ 1mpr0vement over time.

Student achievement continued to improve under this new era of increased ﬂex1b111ty In May
2005, a report from the Council of Great City Schools showed gains in the achievement of urban
students, espec1ally in math, and the 2005 Nation’s Report Card results revealed that the
achievement gap between minority students and white students had shrunk to its smallest size in
history and that progress in fourth-grade reading had accelerated dramatlcally

Bolstered by these encouraging results, in late 2006, President George W. Bush called on
Congress to reauthorize NCLB. In his 2007 State of the Union Address, the President outlined -
~ his blueprmt for reauthorization, which called for preserving the core principles of NCLB, such
as annual assessments, disaggregation of data, and timely information and options for parents.
He also called for new initiatives that would strengthen the law by giving States rewards for
individual student progress and flexibility for innovation, providing greater incentives for
effective teachers, increasing accountability for high schools, and giving parents more tlmely

: 1nf0rmat10n and greater. options.



The President’s call to Congress for reauthorization was strengthened by assessment results that
continued to demonstrate that NCLB was working. The 2007 Nation’s Report Card showed
across-the-board improvement in reading and math and record high scores for minority students.

Regardless, by early 2008, Congress had still not reauthorized the law. As a result, the President s
asked the U.S. Department of Education to begin strengthening NCLB through administrative
action. In March 2008, Secretary Spellings announced the Differentiated Accountability pilot
program, which would allow States to differentiate their school interventions based on the
academic reasons for a school’s identification as in need of improvement. Further, in April
2008, the Department proposed new regulations that would strengthen the inclusion of students,

| ~ improve graduation rate calculations, require States to report NAEP scores, and increase

students’ participation in SES and school choice. To that end, the proposed regulations would
require districts to work with community-based organizations to inform parents of their options
before the district could reallocate unused funds and require districts to notify parents of their
choice and SES options at least 14 days before the first day of school. These regulations
became final in October 2008.

Theé last eight years have demonstrated President George W. Bush’s commitment to his belief
that every child can learn and that our system of public education must rise up to help students
reach high expectations. For decades the Federal government poured money into schools and
hoped for the best. Under NCLB, we are investing more in our Nation’s schools, but we are =
expectmg—and getting—results. The achievement scores of U. S. students (measured by NAEP)
have reached all-time highs. Between 2003 and 2007, fourth- and eighth-grade students
improved by the equivalent of an extra half-year of instruction. As a result, fourth graders
attained their highest reading and math scores in history on the 2007 NAEP, and eighth graders
achieved their highest math scores ever. In addition, as of the 2007—08 school year, 48 States
and the District of Columbia had either improved or held steady in all academic categories.

Significant progress has also been made on one of the law’s principal goals—closing the
achievement gap. African-American and Hispanic students have achieved all-time highs in a-
number of categories on NAEP. In fourth-grade reading, the achievement gap between white
- and black students is the narrowest it has ever been, and in math, fourth- and eighth-grade black
students achieved their highest scores to date on the 2007 Nation’s Report Card. Hispanic =
students also posted their highest scores on record in fourth-grade reading and in fourth- and
eighth-grade math.

The President’s reforms, and the results they delivered, have led to a radical shift in the way the
Nation discusses education reform. There is now a consensus around critical principles of
establishing high expectations, insisting on results for every subgroup of students, implementing
research-based instructional practices, providing parents with clear information on their local
school and their child’s progress, and intervening when schools fail to serve students well.
While these reforms will evolve in years to come, they have their roots in the legacy left by
President George W. Bush. :

Chronology of Events

(tab #)



~ January 23, 2001

© May 23,2001

June 5,2001 ¢

June 14, 2001

August 2, 2001

December 11, 2001

' &01‘: Laying the Groundwork for NCLB

President‘:George W. Bush presents to Congress his blueprint for
nationwide education reform entitled “No Child Left Behind.” The
30-page legislative blueprint calls for a broad block-grant program

‘giving new spending flexibility to States, annual testing of students in

grades 3-8, and the reporting of performance of students '
disaggregated by ethnic and economic subgroups

The President meets with the Joint Congressional Education

Leadership Group to discuss his education plan.

The President and Secretary Paige hold a press conference to B
introduce NCLB to the public. : ‘

The House of Representatives passes an educatlon reform bill by a
vote of 384-45. The bill requires States to develop rigorous academic

standards, assess students against those standards, and identify

struggling schools that need improvement or corrective action. The
bill also provided students in struggling schools with the opportunity
to transfer to better performing public schools or receive tutoring.

The President meets with the Senate Education Working Group to

~encourage passage of the House bill.

The Senate passes an education reform bill by a vote of 91-8. The
bill increases Federal funding for education and requires that each
student subgroup improve its test scores by at least a1 percent each *
year. -

The President meets with the conference committee, Chairman -
of the House Education Committee, and Secretary Paige to discuss
the conference commlttee S work on NCLB

The House-Senate conference comes to an agreement on NCLB.
States are required to publish annual State and school district report
cards to inform parents about State and school academic progress.
Schools that do not make progress must provide supplemental
services, such as free tutoring or after-school assistance, and take
corrective actions. States and school districts are provided with
unprecedented flexibility to transfer up to 50 percent of the Federal
formula grant funds they receive under between several Federal
programs or to their Title I program. - The bill supports a new $1
billion a year program titled Reading First that uses sc1ent1ﬁcally-
based research to 1nform reading instruction. :



‘December 18, 2001

J_amiafy 8, 2002

April 8, 2002

“October 25, 2002

November 5, 2002

The NCLB conference report is adopted by the House and Senate by
a vote of 381-41.

- 2002- 2004 NCLB Implementatlon

The President signs NCLB.
. Fact Sheet: No Child Left Behlnd Act.

‘When President George W. Bush entered office in January 2001,

only 11 States were in full compliance with previous Federal
education accountability standards. Secretary Paige clears this -
backlog bringing all States come into compliance with the 1994
education law. ‘

. Memo to the President recommending adoption of the Department of

Education’s strict interpretation of Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP),

- which would require States to set high expectations and hold all
- schools accountable for ensurmg that all students meet those

expectations.

The Act to Provide for Irhprovement of Federal Education

Research creates the Institute of Education Sciences (IES) to

- improve the rigor and quality of Federal education research.

December 12,2002

© January 6,2003

January 8, 2003 -

January 23, 2003

" June 10,2003

The President unveils new guidance that empowers faith-based and
community groups to provide supplementary education services
(SES) to low-income students.

Memo to the President announcing the Department of Educatlon S
: approval of the first ﬁve State. accountablhty plans under NCLB

T

. The President’ celebrates the ﬁrst anmversary of NCLB.

Secretary Paige announces that 30 organizations—including school

~ districts and other public, nonprofit, and private organizations—in 22

States are to receive $72 million in Early Reading First grants. Each
grant funds prOJects that use strategies, curricula, materials, and
professional development to prepare young children to enter

kindergarten with the language and cognitive skills that prevent

future reading difficulties.

Every State NCLB accountability plan is approved by the :
Department of Education. States must describe how they will close

the achievement gap and make sure all students, including those who

are disadvantaged, achieve academic proficiency. In addition, they
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_ June16,2003

* September 8, 2003

* November 13, 2003

" December 3, 2003

must produce annual State and school district report cards that 1nform: |

parents and communlties about State and school progress.

Memo to the Pre51dent seeklng approval of the Department of
Education’s regulations allowing States to develop alternative

. achievement standards for students w1th disabihtles

The Pre51dent and Secretary Palge hlghhght the progress of
States and school districts in implementing the supplemental -
educational services (SES) provisions of NCLB. :

The Nation’s Report Card shows that math scores 'on the National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) are increasing across a--
number of subgroups. As a result, the achievement gap between
white and African American students is closing for both fourth— and
eighth- graders, and Hispanic fourth-graders are also narrowmg the
achievement gap  with the1r white peers. :

¢

Memo to the Pre51dent explaining that the Dep_artrnent. of ‘Education_ |
- will be issuing a final regulation that gives school districts flexibility

* in meeting the AYP requirements for special education students.

January 8, 2004

March 9, 2004

March 26, 2004

* July 13,2004

The President discusses the success of NCLB at a school in
Knoxville, Tennéssee, on the second anniversary of the law and
highlights the new resources that are being made available to

.America s schools. He uses the occasion to prev1ew the FY 2005, ;

budget which includes a 48 percent increase for elementary and
secondary education over FY 2001.

* Fact Sheet: Pres1dent Bush Celebrates 2nd Anniversary of
NCLB. :

Memoto the President explaining that the Department of »
Education will provide additional guidance on existing Highly
Qualified Teacher flexibility as well as new flexibility in meeting -
these requirements, such as allowing veteran teachers of multiple
subjects to demonstrate competency through a State- determmed

comblnation of experience and continuing education.

‘Memo to the President explaining the Department of Education’s

decision to allow States to calculate their parti_cipation rates using a

~ three-year average.

~ Memo to the President explaining the decision to approve ,
' Tennessee’s proposal that school districts only be identified for

improvement if a student group misses the target in both grade spans
in the same year.

g
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' :Septe'mber'21 ; 2004

July 30,2004

September 17, 2004

November 15, 2004

November 17, 2004

 December 14, 2004

L

- Memo to the President reportmg that States AYP results show that 29

the achlevement gap is narrowing.

Memo to the Presrdent reporting that every State that had released 30
AYP results reported progress in one or more areas. e

Secretary Paige announces his re51gnat1dn; i ._ B 3|
The ‘President prai’s‘es Paige 'for hisservice ahd leadership S 0
The President nom1nates Margaret Spelhngs as Secretary of : l\.' 2
Educat1on . v :

U.S. students show 1mpr0vement on the Trends in ‘Intematlonal | L 3

Mathematics and Science Study (TIMMS). America’s fourth- and

- eighth-graders score well above the international average in both

‘math and science, and U.S. eighth-graders showed gains across most -

student groups, including boys, girls, and minority str_ldents

B 2004-20‘05:’F0cus on High Schools

‘Memo to the President outlining the second-term education agenda = 4

building on the core principles of NCLB: Teacher Incentive Fund to

- attract, retain, and reward good teachers; Early childhood initiatives,

 September 26, 2004

" January 12, 2005

’_ such as training additional teachers and‘pa_rents in early literacy

methods; and high school programs that increase accountability and
provide additional resources to help high school students who have
fallen behind." :

The Whrte House releases the Pres1dent s educatlon pohcy book The 5 :

Promise of America. The book highlights the results of the

- President’s tireless efforts to improve education, including increased

accountability, ﬂex1b1l1ty, and spending for schools, more options for
parents, and greater support for teachers. The book also outlines the

‘President’s plans for new high school initiatives, which will improve
‘students’ preparation for high school, increase accountability for high

schools, and develop more effectwe intervention strategles for
struggling readers : :

" The President announces his $1.5 billion plan to improve high =~ 6
“schools. The plan will include an extra $200 million to improve high :

school hteracy, $269 million for the Mathematrcs and Sc1ence



Partnership program, a $500 million incentive fund to reward
teachers who demonstrate success in preparing their students through
“increases in student achievement and teach in low-income schools,
and additional support to. expand the avallablhty of Advance
. Placement programs.
e FactSheet: NCLB—Hi gh Quahty, High School Imtlatlves

J anuary 31, 20(_)5 ) _‘Secretary Spelhngs is sworn_ in.

2005 2006: Expandmg FlelellltV for States and Dlstrlcts

- March 14, 2005 ‘ Memo to the Pre51dent outhnmg Secretary Spelllngs comm1tment to
SR make NCLB more “flexible and workable” by allowing States that
meet the bright line priorities of NCLB to have greater flexibility in
other areas, such as measurlng student progress over t1me in AYP
. calculations.

~ April 7,2005 o ‘Secretary Spellings announces new guidelines entitled Raising

Student Achievement: A New Path for No Child Left Behind, which 5

- offers States that meet certain guiding. principles of the law more
flexibility, including allowing these States to use modified

assessments for their students with per51stent academic d1sab111t1es o '

. Ralslng Achlevement A New Path for NCLB

- April 20,2005 - The National Education Assocmtlon (NEA) the Natlon ] largest
G A ~ teachers union, filed a lawsuit against the Department of Education
on behalf of school districts in Michigan, Texas, and Vermont and
some State-level associations affiliated with the NEA. The suit
~ claims that, as implemented, NCLB is an unfunded mandate in -

10,

violation of the Act’s own provisions and constitutional principles.

‘May 2, 2005 ~ Memo to the President describing recent developments concerning
R §  NCLB, including: the NEA lawsuit claiming that NCLB is an
unfunded mandate; the Department of Education’s decision to
- withhold Title I funds from Georgia, the District of Columbia,
Minnesota, and Texas; and a recent report from the Council of Great

- City Schools showmg gains in the achlevement of urban students

‘ espec1a11y in math.

July 14, 2005 _ The release of the Natlon s Report Card pr0V1des ev1dence that
' = - NCLBis working, Results on NAEP demonstrate that the

N
- e

_reading has accelerated dramatlcally

10

“achievement gap between minority students and white students has . |
- shrunk to its smallest size in history and that progress in fourth grade o

B
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November 18, 2005

November 23, 2005

" October 4, 2006

October 5, 2006

: December 15, 2006

Secretary Spellings announces the Growth Model prlot program,

“ which will allow States to give schools credit for student

improvement over time by tracklng 1nd1v1dual student achlevement
year to year : : S ’

The NEA’s lawsuit against the Department of Education 1s -
dismissed by a Federal district court because the judge found that
Congress has the power to set educational standards and had
approprlated sufficient fundlng for NCLB

2006-2007: Calling for NCLB Reauthorigat_i’onl - "

Memo to the President briefing him on the statusof NCLB and plans
for the upcoming reauthorization of the law. The memo highlights

key issues, including the need to increase eligible students’.

participation in supplementary services and to encourage hlgh
schools to provide their students with more challenging coursework
The memo also addresses the goals of reauthorization:

_ institutionalizing accountability and assessment, strengthening the
restructuring of persistently failing schools, expanding accountability
to high schools and other subjects, and promotlng an outcome-based :

deﬁmtlon of “highly effectlve teacher

, M_emo to the President preparing him to discuss reauthorization with

Department.of Education officials. The memo highlights the

13

14

16

‘17‘.‘. .

following priorities: making Opportunity Scholarships available to

children in persistently failing schools, increasing access to
supplemental educational;services, increasing charter school L
capacity, and expanding NCLB accountability to high schools.

| The President discusses reauthonzatlon at the Department of
- ‘Education and thanks Secretary Spelhngs and her team for all the1r o

hard work.
‘e Fact Sheet: NCLB—Challenglng Students through H1gh
Expectatlons ~

bMemo to the Presrdent for the December 15 policy tlme on the

reauthorization of NCLB, which describes the following priorities:
preserving the core principles of NCLB, such as annual assessments,
disaggregation of data, and timely information and options for -
parents; and new initiatives that will strengthen the law, including |
giving States rewards for progress and flexibility for innovation,

‘providing greater incentives for effective teachers, increasing
" accountability for high schools, and giving parents more trmely

information and greater optlons
11

20



January 8,2007

January 23, 2007 U

April 19,2007

~ June 25,2007

~ August 28, 2007

YV

September 25, 2007

~ October 9, 2007

The President discusses reauthorization with Senators Kennedy and ;

‘Enzi and Congressmen Miller and McKeon on the fifth anniversary -

of NCLB. Discussion focuses on how Congress and the _
Administration can work together to address some of the major
concerns that some have with NCLB without straymg from the core

,pr1n01p1es of the b111

Pres1dent George W Bush delivers his State of the Unlon address '
and outlines his blueprint for strengthening NCLB by increasing
flexibility, helping struggling schools i improve, and giving parents
with children in failing schools the right to choose a better school.
‘e Building on Results: A Blueprint for Strengthening NCLB.

Reading First achievement data demonstrate dramatic imprO\fement »
in reading proficiency of America’s neediest children.. -

The President congratulates the Presidential Scholars and calls on
Congress to reauthorize NCLB. :
e Fact Sheet: NCLB——Keepmg an H1stonc Commltment to Our
Children.

Chairman George Miller introduces the Miller-McKeon discussion
draft for the reauthorization of Title I of NCLB. Secretary Spellings
responds with a letter that outlines her concerns with the draft,
particularly Miller’s changes that would weaken accountability and
decrease information and options available to students and parents. -

The 2007 Nation’s Report Card shows record high scores for eighth
graders in math and for fourth graders in reading and math. African
American and Hispanic students also posted all- tlme highs i in several
categorles :
e Fact Sheet: 2007 Nation’s Report Card Shows Mmorlty
Students Postlng All-Time Highs.

Memo to the Pres1dent outlining the 1eglslat1ve strategy for the
reauthorization and identifying which of the changes to NCLB being
discussed in Congress should provoke an Administrative veto (for

example, any bill that would weaken accountability or consequences :

or add complex1ty to the legislation).

The President speaks with civil rights leaders and advocates for
minority and disadvantaged students about the recent NAEP results
showing a narrowing of the achievement gap between white and
minority students and the importance of reauthorizing NCLB.
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‘ December 7, 2007

~2008: Taking Administrative Action to Improve NCLB

March 18, 2008

April 3,2008

April 15,2008

April 22, 2008

April 24, 2008

Secretary Spellings invites add1t10na1 States to Jom an expanded
Growth Model pilot program. ' -

The NEA’s lawsuit against NCLB is reinstated by the Sixth Circuit

~ Court of Appeals on the grounds that the law might be an unfunded |

mandate

Secretary Spellings introduces the “Differentiated Accountability”
~ pilot program, which will allow States to vary the intensity and the
type of intervention that a school receives to match the academic

reasons for that school’s identification as a school in need of
) ,1mprovement

The Nation’s Report Card indicates that student achievement in

* writing is on the rise. Average writing scores for eighth- and twelfth-
graders were higher than in previous assessments in 1998 and 2002,
and the racial, ethnic, and gender achievement gaps narrowed.

Memo to the President recommending the approval of administrative
actions including new regulations and pilot programs that would
strengthen the inclusion. of students, improve graduation rate

- calculations, require States to report NAEP scores, and i 1mprove
parental notrﬁcatlon

Secretary Spellings'announces proposed regulations that would:
strengthen the inclusion of students, improve graduation rate
calculations, require States to report NAEP scores, and 1mpr0ve
parental notification.

~ The President attends the White House Summit on Inner-Clty '
" Children and Faith-Based-Schools. '

- Fact Sheet: Providing Greater Opportunities for Our Children

.by Ensuring Access to Faith-Based Schools.
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Foreword by.Pre,sident George W. Bush

' Bipartisan»education reform will be the cornerstone of my 'Administration

The quality of our pubhc schools dlrectly affects us all as parents, as students, and as citizens. Yet t00

~~many children in America are segregated by low expectations, illiteracy, and self-doubt. In a constantly
- changing world that is demanding increasingly complex skills from. 1ts workforce; children are hterally :
- being left behmd v , : ‘

It doesnt‘ have- ,to;_be thi_s»way.

Blpartlsan solutlons are w1th1n our reach. If our country fails in its responsibility to educate every chlld '
- were likely to fail in many other areas. But if we succeed in educating our youth many other successes
T w111 follow throughout our country and in the lives of our cmzens '

.

Thrs blueprmt represents part of my agenda for education reform Though it does not encompass every
aspect of the education reforms I plan to propose, this blueprint will serve as a framework from which
we can all work together Democrat, Republican, and Independent to strengthen our elementary and
secondary schools. Taken together, these reforms express my deep belief in our public schools and their

mission to build the mind and character of every child, from every background, in every part of

America. And I am very open to workmg with Members of Congress who have addltlonal 1deas to meet

~ our shared goals ’ A _ o
I look_ forward to working with Congress to ensure that no child is left behind.

Table of Co‘ntehtsv: e

'Ex.,ecutive’ Summaryl o .L
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* Enhancing Education Through Technology 2 ' ' ’ .

. Pfovidihg.lm‘pact,,_Aid 24

‘Encouraging Freedom and Accountability 26
Executive Summary

"If a nation expects to be ignorant and free, in a state of
civilization, it expects what never was and never will be."

"—f ‘Thomas J effe-rsoﬁ, 1816

‘ Transformihg the Federal Role in Education So That No Child is Left Behind

As America enters the 21St Century full of hope and promise, t00 many of our neediest students are
be1ng left behmd T o . , . -

Today, nearly 70 percent of inner city fourth graders are unable to read at a basic level on national

reading tests. Our high school seniors trail students in Cyprus and South Africa on international math
. tests. And nearly a third of our college freshmen find they must take a remedial course before they are

able to even begin regular college level courses. :

‘ Although educatlon is primarily a state and local respon51b111ty, the federal government is partly at fault
‘ for tolerating these abysmal results. ‘The federal government currently/does not do enough to reward
~ success and sanction failure in our education system.

Since 1965' ‘when the federal government embarked on its first major elementary-secondary education
initiative, federal pol1cy has strongly influenced America's schools. Over the years Congress has created
hundreds of programs intended to address problems in education without asking whether or not the.
programs produce results or knowing their impact on local needs. This "program for every problem"

- . solution has begun to add up -- so much so that there are hundreds of education programs spread across
39 federal agencies at a cost of $120 billion a year. Yet, after spending billions of dollars on education,
we have fallen short in meeting our goals for educational excellence. The academic achievement gap
between rich and poor, Anglo and minority is not only wide, but in some cases is growing wider still. )

In reaction to these disappointing results, some have decided that there should be no federal involvement.
in education. Others suggest we merely add new programs into the old system. Surely, there must be
another way a way that points to a more effective federal role. The priorities that follow are based on the
fundamental notion that an enterprise works best when respons1b1l1ty is placed closest to the most
~ important activity of the enterprise, when those responsible are given greatest latitude and support, and
- when those responsible are held accountable for producing results. This education blueprint will:

- o Increase Accountability for Student Performance: States, districts and schools that improve
- achievement will be rewarded. Failure will be sanctioned. Parents will know how well their child
* is learning, and that schools are held accountable for their effectiveness with annual state reading
and math assessments in grades 3-8.
' "« Focus on What Works: Federal dollars will be spent on effective, research based programs and
practices. Funds will be targeted to improve schools and enhance teacher quality.

http://wwwﬁwhitehouse.gov/news/reports/no-child-left-behind.html ' ~5/30/2008
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v' o Reduce Bureaucracy and Increase Flexnblllty Additional flexibility will be prov1ded to states .
‘ and school districts and ﬂexrble funding will be increased at the local level. ’

| . Empower Parents: Parents will have more 1nformat10n about the quality of their childs school
Students in per51stently low-performing schools will be glven choice.
'Though these prlorities do not address reforms in every federal education program, they do address a-
- general vision for reforming the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) and linking federal
~dollars to specific performance goals to-ensure 1mproved results. Details about other programs and

priorities will be provided at a later date.* Our priorlties in this blueprint consist of seven performance- o v

~based t1t1es » _ ) o . o

L ‘Improvmg the academic performance of disadvantaged students
" IL. Boosting teacher quality ‘
III. Moving limited English proficient students to English ﬂuency
- IV. Promoting informed parental choice and innovative programs

V. Encouraging safe schools for the 21St Century
VL. Increasing funding for Impact Aid
 VIL Encouragmg freedom and accountabllity

* (The’se proposals are presented within a new legislative framework. There are programs and policies in -
~ the current Elementary and Secondary Education Act that are not addressed in these proposals The '
- proposals that are starred in this document will be cons1dered separately from the ESEA

" reauthorization ) ’ o

'There lell be additlonal funds targeted to needy schools and districts. States and school districts will
have the ‘ﬂexibility to produce results and may lose funds if performance goals are not met..

