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NATIONAL NEWS
Governors Talk Funding, Federal Role in Education
Education Week
By: Sean Cavanagh
February 25, 2012
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/state_edwatch/2012/02/governor_talk_funding_federal_role_in_education.html

The nation's governors are meeting in Washington this weekend as the economic picture in their states gradually improves—and
as the federal government continues to play an active and evolving role in shaping education policy, whether state officials like it
or not.

Many state leaders attending the winter meeting of the National Governors Association said they were encouraged by the
increased flow of revenues they're seeing, which is almost certain to benefit schools.

States are crawling out of the "abyss" of the recent recession, said Delaware Gov. Jack Markell, a Democrat.

Not so long ago, "things were absolutely in free fall," Markell said during a press conference that opened the event, being held
Feb. 24-27 in the nation's capital. Now, he said, "I don't think anybody's feeling great, but I think we're feeling better."

The data support Markell's optimism. State revenues have risen for seven straight quarters. And overall state general fund
spending is expected to rise by about 3 percent for fiscal 2012—a sharp turnaround from the dark days of the downturn, fiscal
2009 and fiscal 2010, when that spending fell by 3.8 percent and 5.7 percent, by one estimate.

States received significant help during the bleakest stretch of the recession and post-recession period from Congress and the
Obama administration, which poured billions of dollars into emergency aid to save school jobs and into grants through the
stimulus program. States and schools received another cash infusion later through the federal Education Jobs Fund.

Much of that money has already been spent. But the federal influence has also been evident in many states that approved
changes in teacher evaluation, charter school policy, data use and other areas as they competed for money through the
stimulus-funded Race to the Top competition.

The administration has also encouraged states to participate in the Common Core State Standards Initiative, providing financial
support for common tests and making adoption of college- and career-ready standards a condition of receiving waivers from the
No Child Left Behind Act. Eleven states have received waivers so far, and many more have said they will apply for them.

Some state officials and other observers have said the conditions the administration has attached to states' receipt of waivers



are heavy-handed. Others, like South Carolina Republican Gov. Nikki Haley and some lawmakers in that state, have raised
objections to the common core, saying it could weaken schools' say over curriculum.

"While I understand and agree with looking outside South Carolina for ideas to improve educational outcomes," Haley wrote in a
letter to a state legislator this month, "I firmly believe that our government and our people should retain as much local control
over programs as possible."

At this weekend's event, governors offered a range of opinions on the administration's influence over state school policy.

Gov. Dave Heineman, a Nebraska Republican who chairs NGA, acknowledged that the emergency aid has proved valuable, but
cautioned against Washington policymakers attempting to promote a single agenda across diverse states.

"It's a limited role," Heineman said of federal involvement. "We appreciate the funding, but [there should be] as few strings
attached as possible."

Markell rejected the notion that the common-core standards had emanated from Washington, noting that it grew out of state-
level work directed by the NGA and the Council of Chief State School Officers.

Delaware and other states are participating in the common core even though they know it will result in students and schools
being judged by new, tougher benchmarks. "Our view was, a day of honesty was in order," Markell said. "We knew there would
be a lot of pushback."

Connecticut Gov. Dannel Malloy, a Democrat who is pushing an aggressive agenda to change teaching standards and other
policies in his state, scoffed at the idea that the common core amounted to federal overreach.

"They say that about everything," he said of Republican critics of the federal role in education. "Really, give me a break. If I was
the governor of some of those states, I wouldn't want to have my kids compared on a test to other states."

Iowa Gov. Terry Branstad, a Republican, said he did not see evidence of federal overreach in the Obama administration's
education policies.

"We had that with No Child Left Behind, frankly," said Branstad, of the law created under the presidential administration of
George W. Bush. He said he hopes to have Iowa apply for a waiver from provisions of the law, though he wants the state
legislature to take action on several education bills first.

Branstad also said Iowa, which long resisted state academic standards, would benefit from the common core, which his state
has adopted, as well as from other education policies he is backing this year.

"We were once best in America," Branstad said of Iowa's schools. "Now we're middle of the pack. We've been complacent too
long. ... We think too many states have gone ahead of us because they've put in place significant reforms and improvements,
while Iowa has stagnated."

Indiana Gov. Mitch Daniels, a Republican whose state last year approved far-reaching policy changes to expand private-school
vouchers and charters and change teacher evaluation, said the Obama administration's imprint on state education policy was
political, not financial.

"The money and the carrots and so forth have probably helped," Daniels said, "but if that went away tomorrow, and some of it
will probably have to because the nation's broke, they still would have made a great contribution, by simply telling the truth,
about failing schools, the inadequacy of teacher preparation."

