
ACCOUNTABILITY TITLE

Arguably one of the nation's most important pieces of legislation, the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA)
ushered in a new era of federal.

Occasionally, schools resorted to practices that were unethical or illegal, including cheating. In some cases,
schools employed inappropriate practices to raise test scores, such as focusing instruction on the format or
general content of tests, rather than the concepts and skills the tests were expected to measure. This occurred,
he notes, because high-performing students tend to do well in any circumstances; raising the floor also raises
overall performance. Some teachers doubted whether the bonuses would in fact materialize, citing a
previously announced bonus plan that died aborning. Placing high-stakes accountability on students also poses
special problems. The practices have varied widely. Let's flood the country with well-educated and supported
principals, teachers, and counselors to the degree that we know successful schools need them. In doing so, the
law follows the lead of early reforming states, such as Kentucky and Mississippi, that designed mechanisms
explicitly for school and district accountability. Unfortunately, NCLB discredited the federal role in education,
and it's going to take upwards of five, maybe 10 years, to get the poison out of the air. These funds should be
invested in ways that do not result in unsustainable continuing commitments after the funding expires. The
combined fiscal effort per student or the aggregate expenditures of the LEA and the State for the provision of a
free public education by the LEA for the preceding fiscal year must not be less than 90 percent of such
amounts for the second preceding year. Item B-4 of the guidance provides an overview of this requirement in
both Schoolwide and Targeted Assistance school settings and also provides examples of how this requirement
can be met while meeting the requirements and objectives of the ARRA. By placing consequences on the
results, accountability was aimed at encouraging teachers and administrators to innovate and to design
effective curricular and instructional programs that will improve student performance. By determining which
schools are succeeding in their basic mission and which schools are failing, states could direct resources and
assistance to the schools and districts that need them the mostâ€”the ones in which performance measures
indicate problems. This spending stagnation set the trajectory of federal funding for education legislation.
Although the Title I statute calls for the use of multiple measures of student achievement, states and districts at
this point continue to use one test in designing accountability. In the earliest days, Title I provided general
support to schools with an emphasis on helping disadvantaged children. If an LEA does not plan to use the
funds for pre-award costs, the standard submission timeline can be used. For one thing, tests that are used to
make decisions about schools may be illsuited for decisions about individual students. The flexibility is
needed, especially if extra services are neededâ€”services that the state is not providing. The primary engine
driving this landmark legislation's efforts was its first section, known as "Title I. To that end, accountability
mechanisms focused on inputsâ€”the number of books in the library, the ratio of certified staff to stu- Page 92
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That is, teachers' own judgements about their ability to affect the learning of their students governs the
teachers' willingness to take responsibility for improving student learning and to change their practice to make
such improvements come about. Payment schedule: Twenty percent of the approved budget total will be paid
after the FS budget is approved. Presidents, Congress, and the public schools: The politics of education
reform. Believing that those closest to studentsâ€”schools and districtsâ€”knew best how to meet the needs of
their student populations, the governors agreed to the idea of relaxing rules and giving schools maximum
flexibility to design appropriate instructional programs. That is, teachers and administrators must hold
themselves accountable for the performance of themselves and their students. In the past, though, efforts to
raise stakes on tests have not always had the desired effect. It's a question we're still asking ourselves today.


