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Talking Points

· Revenue shortfalls are dramatically and negatively impacting a school’s ability to succeed in raising achievement levels for all students - Congress appropriated just over $12.7B which represents only 60% of the promised funding level.  If adequate resources are not budgeted and appropriated annually by the Congress and in turn distributed to states and districts, especially those facing sanctions, sanctions and AYP grading should be held in abeyance.  
· Special Education:  NCLB places an arbitrary cap of 1% on the number of students considered proficient through alternate assessments; States and districts must be given the flexibility to determine the appropriate assessments that are developed to adequately measure the progress for students with disabilities; Congress should address the continued education of certain students to Age 26 with a provision to exempt from the 4- or 5-year cohort rate
· Highly Qualified Teachers:  NCLB goes too far in limiting a teacher’s ability to teach in more than one discipline.  States must be given the flexibility, along with adequate guidance and promising practice information, to create alternative pathways for teachers to demonstrate their subject area competency.
· Adequate Yearly Progress:  Accountability relating to student achievement must be measured according to growth over time.  NCLB should develop a way to distinguish between schools that miss one or two benchmarks as compared to schools that miss multiple targets.  NCLB should only require sanctions of schools missing numerous subgroup benchmarks with primary focus on achievement over time.  
· Sub-group or “n” size:   NCLB should include data regarding the performance of subgroups but allow for a multi-year averaging for purposes of AYP calculation.  School districts making steady progress toward meeting benchmarks should be considered to be meeting AYP.   Individual and subgroup progress should be part of the determination of student achievement and school success, but US DoE must treat states more uniformly in their acceptance of “n” sizes.
· Full Academic Year:   We recommend that MDE / SBE consider two previous “membership counts” for students being tested in the Spring MEAP test window (Fall and Spring of current year – representing a full year of instruction less a month or two) and three previous “membership counts” for students being tested in the Fall MEAP test window (Fall current, Spring prior year and Fall prior year – representing a full year of instruction plus one month).
· Sanctions:   NCLB does not consider research when making an assumption that school choice will provide a pathway to higher student achievement.  We recommend that the sequence of sanctions options be revised.  The first sanction for a school or district “in need of improvement” should be to provide such intervention strategies as supplemental services, before- or after-school programs or summer school; followed by corrective action, planning for restructuring, and implementing restructuring.
· Reconsider the cohort calculation and number of years:   Alternative schools,   serving at-risk students are doomed - failing to make AYP because many of their students, by policy, have been out of school for a minimum of one semester and many have missed decidedly more of their traditional academic preparation.  The current policy will cause some schools to ‘force students out’ rather than face sanctions.  Time is a critical variable and we have to agree that all children can achieve at high levels but it will take differing amounts of instructional time.  Several states have been given this flexibility to assign a 5-year graduation rate (or longer for certain populations); again US DoE has to provide a more consistent standard for all states.
· Supportive Program Funding:  

· Provide funding to expand early education, before- and after-school programs, summer school options, and strengthen family support and involvement in birth to age five including universal access to a comprehensive system of early childhood education and care.  School districts cannot meet the challenge of NCLB without these additional supports for children and families.

· Those who will fail the most rapidly are schools characterized as poor and diverse.  Congress should provide additional funding and support for these schools and students to help them succeed rather than sanctioning them for failing to meet unrealistic performance standards.

· Accountability requirements and benchmarks must be supported by research-based, realistic measurements.  Without changes, soon nearly all schools will be “judged” as failures and we believe this is a great wrong to a public education system that has helped to make this country the global power it is today.