Having a Democratic administration promote charter schools and tie teacher evaluation to student performance, he said, "helped
make a broader set of reforms respectable among a wider group of people."
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Odd Pairings on Teacher Evaluation in ESEA Fight
Education Week
By: Alyson Klein
February 27, 2012
http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2012/02/29/22esea.h31.html?
tkn=MTLFQkufIBMuPQMUCwv8OzZELs11Azcg4kuw&cmp=clp-edweek
The always contentious subject of teacher evaluation is creating some unusual divisions on Capitol Hill, as members of
Congress debate approaches for the long-delayed renewal of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.
Two proposals for renewing the law—a measure that passed the Senate education committee last fall and a pair of House bills
slated for committee consideration in the coming weeks—represent dueling visions of the federal role in shaping teacher
evaluation, an issue that continues to roil state legislatures as well.
The House bill, introduced by U.S. Rep. John Kline, R-Minn., the chairman of the House Education and the Workforce
Committee, would require districts to devise new teacher-evaluation systems, mirroring the Obama administration's priorities.
But similar language was stripped out of the Senate's bipartisan ESEA bill, at the behest of some Republicans, giving them



common cause with teachers' unions, which aren't traditionally GOP allies.
The split is evidence of Republican soul-searching when it comes to the right role for the federal government in K-12 education
as policymakers grapple with how to update the No Child Left Behind Act, the current version of the ESEA.
"There is a tension within the Republican Party between pushing for education reform and focusing on limited government," said
Michael J. Petrilli, a vice president of the Thomas B. Fordham Institute, a think tank in Washington, and a formal federal
education official under President George W. Bush.
"Teacher evaluation is a perfect example of this tension," he said. "All Republicans would like to see states create rigorous
teacher-evaluation systems, but there's disagreement on whether the federal government should ask them to."

Different Tacks
The House measure would require districts to craft evaluation systems that rely in part on student achievement. That means
Rep. Kline has found some rare common ground with the Obama administration, which has required states to create evaluation
systems based on student performance in exchange for flexibility on the "highly qualified teacher" provision of the No Child Left
Behind law. Under that rule, teachers must have a bachelor's degree, be certified, and demonstrate that they know the subjects
they teach.
But in the Senate, some Republicans, including Sens. Michael B. Enzi of Wyoming and Lamar Alexander of Tennessee, mirror
the position taken by the National Education Association.
The two lawmakers, both members of the Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions Committee, refused to get on board with the
committee's ESEA reauthorization proposal until its chairman, Sen. Tom Harkin, D-Iowa, agreed to jettison language requiring
all districts to adopt new teacher-evaluation systems that take student outcomes into account.
Instead, the legislation would require districts to craft teacher-evaluation systems of the type favored by the Obama
administration only if they wanted a piece of the federal Teacher Incentive Fund, which provides competitive grants for creating
pay-for-performance systems. The highly qualified teacher provision would remain, although GOP lawmakers have said they
would seek to strip it out later in the process.
The administration has expressed serious dissatisfaction with the Senate legislation, largely because it does not mandate
teacher evaluation following the administration's principles.

Personal Appeal
In a speech Feb. 9 unveiling his legislation at the American Enterprise Institute, Rep. Kline said he didn't see the House
language as a major federal intrusion, since states and districts would be able to put their own twist on the evaluation systems.
"We've just taken a different approach," he said. "We don't want to prescribe what [evaluation] looks like." Still, Rep. Kline said
there might be "room for discussion" with Senate GOP lawmakers as the reauthorization process moved forward.
Sen. Alexander has said that while he is a strong supporter of using student test scores to inform teacher evaluations—he calls
it "the holy grail" of education redesign—he sees the policy as still in the "Model T phase" and said it needs to be refined by
states and districts.
At his behest, the Senate bill "does not include an order from Washington that all 15,000 school districts have a teacher- and
principal-evaluation system," Mr. Alexander, a former U.S. secretary of education under President George H.W. Bush, said in a
speech on the floor of the Senate last fall.
"It does not include a definition of what it should be," he said, "and it doesn't include the opportunity for the education secretary,
whoever it may be, to then issue a number of regulations defining what a teacher- and principal-evaluation system would be in
Denver or ... in Nashville."
The NEA is hoping to sell Rep. Kline on that line of thinking.
Requiring districts to adopt teacher-evaluation systems "seemingly goes against the overall core philosophy in the House bill,"
said Mary Kusler, the director of government relations for the union. "Everywhere else in the bill, we see more flexibility [for
states and districts]."
With the evaluation provision, however, "we have, for the first time, the federal government intervening in teacher-personnel
evaluations," she said.
Still, even if the evaluation language is stripped from the House bill, the NEA won't be likely to support it, Ms. Kusler said.
Among other issues, the union is concerned about the bill's elimination of the federal role in turning around low-performing
schools, she said.
Though House lawmakers are working toward an ESEA reauthorization, few advocates expect the legislation to become final
this year. But the divide on the federal role in teacher evaluation could have implications for other programs, such as the School
Improvement Grant program, which aims to help turn around the nation's lowest-performing schools, and the Race to the Top
competition. Both of those programs currently have a teacher-evaluation component.
Teacher evaluation is also a key part of the Obama administration's proposed $5 billion program to encourage states to improve
the teaching profession. The program also calls for a new focus on teacher preparation, and collaboration between unions and
policymakers.
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STATE NEWS
New York City: After Release of Ratings, a Focus on ‘Top’ Teachers
New York Times
By: Winnie Hu and Robert Gebeloff
February 26, 2012
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/02/27/education/after-release-of-ratings-a-focus-on-top-teachers.html?_r=2&ref=education