In America no Chlld should be left behind Every child should be educated to his or her full potent1al
This proposal sets forth the Presidents proposed framework to accomplish that goal. This Admimstration
will work with Congress to ensure that this happens qu1ckly, and ina b1part1san manner. :

The Pohcy

: _,The Adminlstration s education reform agenda is comprised of the following key components many of
~which would be implemented durmg the re-authorization of the Elementary and Secondary Educatlon

At (ESEA)

, Clo’smg the Achlevement Gap:
. Accountablllty and High Standards. States, school districts, and schools must be accountable
- for ensuring that all students, including d1sadvantaged students meet high academic standards. -
~States must develop a system of sanctions and rewards to hold districts’ and schools accountable .
fori 1mprov1ng academic achievement. T J :

S Annual Academlc Assessments. Annual reading and math assessments will provide parents w1th
~ the information they need to know how well their child is doing in school, and how well the
school is educating their child. Further, annual data is a vital diagnostic tool for schools to achieve
continuous improvement. With adequate time for planning and implementation, each state may ‘
‘select and design assessments of their choosing. In addition, a sample of students in each state will -

" http:l/vaw.whitehouse.‘govv/news/reports/nchhild-left-behind.html,~~\ , N | | o 5/36,/2008 v
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be assessed annually w1th the Nat10nal Assessment of Educat1onal Progress (NAEP) 4th and 8th. '
grade assessment in readlng and math. :

. Consequences for Schools that Fail to Educate Disadvantaged Students.Schools that fail to.
make adequate yearly progress for disadvantaged students will first receive assistance, and then
come under corrective action if they still fail to make progress. If schools fail to make adequate -

. yearly progress for three consecutive years, disadvantaged students may use Title I funds to
transfer to a higher-performing public or private school, or receive supplemental educatronal
‘services from a provider of choice. . .

' Improving Literacy by Putting Reading First:

e Focus on Readlng in Early Grades. States that establish a comprehensive reading program
anchored in scientific research from kindergarten to second grade will be eligible for grants under
. anew Readmg First initiative. -

"o Early Childhood Readmg Instruction. States part1c1pat1ng in the Reading Flrst program.will.
have the option to receive funding from a new "Early Reading First" program to implement
research based pre- readmg methods in pre-school programs ‘including Head Start centers

Expandmg Flexnblllty, Reducing Bureaucracy

o Title I Flexnblllty More schools will be able to operate Title I schoolwide programs and combine
federal funds with local and state funds to improve the quality of the entire school.

o Increased Funds to Schools for Technology. E-rate. funds and technology grant funds will be
consolidated and distributed to schools through states and local districts based on need. This will
also ensure that schools no longer have to submit multiple grant apphcatlons and incur the
associated administrative burdens to obtain education technology funding.

* o Reduction in Bureaucracy. Overlapping and dupl_icative categorical grant programs will be
consolidated and sent to states and school districts.

o New State and Local Flexibility Options. A charter option for states and districts committed to
accountability and reform will be created. Under this program, charter states and districts would
- be freed from categorical program requirements in return for submitting a five-year performance
... agreement to the Secretary of Education and being subject to especially rigorous standards of
accountabrhty :

ReWarding Success and Sanctioning Failure:

‘e Rewards for Closing the Achievement Gap. High performing states that narrow the
achievement gap and improve overall student achievement will be rewarded.

‘e Accountability Bonus for States. Each state will be offered a one-time bonus if it meets
accountability requirements, including establishing annual assessments in grades 3 8 within two
years of enacting thlS plan. :

« "No Child Left Behind" School Rewards. Successful schools that have made the greatest L
progress in improving the achievement of disadvantaged students will be recognized and rewarded

http://www.whitehouse. gov/news/reports/no-child-left-behind.html > | 5/30/2008
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_‘ with "No Child Left Behind" bonuses.

e Consequences for Failure. The Secretary of Education will be authorized to reduce federal funds
‘available to a state for administrative expenses if a state fails to meet their performance objectives
~and demonstrate results in academic achrevement

, Promoting Informed Parental Choice;

¢ School Repbrts to Parents. Parents will be enabled to make informed choices about schools for
their children by being given access to school-by-school report cards on student achievement for
all groups of students.
e Charter Schools Funding will be prov1ded to assist charter schools Wlth start- up costs fa0111t1es :
- and other needs associated with creatrng high-quality schools. c :

o Innovative School Choice Programs and Research. The Secretary of Education will award -
grants for innovative efforts to expand parental choice, as well as to conduct research on the
effects of school choice.

Improvmg Teacher Quality:

o All Students Taught by Quahty Teachers States and localities will be given ﬂex1b1hty in the
- use of federal funds so that they may focus more on improving teacher quality. States will be
expected to ensure that all children are taught by effective teachers.

. Fundmg What Works High standards for professwnal development will be set to ensure that
federal funds promote research-based, effectlve practice in the classroom.

o Strengthening Math and Science Education. K-12 math and science educatron will be
- strengthened through math and science partnerships for states to work with 1nst1tut10ns of hlgher
~ education to 1mprove instruction and curriculum.’ :

Makinngchools‘ Safer for the 21St Century:

e Teacher Protection. Teachers will be empowered to remove vrolent or per51stent1y disruptive
‘ ,students from the classroom.

o Promoting School Safety. Funding for schools will be increased to promote safety and drug
- prevention during and after school. States will be allowed to give consideration to religious
~organizations on the same basis as other nongovernmental organizations when awardmg grants for
after-school programs.

- o Rescuing Students from Unsafe Schools. Victims of school-based crimes or students trapped in
~ persistently dangerous schools will be provided with a safe altematlve ‘States must report to
- parents and the public whether a school is safe.

. Supportmg Character Education. Add1t1ona1 funds will be provided for Character Education

grants to states and districts to train teachers in methods of 1ncorporat1ng character-bulldmg
~ lessons and activities into the classroom r e

http://www.whitchouse.gov/news/reports/no-child-lefi-behind html 5/30/2008
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* Achieving Equality Through High Standards and Accountability

. Title |

(Part A: Closing the Achievement Gap for Disadvantaged Students)
Overview . ,

: The federal government can, and must, help close the achievement gap between dlsadvantaged students
_ and their peers..

To meet that goal, the federal investment in Title I must be spent more effectively and with greater
accountability This proposal changes current law by requiring that states, school districts and schools
receiving Title I funds ensure that students in all student groups meet high standards. Schools must have
- clear,- ‘measurable- goals focused on basic skills and essential knowledge. Requiring annual state
- assessments in math and readmg in grades 3-8 will ensure that the goals are being met for every child,
every year. Annual testing in every grade gives teachers, parents and pohcymakers the 1nformatron they
~ need to ensure that chlldren will reach academlc success.

School.s that fail to make sufficient progress should receive special assistance. Students should not be
- forced to attend persistently failing schools, and they must at some point be freed to attend adequate
schools. Under this plan, d1sadvantaged students will not be required to sacrlﬁce the1r educatron and
‘ future for the sake of preserving the status quo.

Accountablhty for student performance must be accompanied by local control and ﬂex1b111ty If schools
-~ areto be held to hlgh standards, they must have the freedom to meet those standards. :

' Summary of Proposals
L

.Close the achlevement gap for dlsadvantaged students by prov1d1ng states addltlonal assistance and' '
ﬂex1b111ty in return for 1mp1ement1ng rigorous accountablhty for results: :

Sets ngh Standards. Most states have established standards for what students should know i in readmg

 and math This proposal requlres that states also set challenglng content standards in history and science.

Establlshes Annual Assessments for Every Child in Grades 3-8. Annual readrng and math -
assessments will provide parents with the information they need to know how well their child is doing in
~school, and . how well the school is educating their child. With adequate time to plan and implement,
states may. select and design assessments of their choosing. The only requirement would be that the

results in student achievement would be comparable from year to year. States will have three years to = -

‘develop and- implement the assessments. Federal funds will cover the cost of developing these
~assessments. . ;
Requires Progress Reports on All Student Groups. In keeping with current law, states will -be
required to report student assessment results to parents. In order to hold schools accountable for
‘improving the performance™ of all students, these results must also be reported to the public |
disaggregated by race, gender, English language proficiency, disability, and socio-economic status.

- Expects Adequate Yearly Progress for Disadvantaged Students. Under current law, districts must
determine whether each Title I school is making adequate yearly progress based on whether its students
~are meeting state content and performance standards. The status quo does not ensure, however, that
~ disadvantaged students within each school make progress. Under this proposal, a states definition of
: adequate yearly progress must apply specifically to dlsadvantaged students, as well as to the overall

~—
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student populatio'n' This expectation will serve to hold ‘schools and districts accountable for improving
‘the performance of disadvantaged students and to help educators parents and others discern whether
v achrevement gaps are closing.

Helps States with Technical Assistance Funds to Help Turn Around Low-Performing Schools.

- Federal funds will be available to states and districts to augment their efforts to provide capacity
building and technical assistance to schools identified as needing improvement. State technical
assistance provided with these funds must be grounded in sc1ent1ﬁcally based research.

~ Increasés Flexibility for Schools. Flexibility will be increased by lowering the schooiwide poverty

- threshold from 50 percent to 40 percent, so.that more schools can combine their federal dollars to -

. '1mprove the quahty of the school

Provides’ Correctlve Actlon for Low-Performing Schools and Districts. Schools and districts that
‘have not made adequate yearly progress for one academic year will be identified by the district or state
as needing improvement. Immedlately after identification, these schools will receive as51stance to
1mprove performance - : R
'y If the 1dent1ﬁed school still has not met adequate yearly progress after two years, the district must -
- implement corrective action and offer public school choice to all students in the failing school.

« If the school fails to make adequate progress after three years, disadvantaged students within the
* school may use Title I funds to transfer to a higher performing public or private school, or receive
- supplemental educational services from a provider of choice. All non-public providers rece1v1ng

' vfederal money will be subject to approprlate standards of accountablhty

o Students may contlnue to attend a school of choice for the duration of the time-they would have
attended the failing school. Choice options must continue to be offered unt11 two years after the

school is no longer identified as being in need of 1mprovement v

e There will be an appropriate transition period for schools that have already been identified as |
4 needlng 1mpr0vement under current law :

| Rewards Schools and States That Narrow the Achievement Gap. Schools and state's:’that make

‘significant progress in closing the achievement gap will bé honored with awards from a "No Child Left *

,Behind'? school bonus fund and an "Achievement in Education" state bonus fund.

“Puts i in Place Consequences for Failure. States that fa11 to make adequate yearly progress for their
: dlsadvantaged students will be subject to losing a portion of their administrative funds. Sanctions will be
‘based on a states failure to narrow the achievement gap in meeting adequate yearly progress
requirements in math and reading in grades 3 through 8. Progress on state assessments will be confirmed

by state results on an annual sampling of 4th ang gth grade students on the National Assessment of
_-Educational Progress (NAEP) in math and reading. B ‘

Protects Homeschools and Private Schools. Federal requirements do not apply to home schools or
prlvate schools. Protectlons in current law would be maintained.

Improvmg theracy by Puttmg Readmg Flrst '
_ (Part B: Readm‘g F|rst)

. http;//.,www.whitehouse.gov/news/reports/no-child-left-_behind.html - | 5/30/2008
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' OVerV_iew The Administration is committed to ensuring that every child can read by the third grade. To
help meet this goal, a new prograin will be established known as the "Reading First" initiative. :

‘The Read1ng First initiative glves states both the funds and the tools they need to eliminate the. reading;
~ deficit. The findings of years of scientific research on reading are now available, and application of this
research to the classroom is now p0531ble for all schools in America. The National Reading Panel issued
‘a report in April 2000 after reviewing 100, OOO studles on how students learn to read The panel‘
concluded ' . e

"effective readmg instruction includes teaching chlldren to break apart and manlpulate the sounds in
words (phonemic awareness), teaching them that these sounds are represented by letters of the alphabet -
which can then be blended together to form words (phonics), having them practice what they -have

“ learned by reading aloud with guidance and feedback (guided oral reading) and applymg readmg I

comprehension strateg1es to guide and improve reading comprehens1on

" The Readmg First initiative builds upon these ﬁndlngs by investing in scientifically-based reading
instruction -programs in the early grades. Ensurmg that more children receive effective reading

~ instruction means that more children will receive the help they need before they fall too far behind. This"

will also reduce the cost burden on all levels of government as fewer children are diagnosed as needing -
IDEA services simply because they did not receive © proper. reading instruction during the crucial early;
- years. ‘ : . . ,

Summary of Prdpdsals
‘Creates Comprehensive, Statewide Readmg Programs to Ensure Every Chlld is Readmg by the

Third Grade. States and local districts will have access to funds from the new Reading First program to
implement comprehensive, science-based reading programs in Kindergarten through second grade. The

- Reading Excellence Act would be consolidated under Reading First. The Even Start family hteracy

~ program (Title I Part B) also would become a part of this larger initiative, Whlle contlnulng to fund
‘ family literacy programs throughout the nation o :

Supplements Reading First W1th an Early Chlldhood Reading Imtiatlve States part1c1pat1ng in the" o
Reading First program will have the option to receive "Early Reading First" funding to implement
- research-based reading programs in existing pre-school programs and Head Start programs that feed into. -

- participating elementary schools. The purpose of' this program is to illustrate on a larger scale recent

research findings that children taught pre- reading and math skills in pre- school enter school ready to

- learn reading and mathematics.

e

Improving Teacher Quality

Title II , :
(Part A: Grants for Improving Teacher Quallty)
OverVIew

: The Adminlstratlons proposal for preparmg, trainlng ‘and recrulting teachers is based upon the ba31c
; pr1nc1ple that teacher excellence is vital to achieving improvement in student achievement. -

This proposal w1ll provide a major boost to schools in therr efforts to establish and support a high-
quality teaching force. Accordmg to the U.S. General Accounting Office, there are 28 programs within

httpv://,www.,whitehouse.gOv/news/reports/no-childfleft-behind.html SRR ; 5/30/2008
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the Departrnent of Education that spend a significant portion of their funds on teacher training. A total of
87 programs support teacher training, administered by 13 different agencies.

This proposal combines the funding of Federal education programs, including the Class Size Reduction
program and the Eisenhower Professional Development program, into performance-based grants to-
states and localities. Using these funds, they will have the support and flexibility necessary to improve
-~ academic achievement through such initiatives as providing high-quality training for teachers that is
‘grounded in scientific research. In return, states will be held accountable for improving the quality of
their teachers. : :

* Summary of Proposals:"

Grants States and Dlstrlcts Greater Flexibility for Effective Professional Development. Every child
. in America deserves a high-quality teacher. The current structure of federal programs fails to deliver on
th1s promise. In order to assist states in their efforts to prepare, recruit and train high-quality teachers,
the Eisenhower Professional Development Program and the Class Size Reduction program will be
consohdated into more flexible teacher quahty grants to states and local districts.

Establlshes ngh Standards for Professronal Development States and local d1strlcts will be perrnltted ‘
to use this funding to meet their particular needs and to strengthen the skills and improve the knowledge

. of their public school teachers, principals, and administrators. In return, states and districts would be

requ1red to ensure that federal funds promote the use of scientific, research- based and effective practlce ‘

" in the classroom.

Promotes Innovative Teacher Reforms. In addition to fundmg profess1onal development states and
school districts will be free to use their funds to promote innovative programs such as reforming teacher
certification or licensure requirements; alternative certification; tenure reform and merit-based teacher
performance systems; differential and bonus pay for teachers in high-need subject areas such as readrng,
'math and science, and in high poverty schools and districts; and mentoring programs. :

ExpectsTeach'er Quality to Improve. States will be accountable for ensuring that all children‘ are
taught by effective teachers and for developing a plan to ensure this goal will be met. R

Awards Grants for Excellence in Teaching. One percent of funding for this program is set aside for
- the Secretary of Education to award grants to states that develop teacher assessment systems that

measure teacher performance using gains in student academic achievement.

Protects Teachers. Teachers, principals and school board members acting in their official capacity will
be shielded from federal 11ab111ty arising out of their efforts to- maintain d1501p11ne in the classroom, 50
_long as they do not engage in reckless or cr1m1nal misconduct.* * : , :

Provides Tax Deductions for Teach’ers Teachers will be able to make tax deductions of up to $400to ,
-help defray the costs associated with out-of-pocket classroom expenses, such as books, school supplles ‘
profess1onal enr1chment programs and other training.*

Empowers Parents with Teacher Quality Information. Parents have a right to know if their childs

teacher is effective. Local districts, upon the request, will be required to dlsclose to parents ‘information .

about the quahty of their childs teacher, as defined by the state.

Improvmg Math and Scrence Instruction

http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/reports/no-child-left-behind.html : o 5/30/2008



- No Child Left Behind S BRI - Page100f 16

(Part B: Math and Science Partnershlps)
Overvrew

Among the underlymg causes for the poor performance of U. S. students in the areas of math and
science, three problems must be addressed -- too many teachers teaching out-of-field; too few students
‘taking: advanced coursework; and too few schools offermg a challenging curriculum and textbooks

‘The Higher Education Community recognizes that it has a vested interest in Working'to improve
elementary and secondary math and science achievement. More than twenty states have begun to form’
partnerships with colleges and universities for the purpose of raising math and science standards for
~ students, providing math and s01ence tralnlng for teachers and creating innovative ‘ways to reach
- underserved schools. :

Th_e Math and Science Partnership program provides funds for states to join with institutions of higher
education in strengthening K-12 math and science education. States that access these funds will be
~ required to establish partnership agreements with state colleges, universities and community colleges

“and school districts, with the goal of strengthening K-12 math and science education. These funds could
be used by the states to defray the cost of the partnerships and to involve other colleges and community”
colleges in thelr math and science initiatives.

The‘ success of partnershrps between _states and institutions of higher education will be linked to
accountability goals that measure important indicators such as student performance on state assessments,
increasing participation of students in advanced courses in-math and science and passing advanced
‘placement exams, and increasing the numbers of teachers that major in math or science:

Su"mmary of Propdsals
\ J .

Establishes Math and Science Partnerships. States and local districts would be eligible to receive new
federal funds to help fund partnerships with the math and science departments of institutions of higher
education. Partnerships would focus on strengthening the quality of math and science instruction in
elementary and secondary schools and could include such activities as making math and science
curricula more rigorous, improving math and science professional development attracting math and
science majors to teaching, and aligning high school math and science standards to foster college
placement . : :
o ’Involves Major Research Institutions. Research universities will be encouraged to participate fully in.
~ these state partnerships in order to strengthen K-12 math and science education. '

~ Moving Limited English Proficient Students to English Fluency

(Title )
. Overview o

One of Amer1cas greatest attributes is our diversity. Ensuring that all children, regardless of background,
“have the chance to succeed is a central purpose of the federal role in education. The changes that our
schools have witnessed over the last decade have created new challenges to teaching and learning. All
‘parents want their children to graduate with the basic tools needed to work and succeed in today's global:
marketplace. For the more than 3 million errted English Proficient (LEP) students in America, this
means leammg English in school.

Unfortunately,‘ there are mdlcat1ons that LEP students are not receiving the services they need t_o make

http://www.whitehouse.-gov/news/reportS/no-child-left-behind.html © . 5/30/2008
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* this transition. For example, research has shown that English language learners, when compared with
their - English-fluent peers, tend to receive lower grades and often score below the average on

standardized math and reading assessments. This is partly because federal fundlng for bilingual - |

education currently has no performance measures attached to it: Our proposal will give districts more
- flexibility in using blllngual funds in exchange for effectively transitioning LEP students into Engllsh :
ﬂuency and improving their achlevement :

In order for all students to meet high standards limited English proficient (LEP) students need to master
English as quickly as possible. To accomplish this goal, states and school districts will be held
~ accountable for making annual increases in English proficiency from the previous year. Moreover, they
- will be required to teach children in English after three consecutive years of being in school.

Summary of Proposals

Streamlines ESEA Bilingual Education Programs. These programs will be streamlined into
‘ performance based grants to states and local districts. ' ' -

Sets Performance Objectlves for Improving English Fluency. As part of the1r apphcatlon for funds
states will set performance objectives to ensure LEP children achieve English fluency within three years.
States would also ensure that LEP students meet standards in core content areas that are at least as
rigorous as those in classes taught in English. ~

Imposes Sanctions for Poor Performance States that do not meet their performance objectlves for .
LEP students could lose up to ten percent of the admrmstratrve portion of their fundlng for-all ESEA
state administered formula grant programs. :

Frees School Districts to Select a Teaching Approach That Meets the Needs of Students.
Regulations on the funds mandating a particular method of instruction to educate LEP students w111 be

- prohlblted

Promoting Parental Options and Innovative Programs

(Title IV)
Overview

The purpose of T1t1e IV is to promote parental choice and to increase the amount of ﬂexrble funds
avallable to states and school dlstrlcts for innovative education programs. :
Systems are often resistant to change no matter how good the intentions of those who- lead: them.
Competition can be the stimulus a- bureaucracy needs in order to change. For that reason, the
Administration seeks to increase parental options and influence. Parents, armed with data, are the best
forces of accountability in education. And parents, armed with options and choice, can assure that their
children get the best, most effectlve education poss1b1e »
: pu

» Summary of Proposals
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Promotes Charter Schools. Fundmg will be prov1ded to ass1st charter schools wrth start-up costs
fac111t1es and other needs assoc1ated w1th creatlng high- quallty schools :

Broadens Education Savmgs Accounts The amount of fundmg that can be contnbuted annually to

- these accounts w1ll be increased to $5,000 and allowable uses of funds will be expanded to include

2th

education- related expenses in Klndergarten through 1 grade *

Expands School Chonce. A school ch01ce fund will be created and adm1mstered by the Secretary of

Education to demonstrate, develop, implement, evaluate, and disseminate information on. 1nnovat1ve
approaches that promote school ch01ce . : '

Consolldates Categorical Grant Programs to Send More Dollars to Classrooms Overlappmg and
duplicative grant programs will be consolidated into one flexible grant for innovative programs and sent
to states and school districts. Funds may be used for local innovative programs, as well as to provide
choice to students in persistently failing or dangerous schools so they can attend adequate safe schools
of cho1ce

Expands Public-Prlvate Partnership in School Construction. States are currently allowed to issue a
certain number of tax-exempt bonds for private contractors to build public facilities, such as airports and
low-income housing. Public school construction is currently not an allowable use of such bonds. By
allowing private activity bonds to be used for public school construction, local districts across America
will be able to leverage additional funds to be used for school construction and repair. The amount of
bonds in each state able to be used for public-private partnersh1ps in school construction would be based
on the state population.* -

Safe Schools for the 215 Century

(Title V) - S | S

. Part A: Supporting Drug and Violence Prevention and Education for Students and Commumtles

Overvuew

The purpose of Title V is to help children meet challenging academic standards by empowering states
and school districts with the means to provide a high-quality education that is also safe and drug free.

This proposal seeks to ease the burden of administering two separate but similar programs that clearly
overlap each other in statute and practice. It streamlines the Safe and Drug Free Schools program and

the 21% Century Learning Centers program into a performance-based grant for before and after-school
learnlng opportunities, as well as for violence and drug prevention activities. States are held accountable

- for using research-based programs to improve academic achievement, improve school safety, and reduce

‘drug use. In addition, this Title ensures that parents know whether their child attends a safe school, and
frees students from those that are dangerous.

