May 27, 2005

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

FEDS PASS BUCK TO STATES ON NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND

According to the “No Child Left Behind” Act that was signed into law by President Bush in January 2002, no state or school district can be forced to spend its money on expenses the federal government has not funded.   That sounds fair enough, but that is NOT what is happening.

Although Congress authorized adequate funds to implement the new law, the federal government has held back about $27 billion that should have gone to the states.   The law says one thing, but the federal government has responded to neither the demands of the law nor the will of Congress.   Instead, the federal government has passed the buck to the states.   It has told the states to implement stringent education standards of achievement and accountability, but has not provided adequate funding.   In plain words, No Child Left Behind is largely an unfunded mandate.

As Baltimore County school board President James R. Sasiadek stated, the No Child Left Behind Act is one of many demands on public schools that are not fully funded.   For years school districts have complained that the federal government does not give them adequate funds to comply with special education standards and demands.   Edward Kitiowski, a teacher at Loch Raven High School, is leading a letter writing campaign to demand revision of the No Child Left Behind law to allow for teacher input.  Mr. Kitiowski had predicted it would be only a matter of time before local governments decided they had been pushed too far.

Indeed, inadequate funding for No Child Left Behind has pushed the nation’s largest teachers union – the NEA – as well as school districts in Michigan, Vermont, Texas, Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, New Hampshire, Ohio, Pennsylvania and Utah to sue the federal government for not complying with the law.   Ironically, it is the No Child Left Behind law that protects school districts from being forced to spend money on federally imposed education standards that the federal government has not seen fit to fund.

The lawsuit embodies the demand for the federal government to put its money where its mouth is.   As I see it, that demand is reasonable and fair.

Sincerely,

Eric M. Bromwell

