
(703) 536-2310 

Fax (703) 536-3225 

 

Education TURNKEY Electronic Distribution, Inc. 
256 North Washington Street 

Falls Church, Virginia 22046-4549 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

O

:

TechMIS Subscribers 

 

FROM: Charles Blaschke 

 

SUBJECT: NCLB Implementation Status, Budget Alert, Special Report on Title II A, and 

State Updates 

 

 

The enclosed Special Report includes an analysis of the most recent set of guidance for 

implementing Title II A Teacher Quality, which generally provides good news for those using such 

funds to purchase technology and other products and related training services.  However, it reflects 

this Administration’s disdain for remediation and pullout programs; Title II A funds can not be used 

to hire teachers of “pullout” programs, implying a lower priority for supplemental materials vs. basal 

text.  The Washington Update includes several items which rely on recent surveys, including one 

conducted by the Center for Education Policy, a very influential, independent group which is 

conducting annual assessments of the implementation of No Child Left Behind.  The report 

recommends that USED enforcement be flexible rather than rigid, focusing on states’ intent to meet 

the goals of No Child Left Behind rather than technical compliance.  The update items include: 

 

 Highlights of the Center for Education Policy (CEP) report which urges USED to allow 

states to focus on failing schools in “greatest need,” which increasingly appears to be 

generally acceptable to key Presidential advisors such as Sandy Kress; 

 

 The results of a new survey conducted by the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities 

which identifies states that provide more funds (about $8 billion) to high-poverty districts 
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and identifies states’ poverty-related programs that are likely to be protected from major 

budget cuts; 

 

 Highlights of the CEP’s SEA survey which found that states are placing the lowest 

priority on Scientifically-Based Research (SBR) provisions and will likely have the 

greatest say-so in defining what SBR means in their state; 

 

 An update on FY 2003 appropriations which will likely include an increase in Title I 

funding directly (or indirectly through increased Title V block grant funding) and an 

increase in IDEA; 

 

 Findings from the CEP and recent Quality Counts (Education Week) surveys which 

suggest that, over the next year or two, much Title II A funds and transfers from other 

programs will be used to provide financial incentives to reduce the teacher “quality gap” 

between high- and low-poverty schools and to ensure that paraprofessionals are 

adequately trained to assist teachers in providing math and reading instruction; 

 

 The recently announced Bush National Reporting on Child Outcomes plan which would 

increase accountability in Head Start and other preK programs; it will likely increase the 

demand for products used to teach numeracy and literacy; 

 

 A new USED report/listing (available on its website) on estimated funds earmarked for 

supplemental services and transportation by state and LEA is very misleading and could 

create further confusion at the district level resulting in purchasing postponements.   

 

The information reported in State Profile Updates used as a source recent reports from the National 

Governor’s Association and Education Commission of the States verified in most cases through 

discussions with state technology and other state officials during the State Education Technology 

Directors Association’s Conference held in December.   

 