: Summary of Proposals

Consolldates and Slmpllﬁes Fundmg for the Safe and Drug Free Schools Program and the 21“
Century Learmng Centers Program. School districts will be able to use federal dollars on after-school

learnmg opportumtles and drug and violence prevent1on activities.

Establishes Accountability for School Safety and_ Achievement. In order to receive funds for this -

Uprogram, states must develop a deﬁn‘ition for a "persistently dangerous school" and must report on safety
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- ona school-by-school basis. Victims of serious, school-based crimes and students trapped in persistently
dangerous schools will be provided the option to transfer to a safe alternative.

Grants Teachers Control Over Their Classrooms. Teachers will be empowered by the states to
remove violent or persistently disruptive students from the classroom. In order to receive funds from this
program states must adopt a zero-tolerance pohcy for V1olent or pers1stent1y dlSI'upthC students.

Focuses on What Works. An emphasis will be placed on preventmg drug use and v1olence among
: youth and ensuring that schools utilize funds for programs that have demonstrated proven effectiveness
- in making schools safer. Funds may be used for after school programs, to provide students with safety
‘and anti-substance abuse activities before, during and after school; and to educate students about the
’dangers of drugs, especially newly emerging drugs : : ; :

Allows Commumty-Based Orgamzatlons to Recelve Grants for After—School Programs. Before and
~ after-school learning opportunities will be expanded by granting states and school dlstr1cts freedom to -
award grants to faith- based and community-based organ1zat10ns ‘

Fac1htates Crime Preventlon and Prosecutlon The Federal Educatlon R1ghts and . Prlvacy Act
(FERPA) will be amended to make it easier for public school districts and local law enforcement
~authorities to share information regarding disciplinary actions and misconduct by students.* '

Strengthens Gun Law Enforcement. Project Sentry, a new federal-state partnership will be established
to 1dent1fy prosecute punish, and superv1se juveniles who violate state and federal ﬁrearms laws. *

o ‘Increases Funds for Character Education. Funding for character education grants to states and ’

districts to train teachers in methods of incorporating character—bulldmg lessons and activities in the
classroom would be increased.

Jo

. Enhancing’ Education Through Technology

(Part B: Grants for Educat|on Technology)

. Overwew

‘ The Adm1nlstrat10n believes schools should use technology as a tool to 1mprove academic achlevement :
» and that us1ng the latest technology in the classroom should not be an end unto itself.

'This ,proposal begms to accomphsh that goal by streamlining duplicative technology programs into a
performance- based‘technology grant program that sends more money to schools. Consolidating the
technology grant programs and allocating with E-rate funds by formula ensures that schools will not
~ have to submit multiple grant applications and incur the associated administrative burdens to obtain
education -technology funding. Furthermore, a single program will facilitate comprehensive and
» 1ntegrated educatlon technology strateg1es that target the specific needs of individual schools.

» Summary of Proposals o

~ Sends More Dollars to Schools for Technology. Consolidated technology grant programs and E-rate

funds will be allocated by formula to states and school districts to ensure that more technology funds -

reach ‘the classroom. Funds will be targeted to high- -need schools, 1nclud1ng rural schools and schools
serving hlgh percentages of low-income students.
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Reduces Paperwork and Increases Flex1blllty Burdensome paperwork requ1rements will be.
eliminated by sending E-rate funds to schools by a formula instead of the current application process.
Flexibility will be increased by allowing funds to be used for purposes that include software purchases
and development, wiring and technology infrastructure, and teacher training in the use of technology. ‘

- Allows Funds to be Used for Internet Filters. In support of Childrens Internet Protection Act of 2000, -
funds may be used to purchase filters to protect children from obscene and adult material on the Internet.

Focuses Funds on Proven Means of Enhancing Education Through Advanced T echnology States
will be encouraged to set performance goals to measure how federal technology funds are being used to -
improve student achievement. :

‘ 'Offers Matching Grants for Commumty Technology Centers. Matching federal grants w1ll be -
-provided through the Community Development Block Grant Program administered by the Department
of Housing and Urban Development in order to establish Community Technology Centers in high
, poverty areas.* g

' Impact Aid

(Title' V1) | -
Rebuilding Schools for Native Americans and Children from Military Families

.- Overview

The federal government has a special obligation to certain schools those schools that educate the

‘children of families who serve in the United States military and those that educate Native American.

children.

. However, the federal obligation to these schools has often not been met, most notably in the area of

school construction. These shortfalls can be addressed by increasing funds for construct1on in the Impact
A1d Program and the Bureau of Indian Affairs.- :

Approx1mately 700,000 dependents of military personnel are educated in pubhc schools More than
three-quarters of these students are educated in 600 school districts located on or near military facilities.
Funded by the Department of Education, these "Military Impacted Schools" are located throughout the

“country. Schools educating military dependents generally receive federal school construction:funding

from the Department of Defenses Education Activity program for DODEA schools located on military -
facilities, and through the Department of Educatlons "Impact Aid" program for other public schools
located on or near such facilities.

Durmg the 1999 school year, more than 50,000 children attended 185 Native Ameriean schools in 23

states. The majority of these schools managed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) are concentrated in

Arizona, New Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Washington State. Enrollment in BIA schools

1s growing, hav1ng increased by 25 percent since 1987. While more children are attending BIA schools

they are domg S0 in phys1ca1 environments that are among the Worst in the nation.
Summary of Proposals

Increases Funds to the Impact Aid Construction Program. Funds will improve the quality of public

school buildings and eliminate the backlog of repairs and construction for schools on or near military
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facilities and those serving children from Native American lands.

Establishes a Trlbal Capltal Improvement Fund. Funds will help replace schools and ehmlnate the

'backlog of school repairs in Bureau of Indian Affalrs schools

- Freedom and "Accountability

(Title V1)

Ove'rview

The purpose of Title VIL is to estabhsh a system for how states and school districts will be held
accountable for improving student achievement. o S

States and scnool districts will be granted unprecedented flexibility by this proposal in how they may-
spend federal education funds. Accountability for student results is expected in return. States will submit -

' plans that address specific accountability requirements. States and schools that make significant progress
- will be honored with rewards. The Secretary of Education will be authorized to withhold admrnlstratlve

funds from states that fail to make adequate progress. -

{

~Sanctions and rewards will be based on state assessment results as confirmed by the results of an annual
"sample of students in each state on the National Assessment of Educat10na1 Progress (NAEP)

4th 8th

and
grade assessment in reading and math. :

Summary of Proposals
Frees Schools Local School Districts, and States with More FIeX|b|l|ty

' Creates a Charter Option for States and Districts on the Cuttmg—Edge of Accountablllty and

Reform. Interested states or school districts will be able to enter into a charter agreement with the

Secretary of Education. The agreement would offer freedom from the current requirements placed on
~ categorical grant programs in return for submitting a five-year performance agreement to the Secretary
~ establishing specific goals for increased student performance. During the course of the charter, states or

school districts will be subject to strict accountability for improving student achievement, review during
the course of the charter, and sanctions for failing to meet the terms of the agreement. A state or school
district would lose "charter" status if student achievement and other performance indicators did not
improve as agreed to in the charter. ‘ E '

Increases Fundmg for the Ind1v1duals with Dlsabilities Education Act (IDEA) IDEA funds will be
increased in order to reduce the burden that states and local districts bear in meeting the spemal needs of
their disabled students. * :

‘Increases Accountablllty for Improved Student Achievement:

Expects States to Improve Academic Achlevement In a manner similar to that in current law states
will, within a reasonable period of transition, submit to the Secretary of Education a consolidated state
plan for all ESEA funds The plan Will include assurances that the state:

http‘://wwvv.whitehousc. gov/news/rcportS/no-child—left-behind.html : B 5/30/2008



No Child Left Behind S Pagel6ofl6

o Has adopted standards, annual assessments of all children in grades 3-8 in math and -
* reading, reporting, and consequences for academic achievement in LEAs and schools. .
Federal funds will be avallable to help pay for such assessments and state accountablhty
- systems.
o L)
[ Has developed a system of sanctions and rewards to hold LEAs accountable for meetlng
R performance objectives. ' : :

e Pubhshes school-by-school report cards for parents as well as on the Internet for all pubhc
schools. These report cards should include math and reading results drsaggregated by .
ethnicity, gender, poverty, students with disabilities as compared to non- -disabled students,
and English proficiency. These report cards should be 1ntegrated with ex1st1ng state and '

. local report cards where pos51b1e : S

o Agrees to part101pate in an annual Natlonal Assessment of Educatronal Progress (N AEP) for
,grades 4 and 8, in reading and math. Congress would fund admlnlstratlon of the test.

Creates Sanctlons for Low-Performmg States. The Secretary of Educatron will be authorlzed to o
reduce the amount a state may use for administration of ESEA programs if a state fails to meet its
fperformance objectlves Sanctions will be based on whether a state meets its performance objectives for
1mprov1ng the achlevement of dlsadvantaged students and English language proﬁmency ,

Rewards for ngh-Performmg States and Schools: |

Creates an Achlevement in Education Fund. The "Achrevement in Educatlon fund will reward hlgh-

- performing States that have made the greatest progress in closing achievement gaps and improving -~
English proficiency. Performance will be evaluated using state assessment results. Those results will be -

‘confirmed with other indicators of academrc achlevement and the Nat10na1 Assessment of Educatlonal :
‘ ‘Progress (NAEP) ' ‘ : » ,

‘Grants Bonuses for Early Implementatlon of Annual Assessments States that 1mplement annuall
reading and math assessments in grades 3-8 before the end of the second year after this plans enactment'
w111 be ehgrble to receive a one-time bonus ,

Awards’ "No Child Left Behind" School Bonuses Th1s proposal reforms the current Blue Rrbbon
Schools program. The Secretary of Education will administer a "No Child Left Beh1nd" bonus fund that
would honor and provide financial rewards to schools that make s1gn1f1cant progress in closmg the
. achlevement gap. :

-end- '
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%0 GEORCEW. BUSH.

..~ For Immediate Release -
. Office of the Press Secretary
: January 23, 2001 )

o PreSident Bush Discusses Education Plan Before Meeting with Joint Congressmnal

Education Leadership Group

PRESIDENT BUSH Good morning, everybody I want to welcome"you' all. I‘ particularly want to welc'o'me'se‘nior

‘members of the Senate and the House. We're here today to discuss-a domestic policy issue of high importance

and that's public education -- how to make sure every child in America gets educated

| have always said that public schools ‘the common schools, issues related to public schools are not a Republican

- issue or Democrat issue; it's an American issue. And we'll agree on things, we won't agree on things, but we will

aIWays agree that making sure every child is educated is of national importance beca.use itisa major. priority.

‘There is'a role for the. federal government there's a role for state government there sa role for local
: ,,governments and part of the -- part of our discusswns and eventual Iegislation will recognize those roles

: And I am so honored that the senators came over and members of the House leadership that's gomg to help carry_ E
_legislation. | believe the best way for the vice president and | to help the legislative process is to discuss issues in
a frank and open way, and that's the beginning of a process here. So thank you all for coming Im honored you 're

: here ¢ _ o .

Q Mr PreSident Senator McCain yesterday said that he has a mandate Do you agree With him that he has a
mandate and, if S0, what is that mandate’? , , :

PRESIDENT BUSH I m.going to meet With the senator tomorrow night to discuss issues of concern for him I

'suspect one of them might be campaign funding reform. But I II let you know how the conversation goes I’ m

" confident it's going to be friendly and productive.

John and lare friends 1 remember we.debated the issue several times - I think you might have been there - and

S think there sa need to discuss good campaign funding reform, and we will." -

Q Mr F’reSident how much of a sticking p0int for Democrats do you think your school ch0ice or voucher

B ,program is?

And are you Willing to give ground in order to get a broader deal’?

L

‘ PRESIDENT BUSH: I think that there is consensus on a couple things One accountability is the cornerstone for

reform. And secondly, in order for there to be a -- an accountability system that s got -merit; there has to be a
consequence. And that' S what we' re gomg to discuss. , i

Representative Miller from the: state of California understands that accountability is cru0ial for success. And o)

- does Boehner, and | hope the senator -- | haven't had a chance to speak specifically with Senator Kennedy yet.:

I'm about to. But we got to measure, and there needs to be erXibility at the local level, to make sure that local

_folks can chart the path to excellence

‘But in order for an accountability system to work, there has to be consequences, and | believe one of the most ‘
“important consequences will be, after a period of time, giVing the schools time to adjust and districts time to try '
different things if they re failing, that parents oughtto. be given different options. , :

| lf children are trapped in schools that will not teach and WI|| not change there has to be a different consequence
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‘None of us at the federal government should try to impose a school voucher plén on states and local jufiSdlctidns
That's 'not the prerogative of the federal government, as far as I'm concerned. But to the extent that the federal
‘government spends money, we ought to expect good results and good consequences. :

. Return to thls article at:

http: //www whitehouse. qov/news/releases/2001/01/20010123 1 html -
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,  THE WHITE HOUSE ] N ,g—:—}jcucr HERE TD PRINT
PRESIDENT : v :
CEDRGE W. BUSH

- For Immediate Release
Office.of the Press Secretary
) January 23, 20071

. Press Conference wrth President George W. Bush and Educatron Secretary Rod Paige

to Introduce the Presrdent s Educatlon Program
SEC. PAIGE: (Applause.) Thank you very much. Thank you.

Good afternoon.  It's an honor and privilege as well for me to be here at this important time -- period.intime. I've
known President Bush for many years, and I've had the opportunlty to work with him in Texas, where he
distinguished himself by his commitment to quality education in public schools. He got results in Texas as
governor, and he Il get results across America as president.

Today he takes the first step towards becomlng the education president by proposing to the Congress a strong
program to improve America's schools. As you will see, the program is based upon the sound principles: of high -
standards, accountability, and measurements, for which he's always stood. President Bush confirmed that
education is his first priority as president, first in time, and first in importance. I'm humbled to introduce him and to
pledge to work day and night to help get the results the president and America expects :

Mr. Presrdent? (Applause.)
PBESIDENT BUSH: Thank you all. Thank you._(Continued-applause.) Thank you.
Thank you‘, Mr, S_ecretary._Appreciateyou being here.v

b

SEC PAIGE: Thank you

| PRESIDENT BUSH: And it's good to see a former secretary of Educatlon here. Lamar thank you very much for

coming. Surrounded by two fine Texans, | might add. (Laughter. ) You are in good position! | was goingtosaya = -
rose between two thorns -- (laughter) -- but Diane Natalisio (ph) is not a thorn, she's a fabulous educator in the
great state of Texas. Mrller on the other hand -- (laughter). At any rate, I'm glad you aII are here It's good to see

- s0 many faces of fnends Welcome you to our new temporary abode.

This is an important moment for my admlnlstratlon because I spent such amount of -- a’long amount of time -
campaigning on education reform. It's been the hallmark of my time as governor of Texas. My focus will be on
maklng sure every child is educated, as the president of the United States as well.

Both partles have been talklng about educatlon reform for qurte a while. It's tlme to come together to get |t done
so.that we can truthfully say in America, "No child will be left behind -- not one smgle chlld " :

We share a moment of exceptlonal promise -- a new admlmstratlon a newly sworn in Congress and'wehavea - -
chance to thrnk anew and act anew."

All of us are impatient with. the old lines of division..All of us want a ) different attltude here in the nation's capltal AII

~ in this room, as well as across the country, know things must change.

- We must confront the scandal of illiteracy in America, seen most clearly in high-poverty'schools, where nearly 70

percent of fourth graders are unable to read at a basic level. We must address the low standing of America test
scores amongst industrialized nations in math and science, the very subjects most likely to affect our future
competitiveness. We must focus the spending of federal tax-dollars on things that work. Too often we have spent
without regard for results, wrthout judging success or fallure from year to year.
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We must face up to the plague of school violence, with an average of 3 million crimes committed against students -
and teachers inside public schools every year. That's unacceptable in-our country. Change will not come by
‘ addlng afew new federal programs to the old. If we work only at the edges, our influence will be conflned to the
‘margins. We need real reform.. . o

Change wnII not come by dtsdalnlng or dismantling the federal role of educatlon I belleve strongly in local control
of schools. | trust local folks to chart the path to excellence. But educational excellence for all is a national issue,
and at this moment is a presidential prlorlty I've seen how real education reform can Ilft up. scores |n schools and
effectlvely change I|ves : . . i

- And real educatlon reform reflects four basic.commitments. First, children must be tested every year.in reading

~and math. Every single year. Not just in the third grade or the eighth grade, but in the third, fourth, fifth, sixth and
seventh and eighth grade. | oppose a national test, one designed here in Washington, D.C., because | now it
would undermine local control of schools and undermine state curricula. But states should test each student each
year. Without yearly testlng, we don't know who is falling behlnd and who needs help thhout yearly testlng, too :
-often we don t'find fallure untll it is too late to fix. '

Consrder what some parents face under the current system |n some states A Chlld may pass the thlrd grade
readlng test. v .

He or she gets in theeighth grade and, lo and behold fails the elghth grade test. And the parent says, "Who dol”
‘hold-accountable? What happened? My child was successful-in the third, and here he or she is in the eighth.
-What went wrong’7 How come” Where did the system let me down’?“ '

Too much precious’ time has Iapsed in thls case for us to achieve what we want: every: ch|Id belng able to Iearn

Testing every child every year is the way to stop the cycle. We must care enough to ask how our children are

~. doing. We must have the data to know how poor and minority children are doing, to see if we're closing the

~achievement gap in America. Annual measurement is a special concern of mine. | understand it's crumal - itsa
crucial part of -- of a solid reform package. , :

But the good news is, I'm not alone. Take for example Congressman George Miller from Callfornla Some mlght
_think it odd that the president -- a Republican president be mentioning a Democrat member of the House. But he .
and | have had discussions already. He understands the importance of strong accountability. And'we're going to
work together to make sure th|s is an mtegral part of a reform package comlng through the House and Senate

Secondly, the agents of reform must be schools and school districts, not bureaucrames Teachers and principals, .
local and state leaders must have the responsibility to succeed and the flexibility to innovate. One size does not fit /
all when it comes to educating the children in America. School districts, school officials, educatlonal entrepreneurs
should not be htndered by excessive rules and red tape and regulatron

 The pnncrple here is a basic one. If local schools do not have the freedom to change they cannot be held

N accountable for failing to change. Authority and accountability must be aligned at the local level,.or schools will

have a convenient excuse for failure. "l would have done it this way, but some central office ‘or. Washlngton D.C.,
_caused me todoit another way " S .

Flexibility _in’ education spending is a'special concern of membersv of ooth parties with whom I've discussed. Today
I'had a good meeting with the chairman of the Education Committee in the House, John Boehner. | know he
shares my passmn for erX|b|I|ty atthe Iocal Ievel as W|th people I|ke Senator Judd Gregg or T|m Hutchmson

Thtrd many of our schools, partlcularly Iow -income schools, will need help in the transmon to hlgher standards
' When a state sets standards we must help schools achleve those standards ‘ : :

- We must measure, we must know and |f a school or school district fal|s short we must understand that help
should be applied. Senator Jeff Blngaman of New Mexico brought this up to-our attention, about the need to make
sure there is a transition period between the moment -- the moment of consequence and the first indication of -
failure. Once failing schools are identified, we will help them improve. We'll help them: help themselves. Our goal :
‘is to improve public education. We want success, and when schools are willing to accept the realtty that the
accountablllty system pomts out and are willing to change we quI help them :
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- Ffourth,y American children must not be left in persistently dangerous or failing schools. When schools do not teach

-and will not change, parents and students must have other meaningful options. And when children or teenagers

go to school afraid of being threatened or attacked or worst, our socrety must make it clear it's the uItlmate
betrayal of adult responsrbllrty : :

Parents and children who have only bad options must eventually get good options, if we are to. succeed all across

" the country. There are difference of opinions about what those options should be. | made my opinion very clear in
~ the course of the campargn and will take my opinion to the Hill and let folks debate it. ,

‘VToday, I was pleased to see that Senator Joe Lieberman brought up his pIan that rncludes dlfferent optrons for
parents. It's a great place to begin. He and | understand that an accountability system must have a consequence;

S othen/vrse it's not much of an accountability system.

o These four prlncrples are the guides to our education reform package Yet today I'm offering more than principles.

I'm sending a series of specific proposals to the United States Congress; my own blueprint for reform. | want to
begin our discussion in detail with the members of the House and the Senate, because | know we need to act by
this summer so that the people at the local Ievel can take our initiatives and plan for the school year beginning -..

- next faII

I m. gorng to listen to suggestions from folks. If somebody s got a better idea, | hope they brrng it forward because '

3 the secretary and l'will-listen.

We've got one thing in mind: an education system thats responsive to the chlldren an educatron system that

- educates every child, an education system that I'm confident can exist; one that's based upon sound fundamental

curriculum, one that starts teaching children to read early in life, one that focuses on systems that do work, one .

‘that heralds our teachers and makes sure they've got the necessary tools to teach, but one that says every child

can Iearn And in this great land called America, no chrld wrll be left behind. -

_It's an honor to be here. I'm SO thrilled you aII came. God bless. (Applause.)

Return to thls article at:

.http //www whitehouse. qov/news/releases/2001/01/20010123 2. html
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-- Gun- Free Schools Act '
-- Improving Language Instruction Educational Programs For Academic
Achievement Act :
- Jacob K. Javits Gifted and Talented Students Education Act of 2001
-- McKinney-Vento Homeless Education Assistance Improvement Act of 20C
-- Native American Education Improvement Act of 2001
~-- Native Hawaiian Education Act : : ,
-- Paul Coverdell Teacher Protection Act of 2001
-- Pro-Children Act of 2001 :
-- Rural Education Achievement Program
-- Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act
- Star Schools Act
-- State and Local Flexibility Demonstrat_lon Act
-- State and Local Transferability Act
-- Women's Educational Equity Act of 2001

This bill supersedes S. 1 (Status: Dead).

Votes on Passage '

May 23, 2001: Th|s bill passed in the House of ' E
Representatives by roll call vote. The totals were 384 -
Ayes, 45 Nays, 4 Present/Not Voting.

View Votes (House of Representatives"rdllv no. 145)

You are not watching the votes of any senators or
representatives. To monitor votes; look up a Member of
Congress. -

Jun 14, 2001: This bill passed in the Senate by roll call
vote. The totals were 91 Ayes, 8 Nays 1 Present/Not
Voting. .

[x]

View Votes (Senate roll no. 192) .

-You are not watching the votes of any-senators or
representatives.-To monitor votes, look up a Member of
Congress. .

Dec 13, 2001: After passing both the Senate and House, 35
a conference committee is created to work out differences
between the Senate and House versions of the bill. A
conference report resolving those differences passed in
the House of Representatives, paving the way for

~enactment of the bill, by roll call vote. The totals were 381
Ayes, 41 Nays, 12 Present/Not Voting.

~ View Votes (House of Representatives_ roll no. 497)

You are not watching the votes of any' senators or .
representatives. To monitor votes, Iook up a Member of —
-Congress

~

Dec 18, 2001: After passing both the Senate and House,
a conference committee is created to work out differences

http://www. govtraek.us/congress/bill.xpd?tab=main&bill=h1 07-1 , , 5/29/2008
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between the Senate and House versions of the bill. A 5
conference report resolving those . differences passed in —
the Senate, paving the way for enactment of the bill, by
roll call vote. The totals were 87 Ayes; 10 Nays, 3 '
Present/Not Voting.

 View Votes (Senate roll no. 371) ' -

: : .. You are not watching the votes of any senators or
o o ) representatives. To monitor votes look up. a Member of
’ ' ‘ - Congress. ,

~ All Roll Call Votes

Date . Where - Description “Result -

Dec 18, 2001 12:13 PM Senate -Final Vote - Conference Report Agreed to 87 10 3nc
‘ Conference
Report
(Senate)

Dec 13,2001 2:42 PM = House Final Vote -  Passed 381-41, 12 not voting
' Conference
Report
(House)

I Jul 18, 2001 12:46 PM  House Table ” Passed 296-126, 11 not voting
Jo , ‘Motion to ‘ :
” e Instruct
o Conferees:
g HR 1 No
Child Left .
Behind Act.

Jul 18,2001 12:23 PM  House  On Motion Passed 424-5, 4 not voting
' to go to ‘ ' '
Conference:
“HR1 No
Child Left
Behind Act

~Jun 14, 2001 4:58 PM  Senate Final Vote - Bill Passed 91-8, 1 not voting .
: - (Senate) ’ o

May 23, 2001 7:25 PM - House Final Vote Passed 384-45‘, 4 not vofing\\
S (House) " .

May 23, 2001 6:52 PM . House ~ On Motion Failed 207-223, 3 not voting
' ‘ ~ to. Recomimit S
with :
Instructions:
HR.1 No
Child Left
Behind Act

May 23, 2001 6:19 PM'  House - On Agreeing Failed 101-326, 5 not voting
.o the N « 7
Amendment:
Amendment -

http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bill xpd?tab=main&bill=h107-1 " 529/2008
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" May 23, 2001 6:12 PM

May 23, 2001 6:04 PM

May 23,2001 3:37 PM
' | Ma; 23, 2061 3:29 PM
May 23, 2001 3:19 PM
-May 23, 200 1 3:10 PM

{

" May 23, 2001 3:00 PM

May 23, 2001 2:42 PM

‘May 22, 2001 4:55 PM

‘May 22, 2001 4:46 PM

http://www. govtraCk.ﬁs/congress/bill.xpd?tab=main&bill=h 107-1
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25toHR 1
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“to the
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_Page4of-7,

o
27TtoHR1 o
~ Agreed to 425-3, 4 not voting

Agreed to 239-189, 4 not voﬁng ,

- - Amendment .-

House

. House.

House

House-

House

House

House

House

20toHR 1

On Agfeeing

to the

- Amendment:
Amendment -
19toHR 1

On Agreeing
to the

Agreed to 415-9, 8 not voting

vAgreed to 361-6:7,‘4 not voting , -

Amendment:

Amendment
18toHR1

On Agreeing
to the ‘
Amendment:

“Amendment

13toHR 1

On Agreeing

to the

Amendment:

Amendment
10toHR 1

On Ag'reeing
to the
Amendment:

- Amendment
16toHR 1

On Agreeing
to the

Amendment:
Amendment

15t0HR 1

On Agreeing
to the
Amendment:

Amendment -
. 8toHR 1

On Agreeing
to the~ ‘

Agreed to 246-181, 5 not vd'ting i
Failed 191-236, 5 not voting

Failed 186-241, 6 not voting

Failed 155-273, 5 not voting

’

Agreed to 366-57, 9 not voting ‘

Agreed to 217-209, 6 not voting -

Amendment; -

Amendment

©5/29/2008 -



HR. 1 [107th]} No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (GovTreck.us) ' . ‘Page 5 of 7

9to HR

May 22, 2001 3:27 PM -House - On Agreeing Agreed to 420-3, 9 not voting .
- S tothe - L
Amendment: -
Amendment
5toHR1

May 22, 2001 3:18 PM  ‘House On Agreeing Failed 173-255, 5 not voting” )
' to the S TR N
Amendment: : S
Amendment B
6toHR 1

May 22, 2001 1:52 PM House On Agreeing - Agreed to 422-0, 10 not'voting
: - tothe . ‘
Amendment:
Amendment
‘3toHR1 .
May 22, 2001 1:43 PM House - On Agreeing Agreed to 421-2, 9 not voting
r : : to the L
‘Amendment:

Amendment. .
- 2toH.RA1

' Rel‘ated Legislation -

See Also

Below are related bills ldentlfled by Library of Congress staff

H. Con. Res. 289 [107th]: Directing the Clerk of the... PasSed_HOuse, Passed Senate -
H. Res. 143 [107th]: Providing for consideration of the... Passed House (99% of Repul
supporting, 100% of Democrats opposing.) _ a o .
H. Res. 315 [107th]: Waiving points of order against the... Passed House |

S. 1 [107th]: Better Education for Students and Teachers Act Dead

Other Bills with the Same Title |

The list below shows legislation.in this and previous sessions of Congress that had the ¢
title as this bill. Often bills are incorporated into other omnibus bills, and you may be ablt:
track the status of provisions of this bl” by Iooklng for an omnibus b|II below Note that bi
have muIt|pIe t|tles Co o :

1037 Congress:, S. ‘15153: Improving America's Schools Act Dead
_ 103" Congress: H.R. 6: Improving America's Schools Act _Enact_ed
103" Congress: H.R. 987 * Dead :
103" Congress: H.R. 1743 Dead
103" Congress: H.R. 1793 Dead : o
103 Congress: H.R. 1804: Goals 2000: Educate America Act Enacted
106t Congress: S. 2: Educational Opportunmes Act Dead o _ ‘
106" Congress: S. 1180 Dead '
106! Congress: S. 1264: Sexual Harassment Prevention Tramlng Grants Act Dead

A
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106t Congress: S. 1487 Dead

106" Congress: S 1642 Dead

106" Congress: S. 1704 Dead : -

106t Congress: H.R. 2: Student Results Act Passed House (Bipartisan support.)

106t CongreSS' H.R. 1960  Dead : .
106t Congress: H.R: 2505: Sexual Harassment Prevention Training Grants Act Dead

106" Congress: H.R. 3195 Dead ‘ :

106" Congress: H.R. 4141: Supporting Drug and Violence Preventlon and Education fo
Students and Communities Act - Dead'

106t Congress:‘H.R. 4346: Holocaust Educatlon Assrstance Act Dead

106 Congress: H.R. 4508 Dead

106! Congress: H.R. 4564 Dead’

106t Co:ngress H.R. 4577: Assets for Independence Act Amendments - Enacted
106! Congress: H.R. 5656: Department of Labor Appropriations Act, 2001 Dead
107t Congress: S. 1: 21st Century Communlty Learning Centers Act Dead

107" Congress: S. 102 Dead CE

107" Congress: S. 103 Dead

107" Congress: S: 211 Dead
107" Congress: S. 334 Dead

107" Congress: S. 413 Dead

107" Congress: H.R. 340 Dead

107" Congress: H.R. 611  Dead

107" Congress: H.R. 1162: NTIA Digital Network Technology Program Act Dead
107" Congress: H.R. 1614: Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act of 2000

110" Congress: S. 1775: McKlnney -Vento Homeless Education ASSIstance Improveme
“Act- Introduced
110" Congress: S. 2051: Rural Educatron Achievement Program Reauthorlzatlon
Act  Introduced ‘ e
110t Congress: H.R. 3545: Rural Education Achievement Program Reauthonzatlon
Act Introduced

| Subject Terms

Tn_is bill is related to other bills in these subject areae;

Academic performance /
Accreditation (Education)
Administrative procedure-
~ Administrative remedies
AIDS (Disease)
-+ Air pollution
e Alaska

: To C|te thrs |nformat|on we recommend the followmg

H GovTrack.us. H.R. 1--107th Congress (2001): No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 GovTrack us
(database of federal legislation) <http //www govtrack us/congress/blll xpd?tab=main&bill= h10‘
(accessed May 29, 2008)

Because the government takes a day or two to post Ieglslatlve rnformatlon onllne GovTrack is'u: -
{ one Ieglslatrve day behlnd :

http’://Www.govtrack.us/congress/bilt.xpd?tab=main&bi11=h107-1 | 5/29/2008
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FLJ' CLICH HERE TO PRIMT

For Immediate Release
Office of the Press Secretary
June 5, 2001

President Bush Meets wrth Senate Educatlon Working Group
‘The Cablnet Room

2:0_8 _P.M.'»EDT'

THE PRESIDENT: Listen, thank you all for coming. It is good to see members of the Senate coming back from
the Memorial Day break. We're here to discuss the education bill that has been passed by the House of
Representatives that will be debated soon, | believe; we hope soon. This afternoon on the floor of the United .
* States Senate. And |, of course, am anxious to talk to the Chairman of the Educatlon Commlttee Senator ,
Kennedy, about getting the bill done. ‘

| "’There 's been a ot of discussion about the bill, a lot of agreements that have been made. There sbeen alotof -
hard work from a lot of people around this table, and my hope is, is that we don't try to add to or subtract from the
bill after our agreements have been made
\

. I'look fonNard to h’earing from the members about how best to get this bill complete. | think we have an
opportunity -- | know we have an opportunity to show the American people that although the structure. of the
Senate may have been altered somewhat, we still can get things done in a way that's positive for America.

“table, about the situation in the U.S. steel industry. And we're concerned about unfair trade practices that may be
affecting the economics of the steel industry and, therefore, call upon the International Trade Commission under
Section 201.to have a full investigation of the industry, the imports coming into the United Stateés and make sure
that our- mdustry is not being affected by unfair trade practices. :

‘ So, welcome the members here. Secondly, | am deeply concerned, as are members of the Senate around this

I;'II be glad to answer a few questions, and then we look for_ward to a discussion.

Q Mr. President, Senator Kennedy is the chairman of this committee because Senator Jeffords is leaving the
‘party, saying that he could no longer, because of the conservative bent of the party, he could no longer work as
weII with’ you and other leaders of --

THE PRESIDENT Why do you have to make the guy feel bad in front of the TV cameras’?

Q Because I'get pald good money for it, sir. (Laughter ) Let's not get into your tax cut proposal now. What does
. -that say about your ability to oversee a party that's supposedly supposed to have a broad tent, and specuflcally
- your ablllty to govern as you promised as a blpamsan leader

THE PRESIDENT: Well, that's what this meeting is all about And there's going to be an opportunlty for us to work
on a variety of issues. We did so on the tax relief package. That package got a pretty good Democratlc vote out of
the Senate and a good Democratic vote out of the House. We'll do so on the education plan. :

- There's a patients' bill of rights that's working its way through the Senate. I'm confident we'll have a series of
discussions on that. As a matter of fact, there's an author of one-of the bills here, and there's two. authors of a
secondary bill, a second bill here. And as you know, we've been working with Senator Frist and Senator Jeffords
on that alternatlve to try to make it conform to some pnnC|pIes that | dlscussed

‘ There's going to be a lot of give and take on key issues. And | think when people see thefine print of the
“education bill, they'll find there's been a lot of give and take in order to get a good bill out that i |mproves public
educatlon SoI'm confldent we'll be able to work together.

i

http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/06/print/20010605-3 html | 5/30/2008
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Q And the steel ruIrng, is thls going to anger European allles gomg into the summit?

THE PRESIDENT Ron, | certainly hope |t doesn't anger European allles As you know, Ive told the world that we
- are going to have an active international -- internationalist foreign policy, with-U:S. interests at its heart. And it's in

_our nation's interests to make sure that if there are unfair trade practices in the steel industry, that we address '
, them inan aggresswe way, whrch thls administration will do ‘

v _Yes, Jlm. N|ce seelng your brother the other day.
Q Yes sir. He was happy to’ see you
: THE PRESIDENT He speaks hlgth of you. (Laughter)

Q Sir, do you have any fears that the changeover in the Senate will threaten the educatlon reform’7 Is that the
reason for calllng this meeting? - : :

_THE PRESIDENT The reason for callrng thrs meetlng is because I wanted to touch base with the people that are o
making the bill move, to let them know how much | appreciate the hard work that has gone into the bill, ask what
we:can ‘do to help make'it move as quickly as possible so that we can sign a bill, in time for pubIrc drstrrcts around
. the Unrted States to pIan for next faII .

- And one reason why the Secretary of Educatron is here is he is going to be in charge of lmplementrng the new b|II
; And that’s why they re here . ,

" Q You have more than 100 amendments strII to be dealt with, sir. Is that somethmg you would Irke to ask the .
“members here to streamline? Is there some way to make the process move a little faster’7 '

THE PRESIDENT:.That's going to be up to the Chairman, and | am sure he will have a few gOod ideas. He has
- been around here a Iot IOnger than | have. And he'll have good ideas to moVe the bill as quickly as possible.'

'My only request is that we adhere to the spirit of our negotlatlons as bestas possrble I know the Senator is aman.
of his word. Our admlnlstratlon is as well. | am confident we can get somethlng donein a posrtlve way. :

Q Mr. President, what are you expectlng to accomplrsh by sendmg CIA Director Tenet to the Mrddle East and
- what do you feeI about the recent events out there” , :

g THE PRESIDENT WeII we believe strongly we need to stop the cycIe of violence before anythlng can happen

And | have been on the phone and the Secretary of State has been on the phone urging all parties involved to
adhere to the cease-fire. We believe enough progress has been made on the cease-fire that it is time to send
George Tenet to the Middle East to start serious dlscussmns at the securrty level about how to make sure the N
- cease-fire contlnues : , : o

And we are very hopefuI that this will - this step will continue to -- will be a part of building confidence in the
region, confidence between skeptical leaders. And George is going to be on a very |mportant mission and we are
all hopeful in the Unrted States that the mlssmn beglns to achleve the objectrve :

' Once the vroIence has ceased, once there is a cease-fire in place, once there are strong secunty arrangements
_back i ln place then we can start havmg political dlscussmns .

Q Former - . e j ‘ Y - n S BN _

THE PRESIDENT: The Mitchell Report was avery good report and | called former Senator Mitchell to thank him
for his contributions. Our government and our nation supports the Mitchell Report. The Mitchell Report clearly
says, step one is to stop the violence. And that is where our efforts are from our government. We are doing
everything we can to make it clear to all parties that we will work as hard as we can to stop the violence.

-~
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“Thahk you all very much.

END-
© 215 P.M. EDT

| _Page 3 of 3

‘//"

Return to thls article at:
http://www. whltehouse qov/news/releases/2001/06/20010605 3. html
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‘N & THEWHITE HGUSE ' _ N : - {% ELICK HERE TO PRINT
%) s  PRESIDENT e . :
‘ 3 Xﬁ GEDRCE W. BUSH

For Immediate Release
Office of the Press Secretary
- June 14, 2001

President Commends Senate for Passing Education Reform Bill

‘| commend the Senate for passing an education reform bill that will significantly improve and strengthen our public
‘schools. The reforms in this bill reflect the core principles of my education agenda: accountability, flexibility, local
control, and more choices for parents. | congratulate Chairman Kennedy, Ranking Member Gregg, and all those
- Senators - Democratic, Republican, and Independent whose hard work helped to produce this bill.

’We are close toa monumental achievement with brpartlsan support. As a result of our efforts, we have wide.
-agreement on the principles of education reform | urge Congress to remain true to these prlncrples durlng the
upcomlng conference committee.

: Many also agree on the need to provide historic levels of funding to help states and local schools to |mplement -
these needed reforms. Additional spending on education surely is justified. But the increases must be carefully
directed and effectively spent. In the past, increased spendlng and the creation of multiple new programs have

- not |mproved student achievement.

As a natlon we made a promlse 36 years ago that dlsadvantaged chrldren would be well educated in our country.

We have not yet fulfilled that promise. Now we must. . If we are to do so, we must change our approach. |

challenge the House and Senate conferees to keep this imperative for real change in mind as they begin their -

: ‘ deliberations. Empowering parents and educators closest to the children, insisting on real accountability for

o . results, streamlining and placing more focus on proven programs, and increasing resources in‘an intelligent'and
- reasonable manner tied to the reforms all work. Adhenng tothese approaches can prowde us an hIS'[OI'IC o

v opportunlty for our children and our country Lets seize it

- Return to this artlcle at. - - '
http //www whltehouse qov/news/re!eases/2001/06/20010614 11. html

N
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- THE WHITE HOUSE _
. PRESIDENT
GEDRGE W. BUSH

@ELIEF HEFZE TE.'J BRIMT -

For Immediate Release.

" Office of the Press Secretary
) August 2, 2001

Remarks by the PreS|dent on Educatlon
The. Oval Offlce

View the Presrdent s Remarks
Llsten to the Presrdent s Remarks

251 PM EDT

~ THE PRESIDENT: Listen, thank you aII for coming.. It s'my honor to meet with the Senate conferees and the
“Chairman of the Education Committee in the House and, of course, the Secretary of Education to discuss the

- Conference Committee on Education and the education reform package, and how best to -- what | can do to help. .

move the bill, and to work with the members to geta -- to continue the spirit. of reform that was a part of the
Senate bill and the House bill. , :

Today, one of the things that | hope the nation notices is. that the NAEP is out, the National Assessment
statistics.- And one of the things -- one of the powerful statistics is that states that use strong accountability -
systems, states that measure, states that say every child could matter are the states that- perform best when |t
comes to teaching children the basic skills, in this case math It so' happened to be that one of those states was
‘Texas, the other was North Carolina. . : : : S

.u But it is a strOng me’ssage to the advocates for reform who sit here in the Oval Office, strong. meesage for the
“ members who doubt whether or not. accountability is'important; that accountabrllty is crucial for reform. And after -
- all, we're all united in makrng sure every child can learn in Amerlca and no Chlld not one Chlld IS left behlnd

Sol want to thank the members for comlng I'm hopeful that we can get a bill on my desk assoonas -

possible. I know that's the intent of the two Chairmen. And when | do - when |t is, and whenIS|gn it, it will be o

really good for the pubhc education of the country
.Thank you all for coming.

END 2553 PM.EDT

Return to this article at:
http //www whltehouse qov/news/releases/2001/08/20010802 5 htmt
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PRESIDENT

‘THEWWE HOUSE - ‘ ' ‘ R 1 v S ;@cucr{ HERE o P:mm"_ ‘
#0815 CEoRGE WL BUSH ‘ . R :

"~ For Immedlate Release
Offlce of the Press Secretary .
December 11, 2001 i

Pres‘i‘dent'PIeased With‘ Education‘Agreemﬁent . :

The educatlon of every. child in Amerlca must always be a top prlortty | commend the conferees for agreemg ona. .
series of profound reforms to help provide our children the best education possible. | also thank the bipartisan .
leadership of the Conference Chair, Congressmen Boehner, as well as Senators Kennedy, and Gregg, and
Congressman Mlller for taklng major steps toward i lmprovmg education throughout our country

The Conference agreement will ensure that no Chl|d in Amerlca is left behlnd through hrstonc education reforms
“based on real accountability, unprecedented flexibility for states and school districts, greater local control, more

options for parents, and more funding for what works. | urge ‘members of the House and Senate to act soon: and
send me this legislation so that states and school districts can begin implementing these important reforms.

| Return to this article at: : s
http //www whitehouse. qov/news/releases/2001/1 2/2001 1212 html

o
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_THE WHITE HOUSE L R - ’ @cutu HERE TD PRINT
S PRESIDENT . o ) L R : A . .
GEORCE W. BUSH

For |mmed|ate Release
Office of the Press Secretary

-December 18,2001

PreS|dent Commends Congress for Passage of Landmark Educatlon B|II

I commend members of Congress for acting boldly andin an overwhelmmgly ’"W En Esp ano|

" bipartisan way to help make sure no child in America is left behind. These :

- historic reforms will improve our public schools by creating an environment where every child can Iearn through
real accountability, unprecedented flexibility for states and school districts, greater local control more optlons for -
parents and more fundlng for- what works : : -

Many share in the credlt for maklng these reforms a reahty I look forward to standmg side- by -side with the ,
blpartlsan Ieadershlp, Congressman Boehner, Senator Kennedy, Senator Gregg and Congressman Miller, early.
next year and signing these lmportant reforms mto Iaw : .

<

. By putting aside partlsan dlfferences and workrng to find common ground we can get thlngs done so that aII our
o chlldren have the opportunlty for a better and brlghter future. ‘ .

D T T
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L Presrdent Slgns Landmark No Chrld Left Behmd Educatlon Bill

- _THE‘PRESIDENT:’ ‘Thank you an very much.

"'-,AUDIENCE U-S-Al U S A|

950 AM. EST

. THE PRESIDENT ‘Okay. | know you all are anxious to get back to
- class. (Laughter) So please be seated. (Laughter.) Thank you for

‘Blue.- (Applause.) Hamilton High School. | want to thank you all for )

Hamilton High School

- Hamllton OhIO

,g V|ew the PreS|dents Remarks
& In Focus: Education

4 Listen to the President's Remarks

* B Fact Sheet: No Child Left Behind

such a warm welcome. It's great to be in the home of the Big -

coming. | particularly want to thank. my friend, the Governor of the.

great state of OhIO Governor Taft, for berng here. (Applause)

8 I'want o thank Tracy Mrller for belng SO hospltable (Applause. ) | want to thank all who have come to witness
- this historic moment. For those of you who have studied the history of our government, you know most bills are

signed at the White House. But | decnded to sign this- bl|| in one of the most important places in Amenca —-a

) public school (Applause)

- We've got Iarge challenges here in Amenca There's no. greater challenge than to‘make sure that every child -- - o

* and all-of us on this stage mean. every child, not just i afew children -- (applause) -- every single child, regardless

of where they livé, how they' re rarsed the mcome Ievel of thelr famlly, every chrld receive a flrst class educatlon in-
Amenca (Applause) , , .

' And as you know, we've got another challenge and thats to protect Amerlca from evil ‘ones. And | want to assure ‘
© the seniors and juniors and sophomores here at Hamilton High School that the effort that this great country is

engaged in, the effort to defend freedom and to defend our people, the effort to rout out terror wherever it eX|sts

" is'noble and ]USt and rlght and your great country will prevall in this. effort (Applause )

| long for peace But | also understand that if we do not Iead the world agalnst terror that your children and your

grandchildren will not grow up ina society that.is as free as the society we have today. .Freedom is the precious -
gift that one generation can pass to the next. It isa glft and a promlse that I |ntend to keep to the Amencan

' chlldren (Applause )

And we owe the chlldren of Amerlca a good educatron And today begins anew era, a new tlme in publrc
education in our country As'of thls hour, Amencas schools wull be on anew path of reform and a new path of

‘ results

A

Our schools will have higher expectations. We believe>every child can learn. Our schools will have greater

:
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resources to heIp meet those goals. Parents erI have more mformatlon about the schools and more say in how o
their children are educated. From this day forward all students W|ll have a better chance to learn, to excel and to
- live out their dreams. (Applause.) . . :

I want to: thank the Secretary of Education, Rod Palge for belng here and for hlS leadershlp (Applause.) | asked
Rod to join my administration because | wanted somebody who understood what it meant to run a school district
in Washington, D.C. .| didn't need somebody that based his knowledge on theory; | wanted somebody who based

-~ his knowledge on experience. And Rod was a teacher, a school board member, and the Superlntendent of the

Houston Independent School District. He did a fine job there and he s domg a flne jOb in ¢
Washlngton (Applause) ‘ . s

: _Reachlng this moment has not been easy, as you could telI from Chairman Boehner ] ,

discussion. (Laughter.) But we made it, because of the willingness of four fine leaders to do what was nght for

~ America. We made it because proud members of the House and the Senate, loyal to thelr partles decided to'set
. partisan politics aside and focus on what was right for America. (Applause ) '

| want to thank George Mrller. I call him Big George, Jorge el Grande. (Laughter.) As John mentioned, George
and | aren't from the same political ideology -- except when | met with George in Austin, 1.could tell-he shares the -
" same passion | share for making sure that every child gets educated. ‘And he, like me and others, realize thata
~ system that simply shuffles children through the schools is a system that's going to leave people behind. And so
we made up-our minds right then and there to do somethlng about'it.

) apprecrate so very much my friend, Judd Gregg, from the state of New Hampshlre belng here. He was my

- campaign manager in the New Hampshire primary. ‘1 still invited him to come with me. (Laughter and-applause.)

After here, we're going to New Hampshire. | look forward to singing Judd's praises because he is a solid, solid =
United States senator -- honest, full of rntegnty, and like the others here he buckled down to do what was rrght for
the chrldren _ . o

And then, of course, there's Senator Edward Kennedy And the folks at the Crawford Coffee Shop --'(Iaughter) -

- would be somewhat shocked when | told them | actually like the fellow. (Laughter and applause) Heisa. -
fabulous United States senator. When he ] agalnst you rts tough. When he's wrth you itis a great

experrence (Applause ). . , ‘ .

And I'm signing this bill here because it's the home of the Chairman, John Boehner (Applause ) John did a reaIIy

good job. He shepherded the process. He made sure people showed up for the meetings. He was dogged in his
- determination to get this bill done. It would not have happened without his leadership. And all four of these -

members up here need to be proud of the legacy they have left behind.  This is a good bill for the Amerlcan
chrldren .and I'm proud to S|gn |t in their presence (Applause) : » . : ,

s There are other members of the Congress who are here as well, and | want to thank them for comlng Senator .
" Evan Bayh from the state of Indiana, is here. Evan, thank you for your leadership on education reform.. = -

_ (Applause.) Senator Mike DeWine. of your state of Ohio, who helped author -- (applause) - who helped to author
the safe and drug free schools part of this bill. Thank you for your Ieadershlp (Applause ) :

Steve Chabot of Oth Van Hilleary of Tennessee --'thank you both for comlng, as well (Applause ) ln that box is
~ thebill. I don'tintend to read it all. (Laughter.) It's not exactly light reading. (Laughter.) But if you were to read it
- all, you would find that it contains some very lmportant prrncrples that will help gwde our publrc school system for:

the next decades

First prlncrple is accountability. Every school has a jOb to do And that's to teach the basics and teach them

well. If we want to make sure no child is left behind, every child must learn to read. And eyery child must learn to
add and subtract. (Applause.) So in return for federal dollars, we are asking states to design accountablllty
systems to show parents and teachers whether or not children can read and write and add and subtract in grades
three through elght ' : :

The fundamental principle of this bill is that every child can learn, we expect every child to learn, and you must
show us whether or not every child is learning. (Applause.) | read a quote one time from a young lady in New - -
York. She said, "l don't ever remember taking an exam. They just kept passing me’ along I ended up dropping

\
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out in the 7th grade. | basically felt nobody:"cared'.'l

- The story of chlldren belng just shuffled through the system is one of the saddest storles of Amerlca Let's just

move them through. . It's so much easier to move a child through than trying to figure out how to solve a child's
“problems. The first step to making sure that a child is not shuffled through is to test that child as to whether or not
, he or she can read and wrlte or add and subtract. :

The flrst way to soIve a problem is'to dragnose it. And so, what this blll says, it says every child can Iearn And
we want to know early, before it's too late, whether or not a child has a problem in learning. 1 understand taking
tests aren't fun. Too bad. (Laughter.) We need to know in Amenca We need to know whether or not chlldren
have got the basic educatlon (Applause ) . L , .

No longer is |t acceptable to hide poor performance No Ionger is it acceptable to keep results away from
parents. One of the interesting things about this bill, it says that we're never going to-give up on a school that's
~performing poorly; that when we find poor- performance a school will be given time and incentives and resources ‘
to correct their problems. ‘A school will be given time to try other methodologies, perhaps other leadership, to .
‘make sure that people can succeed. If, however, schools don't perform, if, however, given the new resources
focused resources, they are unable to solve the problem of not educating their children, there must’ ‘be real -
‘ consequences There must be a moment in which parents can say, I've had enough of this school Parents must
be glven real options in the face of fallure in order to make sure reform is meanlngful :

And so, therefore this bill's second prlnC|ple is, is that we trust parents to make the right decrsmns for their
children.” Any school that doesn't perform, any school that cannot catch up and do its job, a parent will have these
options -- a better public school, a tutor, or a charter school. We do not want chlldren ‘trapped in schools that will
not change and will not teach. (Applause.) : .

The third pnnmple of this bill is that we have got to trust the Iocal folks on how to achleve standards to meet the -
standards. 'In Washington, there's some smart people there, but the people who care most about the children in
Hamilton are the citizens of Hamilton. The people who care most about the children in this school are the
teachers-and parents and school board members. (Applause ) And therefore, schools not only’ have the
responsibility to improve, they now have the: freedom to. |mprove .

The federal government will not micromanage how schools are run. We. believe strongly -- we beliéve strongly -
- the best path to education reform is to trust the local people. And so the new role of the federal government is.to

set high standards, provide resources hold people accountable and Ilberate school dlstrlcts to meet the
standards (Applause ) : :

| can't think of any better way-to say to teachers we trust you And fll‘St of aII we've got to thank all the teachers
“who are here.. | thank you for teaching. (Applause ). Yours:is-indeed a noble profess:on And-our society is better
off because you decided to teach.. And by saying we trust local folks; we're really saying we trust you. We trust

you. We want you to have as much flexibility as possible to seeto it that every child that walks i in your classroom . o

can succeed. So thank" you for what you do. (Applause )

,And a fourth principle is that we're going to spend more money, more resources but they'll be directed at
methods that work. Not feel-good methods, not sound-good methods, but methods that actually work. Partlcularly
when it comes to readlng We're gomg to spend more on our schools and we re going to spend |t more wisely.

If we've |earned anythlng over the last generations, money alone doesn't make a good school It certamly ‘ -
helps. But as John mentioned, we've spent billions of dollars W|th lousy results So now it' s t|me to spend bl||l0I"lS :
of dollars and- get good results (Applause ) , , . ‘
-As John mentloned too many of our kids can't read. You know a huge percentage of chlldren in. poverty can't ‘
read at grade level. That's not right in America. We're going to win the war overseas, and we need to win the war
against illiteracy here at home, as well. And so this bill -- (applause) -- so this bill focuses on readlng It sets a.
grand goal for the country Our chlldren will be readlng by the thlrd grade :

That's not an |mp033|ble goal. It sa goal we must meet if we want every child to: succeed And S0, therefore we
trlpled the amount of federal funding for screntmcally based early readlng programs We've got money in there to

hitp://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2002/01/print/20020108-Lhiml —— "4/11/2008
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make sure teachers know how to teach what works We ve got money in there to help promote proven methods
of instruction. ; , J

There are no more excuses, as far as I m concerned, about not teaching children how to read. We know what

- works.  The money is now available, and it's up to each local district to make sure it happens. It's up to you, the. '

citizens of Hamrlton to make sure no child is left behind. And the federal government can spend money and we
_can help set standards, and we can assist upon accountablllty But the truth of the matter is our schools will - . .-
flourish when citizens join in the noble cause of making sure no Chlld is left behmd :

" This is the end of a Ieglslatlve process Slgnlng this bill is the end of a Iong, Iong time of people srttmg inrooms - °

- trying to hammer out differences. -It's a great symbol of what is possible in Washington when good people come

~ together to do what's right. But it's just the beginning of change. And now it's up to you, the local citizens of our ..
- great land, the compassionate, decent citizens of America, to stand up and demand high standards and to
demand that no chrld -- not one smgle chlld in America -- |s Ieft behlnd

'If'_hank'you ‘for Ietting us corne. May God btess.‘ (Applause.) C

'END 10:14 AM.EST '
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President Bush today signed into law the No Child Left Behind Act - the most sweeping reform of federal
education policy in a generation. The legislation, which closely follows the President's agenda to lmprove
. Amerlca s publlc schools, passed Congress with’ overwhelmlng blpartlsan majorltles )

— Accountab/l/ty for Results: Creates strong standards in each state for what every Chl|d should know and learn
in reading and math in grades 3 8 Student progress and achievement will be measured for every Chlld every
year _ . ‘

° Results from these tests W|Il be made avallable in annual report cards SO parents can measure school
performance and statewide progress, evaluate the quality of. their child's school, the qualmcatrons of
" teachers, and their child's progress in key subjects.

o Statewide reports will show progress for all student groups in closrng achlevement gaps between
dlsadvantaged students and other groups of students.

e Schools will be held accountable for improving performance of all student groups so every school wnll be

' pertormlng at proficient levels within 12 years ;

. — Unprecedented State & Local F/exrb///ty & Reduced F?ed Tape Provides new flexrblllty for all 50 states and
every local school dlstnct in Amenca in'the use of federal educatlon funds. )

.o Every local school district in America and all 50 states will ;receiVe the freedom to target up to 50 percent of
federal non-Title | dollars to programs that will have the most positive impact on the students they serve.

o The newlaw consolidates and streamlines programs and targets resources to eX|st|ng programs that serve
poor students reducing the overall number of ESEA programs from 55 to 45. . ‘ o

I

— Focusmg Resources on Proven Educat/onal Methods Focuses educatlonal dollars on proven research based "
. approaches that will most help children to learn. : . ‘

. lmplements Presudent Bush s Reading First |n|t|atlve by mcreasmg federal fundlng for readlng programs
from $300 million in FY 2001 to more than $900 million in FY 2002 and tying federal fundrng to the use of
scientifically-proven methods of reading mstructlon '

e Implements a new Early Reading First program to support early language literacy, and pre readmg

, development of preschool-age children, particularly those from low-income families, =

e Strengthens teacher quality by providing $2.8 billion for teacher quallty programs and allowing local school
districts to use additional federal funds to hire new teachers, increase teacher pay, |mprove teacher
‘training.and development or other uses ‘ :

— Expanded Chorces for Parents: Enhances options for: parents with chlldren in chronlcally falllng schools - and- "
makes these options available immediately in the 2002-03 school year for students i in thousands of schools -
already ldentlfled as failing under current law. -

B e Publlc/Charter School Ch0|ce Once aschool is identified as falllng parents quI be allowed to transfer thelr
‘ child to a better-performing public or charter school.
e Supplemental Services: For the first time, federal Title | funds (approxumately $500 to $1, 000 per chlld) can
* - be used to provrde supplemental educational serwces lncludlng tutorlng, after school services, and

* http://www. whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2002/01/print/20020108 html ~ 4/1012008
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summer. school programs - for chlldren in falllng schools. Servrces can be provrded by falth and
- community-based organizations.
e Charter.Schools: Expands the charter school |n|t|at|ve creatrng more opportunrtres for parents educators
and interested community leaders to create schools outside the educatron establishment.” .~
A 'Accoun’tability for Results

Problem

~ — Since the orlgrnal Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) was signed into law in 1965 the federal

government has spent more than $130 billion to |mprove public schools

— Unfortunately, this mvestment in education has not reduced the achievement gap between well off and Iower-

income students or between minority students and non- mlnorlty students
Solutlon

The NCLB Act erI strengthen Title | accountablllty by requmng States to |mplement statewrde accountablllty

* systems covenng all public schools and students

— These systems must be based on challengmg State standards in reading and mathematics, annual testing for
all students in grades 3-8, and annual statewide progress objectrves ensunng that aII groups of: students reach
profrcrency within 12 years. :

— Assessment results and State progress objectlves must be broken out by student groups based on. poverty, .

irace and ethn|C|ty, disability, and limited English proficiency to ensure that no group is Ieft behrnd

— School districts and schools that fail to make adequate yearly progress (AYP) toward statewide proficiency

goals will over time be subject to corrective action and restructurlng measures almed at gettrng them back on

_ course to-meet State standards

—Ifa school fails to make AYP for two-consecutive years,- it will be |dent|f|ed as needlng |mprovement and must
develop improvement plans incorporating strategies from scientifically based research. School districts will be

required to offer public school choice (unless prohibited by state law) to all students in the failing school no later
-than the first day of the school year following |dent|f|cat|on The dlstnct must provrde transportation to the new

school

= If a school fails to make AYP for a third consecutive year, the dlstnct must continue to offer public. school _

: Prob‘lem -

choice and provide Title | funds (approximately $500 to $1,000 per child) for low- achrevmg disadvantaged
students in the school to obtain supplemental services -- tutoring, after school services, or summer school

programs -- from the public- or private-sector provider seiected by their parents from a State-approved list.
“Twenty percent of Title | funds at the local school district level must be used for public school chorce and
. ‘supplemental services. ~

'—If a school farls to make AYP for a fourth consecutrve year it will'be subject to mcreasrngly tough corrective

actions-such as replacing school staff or significantly decreasing management authority at the school level. If a

~school continues to fail, the school could ultimately face restructuring, which involves a fundamental change in

governance such as a State takeover or placement under pnvate management

- - Schools that meet or exceed AYP objectlves or close achrevement gaps will be ellglble for State Academlc

Achlevement Awards

'Unprecedented State & Local Flexibility e
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— For too long, federal education programs _have come with unfunded fed'erall mandates, one-stze-fits-alll '
approaches, and unnecessary and duplicative paperwork.

— When the Elementary and Secondary Education Act was reauthorized in 1994, for example, states were
required to regularly test public school students in reading and math. But this federal requirement did not come
~with the necessary flexibility and resources for states to focus thelr educatlon strategies on what works to-improve
student achlevement

N Solution

- The No Child Léft Behind Act provides unprecedented new flexibility for all 50 states and every local school

- “district in America in the use of federal education funds. It will revitalize the "flexibility for accountability"

agreement with States first struck by President George H.W. Bush during his historic 1989 education summit with
the Nation's Governors at Charlottesville, Virginia. While prior flexibility efforts have focused on waiving some -
'}program requirements, the NCLB Act moves beyond this limited approach to give States and school districts
unprecedented flexibility in the use of Federal education funds in exchange for strong accountability for results.
- No Child Left Behind in essence moves decision making away from Washington, D.C., and empowers states and
~local districts to make more decisions with federal funds for goals such.as teacher quallty, Engllsh Ianguage

: profrmenoy, technology, and after school ennchment ,

-

~— The Department of Education administers four major state grant programs -- Teacher Quality State Grants,
Educational Technology, Innovative Programs, and Safe and Drug-Free Schools. New flexibility provisions in the
NCLB Act will allow every school district in America to transfer up to 50 percent of the federal funding they receive’
‘between any one of these programs or to Title I. This will allow school districts to-put resources into the programs
-that most closely-match their unique local needs. States will be permltted to transfer may transfer up to 50 percent
- of their State administrative funding this way. :

- —”T'he' new ‘Iaw also includes a competitive State Flexibilityr Demonstration Program'that permits up\toise\)en

States to consolidate the State administration and State activity funds from a variety of ESEA programs, including:. -

_the Innovative Programs Block Grant; the state administration components of Title I, Part A Grants (Education for
the Disadvantaged); and the state administration and state activities components of Title | Part B (Reading Flrst i
and Even Start). Participating States must enter an agreement with the Secretary covering the use of the

_consolidated funds, which may be used for any educational purpose authorized under the ESEA. As part of their

- plans, States also must enter into up to ten local performance agreements with districts, which will enjoy the same

- level of flexrblllty granted under the separate Local FIeX|b|I|ty Demonstratlon Program.

— A new Local FIeX|b|I|ty Demonstration Program would allow up 150 school dlstrlcts to consolidate funds
received under Teacher Quality State Grants, Educational Technology State Grants, Innovative Programs, and
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools programs. Participating districts would enter into performance agreements with
- the Secretary of. Education, and would be able to use the consolidated funds for any ESEA-authorized purpose.

Focusing Resources on Proven Educational Methods
Problem

“— Not enough attention has been focused on ensuring that education dollars are invested in programs that are -
research-based and proven to be effective in educatlng our children - partlcularly on proven approaches to
" reading and math instruction. :

— Federal education policy has often focused on adding new programs; rather than mVe‘stmg more resources.into
- proven approaches that work. Over the years, programs authorized under the Elementary and- Secondary
" Education Act (ESEA) expanded from 6.in 1965 to 55 in 2001.

: Solutlon

‘Putting Reading First

S ¢
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—_ The No Child Left Behind Act |mplements Presndent Bush S unequnvocal commitment to ensunng that every

“child can read by the third grade. To accomplish this goal, the new Reading First initiative will significantly -
‘_lncrease the Federal investment in scientifically based reading instruction programs in the early grades. One

major benefit of this approach will be reduced identification of chlldren for special educat|on servnces due toa Iack "

of appropnate readlng |nstruct|on in their early years i

"’— The NCLB Act fully lmplements the President's Readlng Flrst |n|t|at|ve The new Readmg Flrst State Grant
‘program will:make 6-year. grants to States, which will make competitive subgrants to local communities. Local
- recipients will administer screening and diagnostic assessments to determine which students in grades K-3 are at

risk of reading failure, and provide professwnal development for K-3 teachers in the essentlal components of =
reading instruction. . t

— The new Early Readlng First program quI make competltlve 6 year awards to dlstncts to support early

~ language, literacy, and pre-reading development of preschool-age children, particularly those from low-income:

families. Recipients will use instructional strategies and professional development drawn from scientifically based

reading research to help young children to attain the fundamental knowledge and Skl||S they will need for optlmal
readmg development in klndergarten and beyond. . _ : v

Consolrdat/ng and Streaml/n/ng Federa/ Educat/on Programs ,

v The No Chlld Left Behind Act consolldates and streamlines programs'and targets resources to existing

~programs that serve poor students. It reduces the overall number of Elementary and Secondary Education Act

(ESEA) programs from the 55 to 45 ensunng that education dollars will be more carefully targeted

Improvmg Teacher Quallty NCLB: comblnes the. Elsenhower Professmnal Development and Class Size L
Reduction programs into a'new Improving Teacher Quality State Grants program that focuses on using practices
grounded in scientifically based research to prepare, train, and recruit high-quality teachers. The new program
gives States and districts f|EleI|Ity to select the strategies that best meet their particular needs for improved

“teaching that will help them raise student achievement.in the core academlc subjects. In return forthis erX|b|l|ty, -

districts are required to demonstrate annual progress |n ensurlng that all teachers teachlng in core academlc

. subjects wnthln the State are hlghly qualified.

— Improving Brllngual Education: The NCLB Act also S|mpl|f|es Federal support for. Engllsh Ianguage mstructlon

.,by combining categorical bilingual and immigrant education grants, which previously benefited only a small

percentage of limited English proficient students in relatively few schools, into a State formula program. The new
formula program will facilitate comprehensive planning by States and school districts to ensure rmplementatlon of

g programs that benefit all limited English proficient students by helping them learn English and meet the same high

academic standards as other students.. The NCLB Act-also inserts strong accountability into programs for bilingual -

. students, requiring states to test limited English proficient children for reading and Ianguage arts in Engllsh after -

'they have attended school in'the United States for three consecutive years.

lmprovung the Safe and Drug -Free Schools Program: NCLB |mproves efforts to keep schools safe and drug-

~ free, while at the same time ensuring that students-particularly those who have been victims of violent crimes on |

school grounds-are not trapped in persistently dangerous schools. As passed in No Child Left Behind, States

- must allow students who attend a persistently dangerous school, or who are victims of violent crime at school, to

" transfer to a safe school. States also must report school safety statistics to the public.on a school-by-school basis,

and districts must use Federal Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Commumtles fundlng to |mplement drug and

' vrolence preventlon programs of: demonstrated effectlveness

HlstOI’IC Progress on Improved Educatlonal Ch0|ces :
and Optlons for Parents .

L
N

' Prbblem

— Too often especrally in Iow -income and mlnonty areas, parents flnd their children trapped in perS|stentIy falllng; :

and dangerous public schools and have little or no recourse. .

A' Solutlon- e

,. Vo

'http://WwW;vvhitehousé.g’ov/newS/releases/2002/01‘/print/20020108‘.htm1-f"' U 4/10/2008
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" The No Child Left Behind Act makes historic progress in providing real choices for parents with children in

'.

chronically failing or unsafe schools. Expanding school choice and supplemental services will provide a -

- substantial incentive for low-performing schools to improve. In order to avoid losing students-along with the

portion of their annual budgets typically associated with those students-'schools will have to improve or, if they fail

“to make Adequate Yearly Progress for 5 years, they run the risk of reconstitution under a restructurlng plan.
- These new options will be made available inmediately (for the 2002- 03 school year) for students in thousands of -
’schools already ldentlfled as failing under current law..

'—- School Chorce Districts must give students attending schools that are failing for at least two years the

opportunlty to attend a better public school, which may include a publlc charter school, within the 'school district. -

— Suppdrt for S'u'pplemental Services: For students attending persistently failing schools (those that have failed to
meet State standards for at least 3 of the 4 preceding years), districts must provide Title | funds (approximately '
$500 to $1,000 per child) for low-achieving disadvantaged students in the school to obtain supplemental services -
-- tutoring, after school services, or summer school programs -- from the public- or private-sector provider
selected by their parents from a State-approved list. Providers must meet State standards and offer services
tailored to help participating students meet challenglng State academic standards. To help ensure that districts

~ offer meaningful choices, the new law requires school districts to spend up to 20 percent of their Title I-allocations
[ to prowde publlc school chorce and supplemental educational services to ellglble students -

— Charter Schools Expands the charter schools |n|t|at|ve expanding opportunltles for parents educators and

interested community leaders to create schools outside the education establishment. Authorizes $300 million in

“federal funds to states and local communities to help fund charter schools. Authorizes $150 million for the Charter
“School Facility Demonstration Project, which encourages schools and States to develop innovative approaches to

fundlng charter school construction and infrastructure needs.

- For more information on the Pres_ndents mmatlves, please.visit www.whitehouse.gov

1

Return to this article at:

http //www whntehouse qov/news/releases/2002/01/20020108 html |
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\AH States Now i in Compllance with 1994 ESEA Paige Says
Fewer than half were in comphance with law when Paige took ofﬂce

- FO}R_REIY.EASE: D S : L ~~ _ Contact: Dan ‘Lan'gan
April 8, 2002 . . . : R Melinda Malico
IR - (202);401—1‘576. '

Smce taking office in January 2001, U.S. Secretary of Educatlon Rod Palge has cleared a ,
‘burdensome backlog of states that were not in compllance with the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act (ESEA) of 1994 -

~-"We have made outstanding progress in bringing all states and school districts on board to achieve " .
the goals of President Bush's No Child Left Behind Act," Paige said. "This milestone means that
more children.in more schools will receive better acadernlc preparatlon and we WI|| see the :
progress they have made. = - :

"But today's accompllshment is only the first step in meeting the letter and intent of this
groundbreaking law. We will continue to work as a partner with states to reach the president's
‘goals but W|II hold firm on states that try to delay or dodge the accountability goals of the new
Iaw .

Under the 1994 law, states were reqwred to establish hlgh quality academic content standards
- challenging performance standards, and valid and reliable assessments covering three gradé
spans—by the 2000-2001 school year. When Paige took office, only 22 states had met this
requirement or had a formal plan for achieving it. Under the No Child Left Behind Act, which
reauthorized ESEA all states were required to com‘ply with the 1994 Iaw_by April 8, 2002.

Dunng the !ast year Paige and the U.S. Department of Educat|on established a partnershlp wuth

" state leaders. to ensure that every state has a systemin which every educator, school and district
is accountable for student achievement. Bringing the remaining states and jurisdictions into
compliance puts the department firmly on the path of .enforcing greater accountablllty for student
‘ achlevement at the local, state and federal levels, Paige sa|d .

Alabama, the District of Columbia, Idaho, Montana and West Vir‘ginia now have formal
"compliance agreements," Paige announced, which bring the final states into compliance with the
1994 ESEA's standards and assessments requurements and deadlines.

A complrance agreement allows a state to.continue to receive federal education funds while it
comes into compliance under specific terms, conditions and-a timeline spelled out in the written
agreement, with three years as the maximum time allowed. A hearing is held in the state to hear
evidence that full compliance is not feasible until a future date. The substance of the agreements
and the department's findings will be published in the Federal Register. The department will
monitor states' progress step by step, and states must provide evidence that they are meeting-the
tlmehnes set forth in the agreements.

http://www.ed. gov/print/news/pressreleases/2002/04/04082002a heml — 5/27/2008
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. »Elghteen states now have fuIIy approved assessments systems under the 1994 law, with New _
, ‘_Hampshlre s assessments the most recent to gain approval. Twenty-nine states have a formal plan
. and tlmelme to fulfill the reqwrements and five have comphance agreements R k '

For more mformatlon on No Child Left Beh/nd Act and the accountablllty prov15|ons go to
’ http //www nochlldleftbehmd gov/ : ‘ :
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- MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM DAVID DUNN

' THROUGH: MARGARET SPELLINGS

’_SUBJECT No Child Left Behind Implementatlon - Adequate Yearly Progress .t :
' SUMMARY | '

' _The key component of the accountability prov1s10ns of the No Chlld Leﬁ Behmd Act
~ (NCLB) is the calculation of adequate yearly progress (AYP). AYPis the improvement
in student achievement necessary for states and schools to ensure that all students are

proﬁment in reading and math within twelve years. If schools do not meet AYP for two .
“years in a row they are labeled “in need of improvement” under the Act and face ‘

consequences from state assistance to pubhc school choice and aﬁer-school tutormg

A

AL

. The first key dec131on states must make in setting AYP is to set the 1mt1a1 expectatlon ‘
“schools must meet in demonstrating progress so that all students achieve proﬁmency
" The Department of Education plans to enforce a strict interpretation of AYP, requmng

states and schools to set high expectations and to hold schools accountable for ensunng

that all students meet those expectatlons

Govemors and school districts are askmg for some ﬂex1b111ty on thls issue. They are

- ;concerned that the Department s approach will result in too many schools—as many as 70
percent in some states — to be labeled as fa111ng They want to establish expectations

based on where students are now and require a trajectory that will ensure they achieve
proficiency within twelve years. This approach would allow them to set different -

: expectatxons for wh1te black, Hlspamc low-mcome and disabled students.

high expectatlons for all students, builds on ex1st1ng state accountability systems and

- provides consistency from state to state. While it is likely that adherence to the statute

will result in a high number of schools not making AYP, this should be expected, because

- we know that over 60 percent of the nation’s students perform poorly on the National -
- Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP). The approach the states are suggesting
~would sub_] ect us to the criticism that we are encouraging the soft bigotry of low
o expectatlons

FROM ORM

\

- We agree with the Department ] approach to AYP We beheve thlS approach 1n51sts on i




BACKGROUND
- In September, the Department reviewed the proposed accountability systems in five
states: North Carolina, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Colorado and Indiana. ‘After site visits
in the five states and preliminary review of the other 45 state systems, it appears that no
state currently has a system that completely complies with the statute and could be
approved by the Department. In addition to AYP, there are a number of requlred
components to state accountability systems including:
¢ using the same system for all schools and including all students in the system,
e using disaggregated data and separate scores for reading and math,
‘e 'making annual accountablhty de0151ons for schools based pnmanly on academlc
~ -assessments, : , ,
e including graduation rates for high schools, - ) o
¢ ' maintaining a statistically valid and reliable system, and '
e  ensuring that at least 95 percent of the students are assessed each year.
Most of these components will be relatively easy for states to achieve. The Department is
pulhng together a team of technical advisors who will be trained and available to help
_states adapt their accountability systems to meet the requirements of the new law.

~_NCLB also includes specific language dlctatmg the calculatlon of state starting pomts for
setting AYP targets. The law requires the starting point to be set at the higher percentage
of students at the proficient level of either the lowest performing student sub-group (i.e.,
African American, Hispanic, low income disabled, limited English) or the school at the
20™ percentile in the state ranked in order of student performance. For example, in North
Carolina, the lowest performing sub-group is special education students, only 35 percent
“of whom perform at the proficient level. The school at the 20™ percentile has 65 percent ,
of its students performing at the proficient level. Therefore, the starting point for North -
Carolina would be 65 percent of all students and each student sub-group performing at

© the proficient level. This approach requires that schools in North Carolina move special
education students from 35 percent proficiency to 65 percent proficiency within the first
~year. (A “safe harbor” prov1swn however, also allows schools to meet AYP if sub- - -
groups not meeting the target improve by at least 10 percent each year.)

Chart A (attached) demonstrates the effect of mtegratmg a strict interpretation of AYP
into North Carolina’s existing system. While 97 percent of the state’s best schools meet
AYP, nearly 80 percent of its average schools and over 90 percent of its worst schools do -
not. Many states are concerned that it will be very difficult to move their lowest
performing student sub-groups up to the AYP level (which in some cases would requlre ’
very mgmﬁcant increases) in only two years. :

Chart B (attached) demonstrates an alternate propvosyal It would set different expectatiens
for different sub-groups. For example, in the first year, 80 percent of white students :
would initially be expected to achieve proﬁcxency, while only 55 percent of black

~N
i




/

~students and 35 percent of limited Enghsh students would be expected to achieve
~_proficiency. This approach essentially allows each student sub-group to make annual
improvement in steady and consistent increments to 100 percent proficiency in twelve
years. ’

While this approach may be legally defensible under the Act, we believe it is not ,
consistent with the philosophy of NCLB and would subject us to the criticism that we are
establishing lower expectations of improvement for some students. It would, however,
have the effect of reducing the number of schools labeled “in need of i improvement.”

: TIMING and COMMUNICATIONS

" The final regulations will be released by the end of November. -States must submlt ,
* accountability plans to the Department by the end of January 2003. The Department then
has 120 days to work with each state through the peer review process. Soon afterthe
- release of the regulations, the Department should be able to approve the first state
~ accountability plan, that of North Carolina, contingent on North Carolina’s acceptance of
. uniform expectatlons for all students.

States Have been anxiously awaiting guidance on how to move forward with their
accountability plans. We recommend that the implementation schedule be accompanied
by a high-level communications campaign. Governors, members of Congress, state
education agencies and the press need to have a full:understanding of the accountability -
- provisions of the Act and what it means for them.

The statute says that if schools do not meet AYP for two years in a row, they are labeled
“in need of 1mprovement » Unfortunately, the press translates this as “failing schools.”
An aggressxve campaign to focus on the school improvement aspect rather than “falhng
schools is critical.

'Schools “In need of 1mprovement” get help They are ehglble for federal school
.. improvement funds and other assistance from the state. If the schools are “in need of
improvement” for two years in a row, parents are given the choice to move their children -
“to higher performing schools. If “in need of improvement” for three years in a row,
" schools are required to provide after-school tutoring or other services. This is not to
“punish schools but rather to target assistance to those schools most in need of it.

“This communications campaign should begin with the release of the regulations in
November, continue through the first anniversary of the bill signing (January 8) and the
submission of state plans in January, and extend through the peer review process in the

: spnng and early summer of 2003.
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PRESIDENT
GEORCE W. BUSH

~ For Immediate Release
. Office of the Press Secretary
November5 2002

Pre3|dent s Statement on H.R. 3801 Act to Provnde for lmprovement of Federat
- Educatlon Research L

Today I have S|gned into law H.R. 3801, an act to provide for improvement of Federal education research,

statistics, evaluation, information, and dissemination, and for other purposes. This Act will substantially strengthen -
the scientific basis for the Department of Education's continuing efforts to help families, schools, and State and
local governments with the education of America's chlldren This Act is an |mportant complement to the No Chlld
Left Behlnd Act enacted earller this year. : .

The executlve branch shaII construe sections 115, 116(f), 117(d), 119, 156(b) and 186 of the Actina manner
- consistent with the President's constitutional authority to supervise the unitary executive branch and shall

- construe section 116(f) in a manner consistent with the President's authority under the Recommendations Clause .

of the Constitution to submit for the consideration of the Congress such measures as the President shall judge
necessary or expedient. Also, in accordance with the President's constitutional power to select individuals for .
nomination, the executive branch shall construe section 116(c)(2) as advisory only. In addition, the Director of the
Institute of Education Sciences shall implement section 186(a). of the Act subject to the supervision-and direction

- of the Secretary .of Education. Finally, the executive branch shall construe section 156(b) regarding the fur'mshmg
~of compilations or surveys in a manner consistent with the principles enunciated by the U.S. Supreme Court in

. 1983in INS v. Chadha, which do not permitthe Congress by law to authorlze a congresswnal commlttee to direct -
an executlve branch entity to create a comp|lat|on or survey : .

" The executlve branch shall construe prowsmns of the Act that require taking account of race, culture, gender,
age, region; socioeconomics, ideology, secularity and partisan politics, including sections 111(b)(2)(B), 114(f)(7)
and (8), 115(a)(1), 116(b)(8) and (10), 133(c)(7), and 151(b)(3), in a manner consistent with First Amendment
- freedoms and the requirements of equal protectlon and due process under the Due Process: Clause of the Fifth -

: Amendment : , . : - .

, The executlve branch shall construe section 174 and tltle II of the Act as |mposmg dutles ona State or its ofﬂcrals N

- only when the dutiés are a condition of a Federal grant or contract accepted by or under the authority of a State,

as is consistent with the principles governing Federal State relatlons enunmated by the U.S. Supreme Courtin
1997 in Prlntzv Unlted States . , ; ~
"GEORGEW.BUSH_ | o S R R R |

THE WHITE HOUSE, ‘ : ' RS R s L
November 5, 2002.

ITE
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‘ Presrdent Bush Unvells New Gmdance Empowermg Faith- Based and
- Community Groups to Prowde Extra Academlc Help to Low Income.

Students
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FOR RELEASE: =~ SRR ~ Contact: Melinda Malico

December 12 2002 ‘ S ) o ~ or Sonya Sanchez,
’ : T " (202) 401-1576

e L g ‘ o ) MORE RESOURCES
Philadelphia — Appearing at a faith-based conference today, - N

President George W. Bush announced several steps that will . Supplemental'.
strengthen his administration's compassion agenda by making it Educational Services
easier for America's faith-based and community groups to work with-~ Non-Regulatory -
the federal government to help the natlon S needrest N GUIdance

‘One rmportant step taken by the U.S. Department of Education is the\

adoption of guidance for the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 that will ensure that faith-based and
communrty organlzatrons are eligible to provrde supplemental educational serwces under the new
law. :

In January, President Bush srgned the landmark No Child Left Behind (NCLB) education reform plan
intolaw. “Under NCLB, federal funds may be used to give disadvantaged children who' attend Title =
I-funded schools that are in need of improvement extra academic help, or"supplemental ‘
- services." Supplemental services provide extra help before or after school on weekends or during
the summer, in readlng, Ianguage arts-and math.

The updated gurdance announced by the presrdent today clarifies that faith- based and’ communrty
groups 'may provide services to these students as long as they meet the criteria for approval of
such providers and comply with the legal requirements that apply to falth based organrzatrons :

‘ (FBOs) that receive government funds . .

U S Secretary of Educatron Rod Palge noted that the guidance makes it very clear that local school
, drstrlcts must provide equal opportunlty and cannot discriminate against any organization that .
‘wants to help children and is willing to do so under the law's strict requirements.. "We must put the °
welfare of children first, and these measures will ensure that all hard-working and effective . . ;
organizations have the opportunity to help children in their communities," Paige said: "Across our
nation, we see a great need for experienced and proven providers to step up to the plate and offer
supplemental services. Faith- based and community. groups frequently have a strong track’record—
often. developed on.a shoestring budget—of helping communities and community members ‘
succeed It is critical that we all join forces to ensure that no child |s left behind." ‘

Highlights of the guidance:

hitp://www.ed.gov/print/news/pressreleases/2002/12/12122002.html | 5/27/2008
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e ‘Suppiemental services are available to students from low-income families who attend schools

that-have not made adequate yearly progress for two years, and therefore have been

'deSIgnated as in'need of improvéement, as well as schools that have not. |mproved after the

initiai two- year period and are thus subject to corrective action or restructuring

¢ State education agencues responsible for determining the list of eligible prowders may"n'ot"

idiscriminate against potential supplemental services providers with regard to religion or any
’other factor 3 L

FBOs that receive funding to provide supplemental services may maintain their religious

a character and'identity, but may not discriminate against beneficiaries_ b'ased on religion.:

" The c’riteria' for.th.ef'apprOVaI of supplementai-service providers ivnclude’:

o a demonstrated record of effectiveness as defined by the states in improvmg student

Federal funds may not be used to support religious practices such as religlous mstruction
worship or prayer. FBOs may offer such practices, but not as part of the supplementai ‘
“educational services. FBOs should comply with accountlng requ1rements to ensure that
federal funds are not used to support these. actiVities : e

academic achievement

' “_,documentation that the instructionai strategies used by the prowder are of high quaiity and

a based upon research;

assurance that services are consistent with the’ instructionai program of the Iocal education

agency and W|th state academlc content standards

evidence that th‘e provider is 'finan‘cialiy sound; and "

o assurance by the organization that it will provide supplemental educational services

consistént with 'applicable‘federai state and local health, safety and civii ,rights laws.
(

The guidance Wl|| be available at: http //www.ed. gov/policy/eisec/gwd/suppsvcsgwd doc

- Information. about Presndent Bush's Faith- Based and Community Initiative can be found at
. http //www bei gov . . . S
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® FROMORM . _EB

January 6, 2003 -

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

~ FROM: DAVIDDUNN'
THROUGH: MARGARET SPELLINGS -
SUBJECT: No Child Left Behind Anniversary

As part of the event celebrating the first anniversary of your signing of the No Child Left
-‘Behind Act (NCLB) on Wednesday, January 8, you will be announcing the Department -
of Education’s approval of the first five state accountablllty plans: Ohio, Colorado New
ot >York Indiana and Massachusetts.

’ Many are complammg that the requirements of the new law are too rigorous and
inflexible and that the January 31 deadline for the submission of state accountability
~plans is too tight to allow states to comply. These states prove the critics wrong. The
s . .-requirements of the law are very specific. But, recognizing the differing needs of the
\ ‘ . various states, the Department strived to allow states flexibility to build on existing
- accountability systems. The plans of these states demonstrate the willingness of the
. Department to allow flexibility and variety among states, within the limits of the law.

Two areas of flexibility may generate some press. .
1) The law requires states to set annual objectives for improving student achievement -
which will result in all students achieving proficiency within twelve years. The law
requires the first increase in objectives within the first two years of implementation and -
then each subsequent increase in no more than three years. Both Ohio and Indiana have
submitted plans that backload much of the required growth in student proficiency. The
graph below demonstrates the Ohio proposal.

However, African American students are currently performing at 28 percent proficiency.
Ohio is requiring that districts raise their performance twelve points in the first year.
Special education students will be required to make similar improvements. Also, they
- argue that districts and schools need time to develop and implement practices that will
“improve achievement. Once these practices are implemented, they contend that
improved achlevement will come much more rapldly
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2) Many states 1ncludmg Texas, allow students multlple opportunities to passa state
assessment, particularly high stakes tests where students are required to pass in order to

- graduate or to be promoted to the next grade. The law is silent on which administration
- of the test counts for school accountablhty purposes. The regulations require that schools. -

are held accountable the first time the test is taken. The Department believes that schools A
should be accountable for ensuring students master the necessary ob_| ectlves within the

' 'grade expectations estabhshed by the state.

" The Regents Exam in New York is w1de1y regarded as having among the most rigorous
- high school graduation requirements in the country. They claim that proficiency on the .

tests reflects achieving at a twelfth grade level. The Regents exam is essentially a series

~ of end-of-course exams. Students take the exam when they pass the course, for example

they take the Biology portion of the Regents exam when they complete Blology Once
they have passed all components they may graduate

: New York asserts that high schools should be held accountable for ensunng all students
~ pass the complete series of tests and that it is unfair to hold schools accountable for

students passing each test the first time it is taken. They also contend that the

Department exceeded its authority in requiring the first test to be used because the law is -
silent and this requirement appeared for the ﬁrst time in the final re gulatlons and was not
subject to pubhc comment S




» Thé Depaxtmeht agfees that this reguletion should be submitted for comment and thatit
may be appropriate to refine the regulation. They recommend approval of New York’
plan condltloned on ﬁnal resolutlon of this regulation. - :

V,cher areas of Flexibility - "Contrary to many publiéhe’d reports, the Departxﬁeht has R
provided flexibility where the law allows. Examples of additional flexibility include:

. States can contlnue using thelr current accountabxhty des1gns while mtegratlng the
‘ ‘»requlrements of NCLB into their system. For example New York is mtegratmg
'NCLB into its ex1st1ng mdex system. -

‘= States may allow fallure to meet objectlves two years in a row in the same subject to
~ puta school in need of improvement”. : : :

. States may also use infonnation produced through adequate yearly 'progress (AYP) '
~ calculations to target mterventmns and resources. Every school that is 1dent1ﬁed for
1mprovement 1s not ahke

*  States have the authority and, in fact, responsibility to make a number of other
- decisions that affect accountability: (1) how many years of data will be examined for
AYP purposes; (2) how many students must be in a subgroup before the school is
“held accountable for that group, (3) how to intervene after a district or school has
been 1dent1ﬁed for improvement, correctlve actlon or restructunng

“Approvalrof these first ﬁve"pla.ns with the ﬂexihlllty exercised by eath, will oroVIde :
- models and demonstrate to other states how the accountablhty requlrementS\of No Chlld
- LeftBehmd canbe met. - S :

<
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& In Focus: Education

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you all. Thanks for coming. Thank you. It's one of the few jobs in America where you
get introduced by your wife on a regular basis -- (Iaughter) -- in your home. (Laughter. ) And we're glad you're
here. This is a -- you're one of our first guests we've had since the new year. And this is an approprlate gatherlng

: because Laura and | share a deep passion to-make sure every child gets educated in America.

: accomplishment. It was a year ago that | signed the No Child Left

| wish-all the Democrats and Republicans who helped us on',that bill

We want to thank you for coming. And thls is-an interesting day, it
marks the anniversary of an incredibly important legislative

Behind Education Act. It was the most meaningful education reform
probably ever.

were here today. They've got other business. One Republican is
here, and that's Senator Judd Gregg from New Hampshire, who i is the
author -- the Senate author on the Republican side.

This was a art of what is possible in Washington. It was a legislative victory on behalf of the children of America.
And it showed the American people that when people set aside this needless partisan blckerlng, we can get some
positive thmgs done. .

So a year ago we signed the piece of legislation that I'm absolutely confident is gomg to changeour:sc'hools for-

- the better. Change the whole structure of education for the good. But it also was a signal to those who love to

divide in Washington, D.C. that when we put our minds to it, when we focus on the greater good we can get a Iot"
done .

So | want to congratulate the members of both political parties on this anniversary for working so hard to
accompllsh a significant and meaningful piece of legislation. And now we've got to get to work. Now we got to do
the job that's expected.

We can say that the work of reform is well begun. And that's -- that's a true statement, The work will be complete,

“however, when every school -- every public school in America is'a place of hlgh expectations and a place of
, achlevement That is our natronal goal. (Applause )

And there are a Iot of good people working on that goal. We've got good people here at the federal level worklng
on it -- no better advocate than -- excellence in public schools than Laura. She was aschool teacher --
(applause.) She's a school teacher. She's a reading expert. Sheis a public school librarian. She's very
knowledgeable, and she is passionate. And so this year she's going to spend a lot of time workmg with the Iocal
folks to achieve excellence for every smgle child.

And‘ SO is our -- so'is Rod Palge, who is runnlng the Department of Education. | like to tease Rod a little bit. When ,

http://www.whit_ehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/01/priht/200_30108-4.htrnl - y E '. an 1/2008



o 'Presidept Bush Celebrates First Anniversary of No Child Left Behind o Pag? 20f5

I was looklng for somebody to run the Department of Educatlon Twasn't mterested in anybody who was good on
the theory. | wanted somebody who was good on actually doing the job of being a superintendent of schools. And
he ran the toughest school district in our state of Texas, which was the Houston Independent School District; And
he did a great jOb because he believed in high standards, accountability and local control for the schools in- the
~district. And Rod is the rlght man to be the Secretary. of Educatlon at this'time m our natlon s hlstory And he has
- not let us down. : .

} SECRETARY PAIGE Thank you.
o -THE PRESIDENT AppreC|ate you. (Applause)

If. you follow schools and if you follow public educatlon you know that you can find excellence in schools where '
. you 've got a good principal. Obviously, it requires good teachers. But if you've got a good principal, an mnovatrve

" smart, capable person, who is motivated and dedicated and who believes every child can learn, you' lfind
“excellence in that particular school. And we've got elght such prlnC|paIs W|th us today. And itis my honor to herald
them. : : :

Bernlce Whelchel who is the principal of Crty Sprlngs Elementary School rlght here in Baltlmore Maryland or-
nght close here in Baltimore, Maryland I want to thank you. (Applause ) A

’ Mary Ann Hawthorne is the principal of the Samuel Gompers Vocatronal and Technlcal ngh School in Bronx
New York (Applause ) Appreciate you, Mary Ann. Thank you S

. Keith Owens, who i is from Beulah Helghts Elementary School in Pueblo Colorado (Applause ) Keith. Yes thank
, you ' . ‘

Keith Posley is from Clarke:Street Elementary in Milwaukee, Wiscons_in. (Applause.) ‘

A

J.R: Guinn, Del Valle High School, El Paso, Texas. (Applause.)

Lorralne Fong, who is the principal from Kew Elementary in Inglewood Callfornra | apprecrate you Lorralne ‘
~ Good to see you agaln (Applause ) , "

Patnck Galatowrtsch who is the prlncupal of Rolllng H|IIs Elementary School, Orlando Florlda (Applause )
"Beth Hager pnncrpal of the Whitney M. Young Mlddle School in Cleveland Ohio: (Applause )

| appremate you. all l m glad you're here. | want to thank you for standing up here with Laura and me and Rod. It

is a chance for us to remind our fellow citizens that when you find a good principal, thank him or her-from the:

bottom of your heart for doing one-of the toughest jobs in the country. But | hope:it's one of the most rewarding

jobs for you. Because, after all, you're achieving what a lot of people say can't happen, and that is you've taken .

some tough schools and converted them to little centers of excellence. And you can truly say that, because of
your efforts and your love and your energy, no child in your school is going to be left behind.:(Applause.)

‘Today | had the honor of meeting members of the President's Commission on Special Education. I'want to thank
- you all for your hard work. We will be reauthorizing IEDA this year with members of Congress. | know Senator
Gregg holds this issue close to his heart. | think you'll find that the reforms suggested in the Commission's
flndlngs is gomg to be a great place for you to start, and hopefully finish, Mr. Senator. (Laughter and applause )

| also want to thank the education offrcrals from tlve states which I will be namlng a little later -- ofhcrals who are- -
- on the Ieadlng edge of education reform. I'm not going to tip my hand as to why you're here yet, but thank you all
for coming. (Laughter.) | know that many in this room have devoted your entire lives to bringing a spirit of high -

- achievement to education in America, and | want to thank you for that. You understand success. You've seen

. success firsthand - and unfortunately, too many lnstances you are aware of the persrstent problems inour -

* schools.. , : :

Perhaps the biggest problem is that we'hav'e:passed'children from grade to.grade, year after year, and those -- b
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child hadn't learned the ba3|cs of readlng and math That says to me that somebody somewhere along. the way
belleves certain children can't learn, so, therefore, Iets just shuffle them through.

Many s_choolsln our country are places of hope and opportunlty. Eight such schools are here; many schools in
the five states represented are places where people can feel hopeful for the future. Unfortunately, too many
schools in America have failed in that mission. The harm has been greatest in the poor and minority communities.
Those kids have been hurt the worst because people have failed to challenge the soft bigotry of low expectations:

Over the years, parents across America have heard a lot of excuses -- that's a reality -- and oftentimes have seen-

little change. One year-ago today, the time for excuse-making has come to an end. With the No Child Left Behind

Act, we have committed the nation to-higher standards for every single public school. And we've committed the

resources to help the students achieve those standards. We affirm the right of parents to have better information

about the schools, and to make crucial decisions about their children's future. Accountability of results i is.no longer
just a hope of parents. Accountabllrty for results is now the law of the land.

In return for recewmg federal money, states must deS|gn accountablllty systems to measure whether students are
'Iearnlng to.read and write:and add and subtract. In return for a lot of money, the federal government, for the first
time, is asking, are we getting the kind of return the American people want for every child. The only way to be
sure of whether or not every child is Iearning is to test regularly and to show everybody, especially the parents, »
the results of the tests. The law further requires that test scores be presented in-a clear and meaningful way, so
that we can find the learning problems within each group of students. I ll show off a ||ttle bit -- it's called '
disaggregation of results. (Laughter and applause.)

Annual report cards are requured to grade the schools, themselves 'S0 parents can judge how the schools _
compare to others. Excellence will be recognized. It's so important for us to measure, so that we can praise the
- principalsand teachers who are accomplishing the obJectlves we all hope for. And, at the same time, poor
performance cannot be dlsguused or hidden. . ,

Schools that perform poorly will be noticeable and given time; and given incentives, and given resources to-

‘improve. Schools that don't improve will begin to face consequences, such as that parents can move their childto

_another public school, or hlre a tutor, or any other academic help We will not accept a school that does not teach

~and WI|| not change.

A Schools have a responsibility to improve and they also have the freedom to improve in this law, and that's
‘important. | can assure you, | haven't changed my attitude about federal control of schools. When | was the
governor of Texas, | didn't like the idea of federal control of schools. | felt we were pretty competent in the state of
- Texas to run our own schools. | still feel that way, now. that I've been up here for two. years I believe in local
control of schools And this prlncrple is inherent in this bill.

The key ch0|ces about currlculum and teachlng methods will be made at the state and local level. Input will be
given by parents and teachers and principals who know the local culture best. Parents and educators will not be.
bystanders in education reform. As a matter of fact, in our view, they are the agents of education reform. And thls
law upholds that principle, as well. :

‘ Across Amerlca states and school dlStI’ICtS are working hard to rmplement these reforms Today, Secretary Paige
is approving the first five accountability plans -- hence the five folks I've invited here. (Laughter.) The first five
accountability plans have been approved, and they are from the states of Ohio and Massachusetts New York,
‘Colorado and Indiana. (Applause )

- Their plans are rigorous and their plans are |nnovat|ve They are also varied, reflecting the different strengths and’
challenges within each state. One size doesn't fit all when'it comes to. public education. What counts are results.
What counts are the fact that the schools will be teachmg the basics, and children learn how to read and compute
These states recognize that.

| want to _thank you very much for showing what is possible for being on the leading.edge. The plans show the

kind of energy and commitment and good faith that education reform demands. These leaders who have-

~ prepared these plans show us that high standards-are not a burden to carry. They show us that this a opportunity -
to seize. The leaders also show a faith'and confidence in their students, a belief that every child can learn. ’
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'Children respond to an atmosphere of high standards. As teachers and parents' can tell you, children love to

learn, just love it: And they sense when we have faith in them, and they love to justify that falth And that's what
you aII have shown, faith in every child. :

The main reservations we've heard in the year since we passed the reform have come from some adults, not the
children, who say the testing requirement is an unfunded mandate on the states. Well, that's not true. We put.up
$387 million to provide for testing, to pay for the testing in this year's budget. | intend to ask for the same amount

"next year. We demanded excellence. We' re going to pay for the accountablllty systems to make sure that we do
. get excellence .

Some have claimed that testing somehow distracts from learning. I've heard this excuse since | was the governor -
of Texas -- oh, you're teaching to test. Well, if a child can pass the reading test, the Chl|d has Iearned to read as
far as Im concerned (Applause) ]

Other critics worry that high standards and measurement invite poor results. In other words, don't measure; you
might see poor results, | guess is what they're saying. That they fear that by imposing clear standards, we'll set
some schools up for failure, and that we'll identify too many failing schools. Well, the reasoning is backwards as
far as I'm concerned, and a lot of other good people are concerned, as well. You don't cause a problem by
revealing the problem. Accountability-doesn't cause failure; it identifies failure. And only by acknowledging poor
performance can we ever help schools to achieve. You can't solve a problem unless you first diagnose the
problem . ‘ el

And so the accountability schools understand --the accountabrllty rules understand that schools can achieve. And
that's why these eight are up here with us. And | want to cite two examples. One, Beulah Heights Elementary in
Pueblo, Colorado. The proportion of fourth graders reading at or above proficiency has gone from 50 percent;
which is clearly unacceptable to 86 percent in three years. (Applause )

How do we know? We measured He wouldn't be standing here if we didn't measure. We' d be guessung as to
whether or not -- and we'd find out, unfortunately, after the 50 percent that couldn't read graduated from high
school and still couldn't read.- Accountability helps address problems early, before it's too Iate Accountabllrty gives
us.a chance to praise a-principal -- and thank your teachers, too. ,

‘AtDel Valle High School in-El Paso, less than half the children in that high school could pass an Algebra | exam
two.years-ago. See, we measured in Texas. We wanted to know. This year, the number has risen to 74 percent.

| want to tell you whatJ R. Guinn has said. He said, you have to make the expectatlon of success part of your
belief system. We're raising the bar, and we expect success. And, J R., you re gettlng success. Thank you for

your leadershlp Good guy. (Applause)

All these school leaders understand it's not'easy to turn a school around. They know that. It's hard to'go from
frustration and despair to achievement and pride. Yet these principals and the teachers have made the effort and
they're seeing the results. And it must make you feel great.

This administration is committed to your effort. And with the support of Congress-, we will continue to work to

“provide the resources school need to fund the era of reform. This school year, we're providing more money:than

ever before to help states and school districts. The federal government is going to spend $22 billion this year.
Over the last two years, we 've increased funding for elementary and secondary education by 49 percent That'sa -
large increase. .

It is not enough to spend more on schools, however. This i issue is not jUSt about money. We must spend money
more wisely. We must spend money on what works And we must make sure we contlnue 1o, msrst upon results -
for the money we spend.

The prrorltles of the No Chrld Left Behind Act will be reflected in the budgets | submit, as 'Iong as I'm-working here.

_(Applause ) This year, for example I'm requestlng more than $1 billion for the federal reading programs in next

year's budget i

http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/01/print/20030108-4html ~  4/11/2008



: President;Bush'Celebrates First Anniyersary of No Child Left Behind - - PageSof5

,Now 1 want you to know somethlng about reading. Laura and | share a passion for reading. We want to make :
~sure every child learns to read by the third grade. However, we will not fund reading programs which do not work.
(Applause.) My friend, Reid Lyon is here, from the National Institute of Health. Reid is a reading expert. He -

understands the science of reading. He explalne'd to me a long time ago, some curricula work and some don't: He
understands what.works. Again, | repeat, we're willing to spend more money We're not going to spend money on
currlculum that WI|| not-teach our chlldren how to read. .

But we are willing to spend it, because we understand that if you can't read, the science programs.don't matter,

it's hard to excel in math. Reading is the gateway to knowledge Reading is the true civil rlght of the 21st century,
as far as Im concerned (Applause) .

- And we're proposmg more money for Title | students as well. We're going to ask for the '04 budget a billion dollar

_increase, up to $12.3 billion for Title | students. Because one of the goals in this nation has got to be to cIose the '

; :achlevement gap.

That starts W|th havmg high expectations. You see, | want to repeat what | said earlier -- | beheve that too many of
the adults figure certain children cannot learn. And they just say, heck, let's just move them through. So we not. -

only need to make sure the money is there, but we've got to make sure the attitude changes. And the
‘accountability systems within the No Child Left Behmd Act.insist that we have an attitude change in Amerlca

That's what this says

One year ago, we met the first challenge of education reform. We passed the law. And now we;ve got another: .
challenge, and that's the implementation of this law. Today, we honor five states; there are 45 more to go. Some

_of the education leaders of those states are here. We look forward to seeing your plans. We look forward to
seeing the spirit of the No Child Left Behind law-in.your plans. We look forward to strong accountability systems.

We look forward to seeing the implementation of curricula that works. We look forward to the hiring of principals
who know how to lead a school. We look forward to rewarding teachers who are not only lending their hearts, but
their talents, to make sure no child gets left behind. We look forward to a culture in America that understands .
every child can learn. And we look forward to the day that no child in this country is ever left behind..

P

' Thank you all: (Applause.)
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Palge Announces $72 Mllllon in Early Readmg FII‘St Grants
Grants going to groups in 22 states are authonzed under the No Child Left Behlnd Act
ﬁRCH“IUED WFI‘RMAM@M

'FOR RELEASE: - ~ News Media Contact: Melinda Malico
January 23, 2003 S o " (202) 401-1576
' : s ' ‘ ‘ Program Office Contact Mary Anne Lesiak

(202) 260 2195 o

’ ' ‘ C MORE RESOURCES
U S. Secretary of Educatnon Rod Palge today announced the first-ever

Early Reading First grants -- 30 grants totaling more than $72 mI”IOﬂ Audio Clips '
-- to support local efforts to improve the |anguage and pre reading :
skills of young children.

Early Readlng First is Presndent Bush's initiative to transform -existing early educatlon programs mto'
ceriters of ‘excellence that provnde high-quality, early education to young children, especially those

- from’ low-income famlhes It builds upon the preS|dent s vast Good Start, Grow Smart initiative to
'umprove early learning. =~ . SRTRT

School dis.t‘ricts,"othe_r public, nonprofit and private organizations.-— including faith-’based
organizations -- and collaborations of the same entities competed for the grants. The grants’
announced today are going to organizations in 22 states. Funded by the U.S. Department of

Education (ED) for up to three years, the projects incorporate strategies, curricula, materials and

professional development for teachers to prepare young chnldren to enter kindergarten with the ';

- necessary language, cognltlve and early reading skllls that can avert reading dlfflcu|t|es and ensure
contmued school success. ‘ , ,

';'Chi!dren'Who_ ’are most at risk for school failure need and benefit the most from high-quality early |
learning experiences," said U.S. Secretary of Education Rod Paige, "Tragically,.they are the least
likely to have access to programs providing these experiences. The good news is: we know what

‘works. We have a knowledge base from scientific’ research that lays out the SkIHS young children

. need before they enter kmdergarten

To achleve the preS|dents goals ‘the Early Readmg First’ Grant Program has flve alms

- Professnonal development for teachers based on scuentlflc research, to enhance chlldren s
Ianguage cogmtlve and early readmg skills; \ SR

-= ngh quallty language and Ilterature rlch readnng activities drawn from saen‘mﬂcally based
readmg research to he|p chlldren obtain the fundamental knowledge and SkIHS they must have

-- Age- appropnate cognltive Iearnlng for preschoolers that covers oral Ianguage phonolog|cal

awareness print awareness and alphabetrc knowledge S

~http:’/_/www.‘ed.‘gov/print/news/pressreleases/2003/01/01232003.htm1 ) B 5/29/2008
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<= Screenlngs and assessments to determlne the skllls chlldren are learning in order to prevent
readlng fallure and, : : .

-- Improvmg and mtegratlng all aspects of an lnstructlonal program - mcludlng materlals
, actlvmes tools and assessments. : : : .

‘In addltlon to these new grants, the preSIdent and Mrs. Bush'have‘vlgorously pursued an early '
chlldhood education agenda, Good Start, Grow Smart, ‘that is unprecedented and multl faceted
Among the accompllshments to date ‘ : : : :

== A Whlte House Summlt on Early Chlldhood Cognltlve Development

-= Four reglonal Early Chlldhood Educator Academles and grants to |mprove the skllls of early
\chlldhood educators; : : , : :

s Research on early chlldhood that wrll accumulate suentlﬂcally based research on effectlve
_preschool programs to help educators make better currlcula cho:ces -

L Good Start Grow Start Early. ChlldhOOd Award Program that will draw attention ‘to: hlghly
'.effectlve preschool programs ultlmately promotlng strong content as well as effectlve use of funds;-

e Formatlon of an mternal ED and HHS Task Force on Early Chlldhood Cognltlve Development
and ~ : .

== Publlcatlon of numerous resources for parents and educators, mcludlng the Healthy Start Grow B
‘Smart series; Teachlng Our Youngest: A Guide for Preschool Teachers and Child Care and Family
Providers; Seven Super Thlngs Parents and Caregivers Can Do; A Child Becomes a- Reader (Birth to
Preschool); A Child Becomes a Reader (K-3), Helping Your Child Become a Reader; Helping Your
‘Preschool- Chlld and Gwde for Parents How Do I Know a Good Early Readlng Program When I See
One’-’ S ) .

: Publlcatlons may be downloaded or ordered through http: //www ed qov/about/pubs ]sp

__Early Readlng Flrst is authorlzed under Title I of the No Chlld Left Behind Act of. 2001 For more
mformatlon about Early Readlng First, go to: WWW. ed qov/ofﬂces/OESE/earlyreadlnq/ "

A list of_ grant reoprents follows.
} ##'#

: ,‘»EDITOR S NOTE: An audlo clip of U.S. Secretary of Educatlon Rod Palge dlscussmg thls
: announcement is posted at http: //www ed qov/ofﬁces/OPA/news/broadcasthome html

GRANT RECIPIENTS

State ”

- City” : ' :

, Appllcant Name 3-Year Fundlng

' ALABAMA_ '

Montgomery A
B Alabama Department of Chlldren s Affalrs $824 872

. http://www“.ed.gov/print/news/pressreleases/21003/01/0123200’3.htm1vr : BRI » 5/29/2008
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/

Project Difector':',MiIije'Dorman ‘
(334)223-0502

Blrmmgham o ' S
- The University of Alabama at Bnrmmgham $ 2,508, 061

. Project Director: Kathleen Martin

(205) 975-5369

ARIZONA |

Rso Rlco

Santa Cruz.Valley Unlfled School District #35 $.782, 330
Projéect Director: Kristine Cleary Fontes

(520) 375-7458

'CALI FORNIA

Red Bluff . ’ ‘

- Tehama-County Department of Educatlon $1, 956 629
" Project Director: Paula Brown-Almond ‘

(530) 528-7343

_COLORADO

Cortez

Pinon-Project $ 1 039, 079 v
Project Director: Virginia Howey
(970)564-1195,,

' Denver

The Clayton Foundatlon $ 3 134,317
Project Director: Meera Mani

+(303) 355-4411 :

FLORIDAf

Fort Myers - PR '

United Way of Lee County, Inc Success by 6 $ 1,633, 807
Project Director: Greg Gardner

-~ (941)433-2000 '

ILLINOIS

| Chucago : | \
Ounce of Prevention Fund $ 1, 621 924

Project Director: Brenda Eiland-Williford
(312)922-3863
“KANSAS'

Topeka
: Topeka Public Schools usD 501 $ 2, 143 566

http/://www.éd.gov/print/news/pfessreleases/2003/01/01232003.htm1‘ o -5/29/2008 |



’Largo P ‘ ‘
-~ - Prince George s Ch:ld Resource Center $ 1 669 338
- -Project Director: Margaret Watkins
‘ ‘(301) 772- 8420
MI'CHIGAN* ‘
~J
Grand Raplds v
Grand Rapids Commumty College $ 2,509, 424
PrOJect Director: Rebecca Brinks
- (616) 234- 4084
o (
- MISSOURI '
Kansas Cnty Children's TLC- Therapeutlc Learnlng Center $ 2 651 911 o
Project D|rector Laura McCrary
(816) 756 0780 :
NEW MEXICO
: Prew_lttm
Baca Community School $ 912,098
! PrOJect Dlrector Jacque Mangahm
(505) 876 2769 j
'Albuquerque Regents of the University of New Mex:co $ 2 354 711 ' '

(410) 396-7414 /

Archivéd:j Paige 'An’nounces $72 Million in Early Reading First Grants -- Printable
Project Direc‘t'or: 'James L.{Glas's

(785) 575-6155

MAINE =

Belfast-
Waldo County Preschool & Famlly Servrces $ 2,026, 323 _

- Project Director: Ruth H. Southworth
'(207) 338- 2200

Y'MARYLAND

Baltlmore

Baltimore City- Head Start Program $ 1,394, 100 -

Project Director: Car!etnea Johnson

Ly

'ROCkVI”e ,
Montgomery County Publnc Schools $ 3, 619 131

- ‘PrOJect Director: Pamela Prue

(301) 230 0691

Fo

 Project Director: Carol Westby
- (505) 277-8715

NEW YORK S e
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-Bronx ‘

Bronx. Communlty School DIStrICt 7 $ 3, 158 488
‘Project Director: John Piazza

(718) 742 6524

‘Bronx '
Bronx Commumty School DIStrICt 9 $ 3,117,538
Project Director: Melvin R. Thompson

(718) 681 6656 :

New’ York .

New. York Umversrty $1, 275 003 ;
‘Project Director: Ms..Sheila Smith
,(212) 998 5014 ' :

OKLAHOMA

Norman

UntverS|ty of Oklahoma $ 4, 078 132 -
Project Director: Susan J. Klmmel
(405) 799-6383

OREGON

WHsonszle Oregon Child Development Coalition $2, 362 745
PI’O_]eCt Director: Juanita Santana v
" (503) 570-1110

P"ENNSYLVAN"IA

,Ph:ladelphla v ‘
~ School District of Phlladelpma $.4, 483 364
- Project Dlrecto_r Donna Piekarski
(215) 299-7502

‘ PUERTO RICO- :

- San Juan ,‘ :
Puerto Rico Department of Education $ 3,267,456
PrOJect Director: Eileen L. Reyes

(787) 759-’891‘0

- SOUTH CAROLINA

Marion - - ’ ’

Marion School District 1 $ 4,257,946

Project Director: Cleo Rlchardson

(843) 423 1811 ‘

/ TEXAS

San Marcos SN

Htt‘p_:‘//.www'.ed‘.kgoﬁ/priht/_nevws/pressreleases/2003/01/01232003 html
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E 'Commumty Actlon Inc of Hays, Ca!dwell & Blanco Counties $ 4,353,282
Project Director: Corlna Jaimes : .
(512) 39_2 1161 -

iEIPaso : e
Region 19 Education Service Center $ 3,000, OOO :
Project Director: Blanca Enrsquez .

(915) 790 4610

;WASHINGTON

Seattle ) _
City. of Seattle $ 2,979,414
- Project Director: Bllhe Young

' (206) 386 1143

s WEST VIRGINIA

' Webster Sprmgs

Webster County Board of Educatxon $ 1 368, 615

Project Director: Madonna Blyler B v : ‘ S
(304) 847- 5638 S , o L SR

o ’WYOMING

'Cowley

Big" Horn School D|str|ct #1$ 1,573,750
PrOJect Director: Matt Dawdson : ‘
(307) 548- 2238

TOTAL $72 057 354

#HH#
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o PreS|dent Bush Secretary Palge Celebrate Approval of Every State

Accountability Plan Under No Child Left Behmd

Major milestone in meeting goals of historic law
- ARCHIVED lNiFORMATlElN ' , :

 FOR RELEASE: IR e '~ Contact: Jo Ann Webb
June 10, 2003 : P _ . ‘ Susan’Aspey
el S | - « (202) 401-1576

G B R , , MORE RESOURCES

In an historic milestone of education reform, President Bush today e S
announced that every state, Puerto Rico and the District of Columbia President’'s Remarks
now have in place new accountability plans outlining. how they will .
achieve the bold goal of making sure no child in America is left behind.
U.S. Education Secretary Rod Paige joined the presrdent for the
announcement in the White House Rose Garden.

Secretary's Online
Discussion

" This morning, Secretary Paige approved the following state plans in addition to the 35 plans
' ‘already approved: Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, California, Connecticut, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky,
-Maine, anesota Montana, Nebraska Nevada, New Hampshire, North Dakota Vlrg|n|a and Utah.

When the pre5|dent took office, only 11 states were in compliance with the Elementary and
Secondary Educatlon Act of 1994. : ‘
: /
-"The era of low expectatlons is ending; a time of great hopes and proven results is arnvmg, :
‘President Bush said. "And together, we are keeping a pledge Every child in Amerlca W|ll learn and
no -child will be left behind. :

f

‘ ”The development of these plans involved a lot of hard work Governors stepped up to the lineg;
along with their education chiefs. I also want to thank the principals and teachers and parents on

~ the frontlines who are working so hard to improve our public schools. Instead of throwing up your
hands in despair, you decided to challenge the status quo and to help each child. On behalf of the -
nation, I want to thank all who are involved in America's public schools, all who demand
excellence for your service to our country ' _ i

The presndent hosted principals, students teachers and state educat|on chlefs for today' s
announcement. A complete ||st of the states represented at today's announcement follows at the
end of this release.
"Neve'r b‘efore»has a president of the United States invested so much in the education of our
children,"' Secretary Paige said. "And never before has our nation responded with such enthusiasm.
- Justas we as a nation have always pulled together to ensure our freedom, we are now pulling
. together to ensure our children are educated. Americans have heard President Bush's call for
- meaningful education reform so that no child is left behmd and they are Jomlng forces with him to

see that the m|55|on is accompllshed

{
i
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e "But this is. not the end -=itis the beginning,“ Paige added "The extraordinary efforts of the states , .
_have laid. the foundation for education improvement and accountability. The reforms of No- Child

Left Behind mean that, for the first time in history, every child in every school in every state'in this'

vcountry Wl|| have an education accountability plan for them -- and accountability means results -

No Child Left Behind is the Iandmark education reform law de5igned to change the culture of EE
America's schools by closing the achievement:gap, offering more flexibility, givmg parents more

‘ options and teaching students based on what works.

' Under the act s strong accountability provrsmns states must describe how they will close the

achievement gap and make sure all-students; including those who are disadvantaged, achieve

_facademic proficiency. In addition, they must produce annual state and school district report cards '
~ that inform parents and communities about state and school progress. Schools that do not make
~ progress must provide supplemental services, such as. free tutoring or after-school assistance; take

corrective actions; and, if still not making adequate yearly progress after five years make dramatic

" changes to the way the’ school isrun.

A-ll sta_tes‘submitt'ed draft accountability plans.to the‘,U.S. Department of Education by the Jan. 3‘1:1

- deadline. Following an initial review and technical assistance, if needed, the next step was onsite: -

peer reviews. of each state's proposed accountability plan. Teams of three peer reviewers --
independent, nonfederal education policy, reform or statistical experts -- conducted each peer
review. Following a review of the team's consensus report, the department provided feedback to :
the state and worked to resolve any outstanding issues. Ultimately, Paige approved all the state i

o plans

State accountability plans will be posted online at WWw.ed.gov/offices/OESE/CFP/csa's/index.htm‘l.

For more information about the No Child Left Behind Act go to WWW. nochildleftbehind gov

ATTENDEES AT ANNOUNCEMENT OF APPROVED STATE EDUCATION ACCOUNTABILITY PLANS '

| . Alabama Edward R. Richardson, Supermtendent of Education
Alaska 2 Roger Sampson Commissmner of Education and Early Development
Amerlca Samoa Sill Sataua,; Director of- Education ‘ !
Arizona- . Thom,as Charles Horne, Superintendent of Public Ins’truction i
Connecticut »Theodo_re S. Sergi, Commissioner of Education

D'.'C.v : Dr. Paul Vance, Superintendent.of Pu‘blic Schools

‘ D»elaw_a‘r'e’ Valerie A. Woodruff, Secretary of Education
i‘=‘l‘orida - _James Wallace Horne, C,ommissioner of Education
Georgia Kathryn Burgess Cox, State \Superintendent. of Schools.
‘ ‘Idaho o Marilyn Lenore Howard, Supe‘rintendent of Public Instruction
T ' Karen McGee -Member, Idaho Board of Education
" Iowa | Frederick Minor StilW|ll Director of Education
“I‘."(ansas Brad Pepper, PrinC|pal Jefferson Elementary, Wichita
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Maryland

; Massachusetts
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Missouri

Montana ”

Nebraska

'I,,Nevada'

North Carolina
' North Dakota
Oklahoma .

Pennsylvanla
Puerto Rico
'Rhode Island
South Ca r‘ol'ina

South Da’ko_ta

~ New Jersey

‘Oregon

) V'er’mon,t J

. Virginia

Wisconsin

- Y'Wyom‘ing

Top

Henry L. Johnson, Supenntendent of Education
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_ \
‘Nancy S. Grasmick, State Superintendent of Schools
"David Paul Driscoll, Commissioner of Education

" Thomas Daniel Watkins Superintendent ofPuinc Instructio‘n"

Cheri Pierson Yecke Commrssuoner of Educatlon :

l

AllSOI’l Berezo Student St. Louis Specral School Dlstrlct o
Alene Haskell, Mother of Alison ‘

Linda Lamers, Teacher, St. Louis Special School District.
Paula Witkowski, Teacher, St. Louns Special School District

Linda Harmon McCulloch, ~Supermtendent of Public Instructlon:
Douglas D. ‘Christensen' Commissioner of Education. k
Jack W. McLaughlln Supermtendent of Publlc Instructlon

Wllllam Librera, Comm|55|oner of Educatlon ' :
Gail Cropper, Principal, Washington Elementary School, Trenton

Michael Edward Ward, Supermtendent of Publ|c~Instruct|on ,
Stan Frazier Principal,”Merry Oaks International, Charlotte

» Wayne Godfrey Sanstead Supenntendent of Publlc Instructlon ‘

'Sandy Garrett, Supermtendent of PUblIC Instructlon

Corey Ste‘vens,‘Student, Lake Labls_h Elementary Sc_hool', Salern._

‘ Vicki Phillips, Secretary of Education

Cesar Rey‘—Hernandez, Secretary‘of Education‘

Peter McWalters, Commissioner of Education o

'Rahkial Byrd, Student, Arden Elementary, Columbia.
. Delores Bell, Teacher, Arden Elementary, Columbia

'W. Thomas Hawley, Interim»'Secretary of Edueation

Davrd Larsen Actlng Commxssnoner of Educatlon '

bJo Lynne: DeMary, Superlntendent of PUb|IC Instruction

Mark Christie, Presudent Virginia Board of Education

Josephlne Mosley, Principal, Martm Luther ng, Jr., Milwaukee _

Amber Warriner, Student Arp Elementary, Cheyenne

HEH
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- MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

* FROM: DAVID DUNN

THROUGH 'MARGARET SPELLINGS

, SUBJ ECT Spe01al Educatlon and Adequate Yearly Progress

- We are seeking your approval fora proposed regulation by the Department of Educatlon
~that would hold states and school districts accountable for the academic achievement of

special education students under the No Child Left Behind Act without punishing schools :

for the performance of a small group of students with cognitive disabilities who simply -
* cannot pass a grade level test. The regulation would allow states to test students with

cognitive disabilities based on standards that are consistent w1th the level at which they
are taught :

L BACKGROUND

The No Child Left Behind Act requires all students to achieve at proﬁcient levels By the

- year 2014. The law also requires states to disaggregate data and holds all student groups-

to the same standard, including students with disabilities. States have set annual

- - performance targets to ensure that schools have made adequate yearly progress (AYP) ‘
- toward the standard. If schools do not meet the targets, the law imposes consequences.

The Departrnent of Educatioﬁ recognizes thata small percentage of students with severe
cognitive disabilities will not be able to perform on grade level. But the performance of
these students must still be measured and progress must be requlred

‘ The Department issued a separate regulation for public comment to address this issue and
“the comment period recently closed. The proposed regulation allows a state or school

district to count up to 1 percent of its students with severe cognitive disabilities
(effectively an IQ of 55 or less) to be: judged against alternate standards and, if
measurable progress is demonstrated, counted as meeting adequate yearly progress

(AYP). All other special educatlon students must meet grade level standards to be -
consrdered proficient. : :

Under the Individuals w‘ith Disabilities Education ‘A‘ct the curriculuru and assessments

for students are decided as part of the Individualized Education Program (IEP) and

~ agreed to by the parent, the teacher and the school. Students with mild or moderate
~ cognitive disabilities often are taught curricula at lower grade levels as determined by -

- their IEP team. Many states argue it is inappropriate to test students on grade level

standards for which they were not taught. If they are assessed at grade level, they are

i




llkely to fall short of proficiency levels and schools w1th s1gmﬁcant numbers of these
students would be unhkely to meet AYP targets '

| Through publlc comment and dlsCuss1ons w1th states during the plan approval proces_§;

the Department has become concerned about the impact of the regulation on a second
group of students, those with less severe intellectual disabilities but who are still unlikely

~toperform at grade level. Research indicates that between 3-6 percent of the general
‘student population cannot perform at grade level because of cognitive disability. While

we should be encouraging states to reduce the number of students tested at lower levels,

the current regulation would effectively require every student in the second group to be

tested at grade level which would often go against the student’s education plan. It is
unclear wh1ch law would prevail and this would likely be litigated. :

“This issue was the single greatest hurdle for states in negotiating approval of

accountability plans. While states have agreed to comply with the current regulation,
they have submitted comments seeking change. States and local districts will support the

~ proposal because it will significantly reduce the number of schools identified as needing

improvement as required by the Act. For example, under the existing regulation about 90
percent of schools in Mississippi would be “in need of improvement.” Spring testing
data is still being analyzed, but we estimate that a large number of these schools are
placed on the list due to this regulatlon Before this regulation is ﬁnahzed we will
complete this analysis. :

PROPOSED REGULATION

We recommend rewsing the Department’s regulation to allow states to test students with =
cognitive disabilities on standards consistent with the level at which they were taught

: ThlS proposal would be in three parts.

1 A transition policy applying only to the use of 2002-03 assessment data
- allowing states to continue their current program for assessing students at
their instructional level. :

. 2) Adoption of a final rule later this summer allowing students with cognitive
disabilities to be assessed using an alternate test as the law allows but ‘
limiting the number that can be counted as proficient and developinga
definition that will ensure only students with true intellectual disabilities
are counted as proficient on something other than grade level standards.

3) Recognizing that many states will have to develop new assessments to-
~ meet the proposed rule, a phase-in of the rule that will requ1re states to
- reach full compliance by the 2005-06 school year. '

Development of the final regulation will require the Department to conduct further data
analysis, review public comment and available research. Many states have allowed
students with leammg disabilities to be labeled as spec1al education and exempted them




- from state tests because they have been poorly taught in the past which lets schools av01df
“accountability for previous inadequate mstructlon Any final regulation would be
constructed to encourage states to test as many students as possxble at grade level. -

ANTICIPATED REACTION

Advocates for students thh dlsabtlmes recogmze the problem of students tested
 inappropriately but believe, correctly, that states overidentify these students. The
‘advocates will want to ensure that only students with true cognitive disabilities are
-allowed to be considered proficient based on an alternate assessment. As part of this
proposal we will target resources to research and pllOt best practlces to help states and
~ schools accurately identify these students. States will react very favorably to this

' regulatlon )

, We belleve that 1t is unfair to assess students legltlmately taught ata dlfferent e J
instructional level and that the enforcement of the current regulation will cause severe
problems for states and schools striving to meet the high standards of the No Child Leﬁ .
“Behind Act. We recommend that the Department continue its work to refine the
regulation to ensure all students are held to high, but appropriate, standards.
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‘PreS|dent Bush Secretary Palge nghllght After- School Serwces Avallable

under No Child Left Behind Act
ARCHWED lMFDRMATllBM

' FOR RELEASE: ' ~ Contact: Dan Langan
September 8, 2003 = catei e ERNE : ' : - David Thomas
L - SR  (202) 401-1576

MORE RESOURCES
NASHVILLE Tenn -- Presndent Bush today visited Klrkpatrlck 5 ' :
Elementary School to highlight the progress of states and school - President's Remarks
"districts in implementing the "supplemental educational services" ’
provisions of the -No Child Left Behind Act uU.S. Secretary of Education Rod Paige ]omed the E
preS|dent at.today' s event ,

Supplemental educatlonal serwces are after- school tutoring and other educational enrlchment
, programs that children from low-income families can receive if they attend schools that are -
‘ . _ identified as needing lmprovement under the act.

"For too'long, education has operated like a monopoly, shuffllng students through the system The
~ needs of the system outweighed the needs of the children in it," Secretary Paige said. "Now, the :
focus is ‘on the child. Thanks to No Child ‘Left. Behind, dlsadvantaged students can-get extra help
when they need it, through extra services like tutoring, remedial education, extra classes, summer
school, after-school programs and other supplemental academic serVIces to help boost their -
" achievement." :

‘ President B‘ush signed the No Child Left Behind Act into law onJan. 8, 2002. The law requires.
states and school districts to implement strong accountability systems to ensure that every child-in
.Amerlca is rece|vrng a quallty education. '

-If a school is ldentlﬂed by its state for two or more years as not maklng the progress requwed to
ensure that every child is at grade level proficient in reading and math, the low-income students
attendlng the school must be offered the opportunity to. recelve "supplemental educational
seerces ' '

Some of the key elements of l:he supplemental educatlonal services of the law are:

o Parental Choice -- All students enrolled in an eligible school who are from low-income
- families must be given the opportunity to receive these services. The parents of those
"children,then select the services they believe are most appropriate for their child.

- e Focus on High Academic Achievement -- Any type of for-profit or nonprofit entity
.-  (including businesses, faith- and community-based organizations, schools and even
“.:dindividuals). can become a provider of supplemental educational services. But in order to

j
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P .become an approved provrder ina state an entlty must demonstrate to the state that it 8
a“provndes hlgh quality services and has a record of |mprovmg student achievement.

® ‘Accountablllty for Results -- Prov:ders must enter lnto contracts wrth Iocal school dlstr|cts '
- specifying a timetable for improving a chlld s academic achievement. States must W|thdraw

- approval from any provider that. falls over a two -year perlod to meet its goals for ralsmg

© achievement: . : o . ,

As of early September 2003 42 states and the District of Columbna have posted |IStS of o
supplemental service providers online. State lists include a total of 1 405 provnders a net increase
of 141 during the month of August alone. These providers include private companies (795), local
educatlon agenmes and publlc schools (401), coIIeges and umversntles (32) and’ others (36)

vTh'e' After,—School Program in Nashville ot

- Parents of eligible students in Nashville can select from 12 different.supplemental'Service,pro’vﬁiders
“during the 2003-04 school year. The school district offers parents numerous opportunities to learn.

- .about supplemental services and provider options through vendor fairs, parental notices; telephone:
ca!ls to: parents commumty bulletm board notices and other means. . .

Presi'de-nt Bush‘s‘r'emarks' from today's event.are available online todayvat Www.whitehouse‘-izrgov. R

For more lnformatlon about the supplemental services provisions of the No Chnld Left Behlnd Act,
.vr5|t www ed. qov/parents/academ|c/|nvolve/suppserwces/mdex html.

CHRHH
% Back to September 2003
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Results From Natlon s Report Card Show Improvement in Math

Narrowing of Achievement Gap L . . \ )

Results Represent a Turning of the Corner
ARCHIVED INFORMATION

~en Espafiol | | g BRI T I
' FOR RELEASE: = . B ' Contact: Elaine Quesinberry:

November 13, 2003 , / R AR (202) 401-1576

U.S. Secretary of Education Rod Paige participated today in the release of new data from the ‘

-National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) on the performance of the nation's fourth and -
eighth graders in mathematics and reading. Secretary Palge said that there is good news, and he IS :
encouraged by the results.
.'"These results show that the educatlon revolutlon ‘that No Child Left Behind promlsed has begun "

Palge said. "Every child can and will learn—and these .scores show that. We should be proud of our
nation's teachers who led their students to these hlgher levels-of achlevement They are the best in
the world .
" am particularly pleased to see that the achlevement gap is starting to close as Afrlcan American,
“Hispanic and low-income students account for some of the most S|gn|ﬁcant lmprovements " Palge

vadded

The NAEP, known as the "Nation's Report Card," is the only on-going, nationally representative
assessment of what American students know. and can do in various academic subject areas. This is
the first year that state results are provided for all 50 states and the District of Columbia.
Addltlonal lnformatnon about NAEP is available at http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard.

‘,Secretary Palge s prepared remarks follow
INTRODUCTION

1 apprec1ate the detalled anaIyS|s by Val PllSkO and Peggy Carr of the Natlonal Center for Educatlon
- Statistics in the department's Institute of Education Sciences: This is good news— positive’ news of =
|mprovement I'am extremely encouraged by these results

I thlnk our natlon s teachers, administrators and students have a lot to be proud of. These results
show that the educatlon revolutlon that No Child Left Behind promised has begun. ‘We are slowly
plcklng up steam and the reforms are startlng to work. Every child can Iearn and these scores
show that : - -
o These gams -arenot llmlted to our best students. Instead, we are seeing increases across nearly all.
subgroups And in math, the achievement gap separatmg African American or Hlspamc students -

| http://www.ed.gov/ptint/hews/pressreleases/2003/ 11/11132003.html =~ | 5/28/2008
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from thelr peers is cIearIy closmg This is an lmportant turnlng p0|nt in Amencan educatlonal
history. We have proof that all chlldren can andeed Iearn no matter the color of their skln or thenr
ethmc herltage S : : . C o
‘People are paymg attentlon to standards based anstruct|on and assessment Wh|le we st|ll have » ‘
some work to do we are defnnltely on the rught path S : '

Let me hlghllght a few of the ﬂndlngs Just covered and further d:scuss their S|gn|f|cance R
| -MATHEMATICS

,The first area to note is the stellar math results. Here we have very good news. Our future
economic growth requires a workforce with the skills necessary to thrive in a high-tech world.
Mathematics is the foundation of those skills. That's why I was so pleased to see math scores up.

. markedly. For both fourth and eighth graders, between 2000 and 2003, there is a significant

- improvement in average scores, and big Jumps in the percentage of students scorlng at or above

‘both the basic and proﬂuent levels. . .

vAgaln I want to pomt out that these gains extend across nearly aH subgroups Importantly, -African
American, Hispanic- ‘American, and low- mcome students account for some of the most 5|gn|ﬂcant
|mprovements :

As a result, in the most recent perlod the achlevement gap between Wh|te and Afrlcan Amencan
" students is closing for both fourth and e:ghth graders Hispanic fourth graders also are narrowing.
“ the achievement gap with their White peers. Although there is no significant change in the
“achievement gap at the eighth grade Ievel for Hlspanlc students improving scores for these
students remams a hlgh priority. : c

The fact that we are. reachlng our youngest Iearners wnth our reforms bodes weII for contlnued

: Jmprovement as these students advance through their formal schooling. Our challenge now is to

~ buildion these lmprovements Each and every child must have the opportunity to contrlbute to the
modern economy and compete effectwely W|th their peers around the world i

: READING

1

- Itis only one year since the’ Iast assessment in readlng So ‘we dldn t expect to see much change o
" this year. The good news in the 2003 report is that the gains recorded in the 2002 -NAEP results for-
fourth graders have held steady The 2003 scores‘continue to be well above 2000 and 1998 levels.

- Some of the most impressive gains were registered by African American and Hispanic fourth

- graders whose 2003 scores are also sngmﬁcantly above 2000 and 1998 levels.. St

, When Iookmg at the readmg scores over time, it is lmportant to note that tW|ce the number of -
Hispanic students— many of whom do not speak Engllsh as a first language—now take NAEP-
assessments:in comparison to a decade ago. Given this increase in the proportion of non- native

" English speaking students taking the test, the fact that the scores show any |mprovement isin .

- itself a positive sign. This is historically an underserved populatlon and now we know that the tools

we. have under No Child Left Behind can indeed make a dlfference

A principal fot:us of No Ch/'/d Left Behind is. improved reading skills I fuI|y‘ expect reading scoresto
“continue to increase once.our Reading First program has been fully implemented around the

| country ‘We must be V|g|lant We still have a Iong way to go. But we are on the rlght track.
: \

‘http://WwW.ed.gov/ptint/news/presSreleases/2003/1 1/11132003html . “5/2,8/2'008' ‘
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) ‘CONCLUSION

‘ ‘-Today, our chtldren are showmg strong progress in fundamental sktlls

o "These NAEP results represent a turnlng of the corner We can build on thlS success I am certam we et
Cowill have further gains in the coming years. I'am partlcularly p|eased to see that the achlevement
. ‘gapis. startlng to close— that is welcome news. But as long-as: ANY achnevement gap remalns we
e vshould all.be concerned: The President and I want to see the gap ellmmated And that’ is the focus
- of No Ch/ld Left Behind— ellmlnatmg the achlevement gap. We can see from: these NAEP results '
 thatit can slowly be done Kudos agaun to everyone the students and thelr teachers for these
‘ '{great marks S . . Ce ey IREER R

.' Top e

~_Close. -
"""" Wmdow
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- proficiently ona grade level assessment, which is estlmated to be between 0.5% and 1% of all ,
- students. L

COPY R ED

THE WHITE HOUSE

December 3, 2003 ' S

'MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

' 'FROM DAVID DUNN

THROUGH MARGARET SPELLINGS

SUBJ ECT ~Special Educatlon and Adequate Yearly Progress

, ’On Tuesday, December 9, the Department of Education will be issuing a final regulatlon that
- gives school districts flexibility in meeting the adequate yearly progress (AYP) requirements of
* the No Child Left Behind Act for special education students. This final regulation will ensure

that schools receive credit for progress in the achtevement of chlldren wnh the most sxgmﬂcant

E cogmtlve disabilities.

‘Background

‘The No- Chlld Left Behind Act requires all students to achleve at proficient levels by the year '

2014, and requires the states to disaggregate data and hold all students to the same standard,
including students with disabilities. However, the Act did not give consideration to the small . *
number of students with significant cognitive dlsabllmes who will not be able to perform

: At the same time, the Individuals with Dlsabllmes Educatlon Act.(IDEA) requ1res that all spec1al ;

education students be assessed using either a regular assessment, an assessment with .
accommodations, or an alternate assessment. Some states also use an out-of-level test, such as-

giving an eighth-grader a fifth-grade test, for special education students. This practice, while not

prohibited, is not seen as good practice by the Department of Education because it does not - -

| - promote access to the general, grade-level curriculum that most special education students .
should be recelvmg, and most states are moving away from using out-of- level assessments o _ i/

~ The Department of Education r.ecogmzes that a small percentage of students with severe

cognitive disabilities will not be able to perform on grade level and are more appropriately -

- assessed with an alternate assessment. In order to ensure that disabled students who take the

alternate assessment are included in the accountability system and the calculation of AYP the

| " Department of Education 1ssued a proposed regulatlon in March 2003.



_ Final Regulation

The final regulation will allow states and school districts to count as meeting AYP up to'1% (or '
about 10% of students with disabilities) of its students with significant cognitive disabilities who
score proficiently on an alternate assessment. Without this flexibility, those scores on the
alternate assessment would be counted against the school as “not proficient.” In order to ensure -
that this flexibility is used appropriately, states and school districts may count only up to 1% of
~ all students as * “proficient” under an alternate test. The final regulation does not dictate how
individual students must be assessed; that is left up to the parents.and teachers of each student,
consistent with IDEA. The regulation only prescribes the percent of scores that can be counted
as proficient based on alternate achievement standards. In order to ensure that students with -
disabilities are appropriately assessed, states must work with school districts to provide
information on the types of assessments available and train staff so that decisions on the special
education programs for disabled students support access to the most chatlengmg curriculum
possnble :

* For example if a school district has 1000 students, approxxmately 100 of those students would
be special education students according to national prevalence rates. Under No Child Left -
~ Behind, the school district has to report on the performance of the special education subgroup of -
100 students and whether they have made their AYP target. This regulation allows the school .
district to use the proficient scores on an alternate assessment from 1% of all students, or 10
students, in their calculation of AYP for that special education subgroup. If this regulauon were .
not in effect, the school district would receive a zero for any student that took the alternate
_assessment, even if that was appropriate for that particular student. Therefore, under this
regulation, the school district gets credit for those 10 students who score proﬁc1ent1y on the
‘alternate assessment when they calculate whether they have made AYP. It is the view of the
Department of Education that schools should be held accountable for the grade-level
performance of the other 90 special education students through either the regular assessment or
_the regular assessment with accommodations. ;

The regulatlon will also allow states and school districts to seek a figure hlgher than 1% if they

~_can demonstrate through a peer review process that they have a larger population of studems

with the most significant cognitive disabilities. States or school districts may have a larger -

" percentage of students with significant cognitive disabilities because of their prox1m1ty to special

facilities or hospltals or because of an exceptional special education program in their area. The
regulation will go into effect thirty days after publication in the £ ederal Regzster _

There. is one major change that was made in this ﬁna] regulation compared to proposed
regulation. The proposed regulation included a definition of students with significant cognitive

~ disabilities, which was effectively an 1Q of 55 or less. Most comments opposed this definition - -
~ because it is too restrictive and is based on the IQ test, which the Department of Education and

A Congress are moving away from in IDEA. The Department of Education concurs with these
comments, and has removed the definition so that states have the ﬂex1b111ty to define this
populatlon of students. :



For the purposes of this regulation, out of-level assessments must fall under the 1% cap along
- with alternate assessments. There are a small number of states that still use out-of-level
assessments for a percentage of students much larger than the 1% cap, which will make
compliance difficult for the current school year. It is estimated that approximately ten states
(including Texas) use alternate or out-of-level tests for a group larger than one percent of all
students. The Department of Education will work with these states and possibly enter into
- compliance agreements that will transition them down to the 1% cap over a number of years.

~ Anticipated Reaction

- As states and school districts have been implementing No Child Left Behind, school officials and
' the press have raised concerns that it is inherently unfair to hold schools accountable for the
achievement of certain special education students who cannot perform on grade level. This =
- regulation will alleviate some of their concerns, but there will be those in both the school and
- disability communities who do not think the regulation addresses the entire population of
disabled students. We will continue to monitor implementation to ensure that all students are
held to the hlghest standards appropnate to thelr dlsablhty '
)
Throughout the development of the final regulation, we have worked w1th mterested partles \
“including both the disability community and school groups. All have reacted favorably to the
~concept of the final regulation. In addition, we have consulted with the Hill; and they are '
' - supportive of this regulation and are awamng its publication so that they can assist in generating
.‘ ‘ " positive feedback in their communities.
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