One was a scion of the family behind the celebrated Italian bakery, Arthur Avenue Bread, and has since been promoted to
assistant principal.

Another, a San Francisco transplant, was in her first job at the front of a classroom and insisted that her special-education
students at Public School 49 in the Bronx be held to the highest standards.

A third said she benefited from the small class sizes at the tiny Special Music School on the Upper West Side of Manhattan:
never more than 17 fifth graders, so she could group them by skill level in English and math and work closely with each student.

In the days leading up to the release on Friday of the city’s Teacher Data Reports, which are an effort to assess how much
individuals added to the progress of students in their charge, many critics worried about the shame and humiliation low-scoring
teachers would be subjected to, especially given the ratings’ wide margins of error. But the ratings also shined a spotlight on the
educators who, at least by this measure, were best able to help their students post gains on the state’s standardized tests.

The rankings were based on a complex formula that took into account demographics and past test results to predict student
performance, then credited or blamed teachers for the difference between the projections and the actual performance.

The most recent set of data included 17,800 reports for the 2009-10 school year, covering about 12,000 teachers. The specific
rankings were not definitive, but in general, the teachers at the top of the list — the three mentioned above were among the
highest ranked — would be near the top even if the error margin had been considered.

Of the top 25 teachers with at least three years’ experience, 12 taught in Queens and seven in Brooklyn. Many of the top few
hundred were female, young and toiling in the city’s neighborhood schools. Some worked in programs for the gifted and talented,
others with special-needs students.

Though many were unknown, until now, outside their school hallways, Malvola Lewis had been praised in 2010 by Joel I. Klein,
then the schools chancellor, after returning to her old neighborhood of Bedford-Stuyvesant, Brooklyn, and what Mr. Klein called
“a hard-to-staff school,” P.S. 40.

Another top-rated teacher, Rebecca Victoros, was credited for working with her students at P.S. 122 in Astoria, Queens, to help
pass a 2009 city law to reduce bus engine idling in front of schools.

And then there was Linda Lerner, who not only excelled in the data-based rating system but also inspired a charming tribute in
the school newspaper at P.S. 270 in Clinton Hill, Brooklyn: “I held out my one dollar bill,” wrote one of her students, “and told
Ms. Lerner she was worth one million dollars and that I would pay her the other $999,999.00 later.”

The teacher who received the highest rating in any single year was Walter Galiano Jr., the son and grandson of the famous
Bronx bakers. He taught for nearly a decade at P.S. 205, near the Bronx Zoo, and was promoted in 2010 to assistant principal
of P.S. 69 in the Bronx’s Soundview neighborhood after training with the New York City Leadership Academy, a nonprofit
organization that grooms school leaders.

Mr. Galiano was traveling in Italy this weekend, but his older brother, Jerry, said, “For him, it’s a validation of all the hard work
that he’s done.”

Natalie Guandique, 27, the special-education teacher in the Bronx, has also left the classroom and is now finishing a master’s
program at Teachers College at Columbia University. She attributed much of her success to having high expectations for her
special-education students at P.S. 49.

“I came in and said, ‘They will learn this,’ ” Ms. Guandique said. “It may take us a longer time and we may have to take a
different path, but they will learn what the other students are learning.”

So when the school’s other fifth-grade classes were learning to craft five-paragraph essays, so were Ms. Guandique’s students,
though they had to start with a single paragraph. She said she spent hours planning her lessons, often coming up with a half-
dozen ways to explain a concept — say, reducing fractions — to reach students with learning disabilities and other challenges.
Some days, she had to devote an entire morning to one concept.

Her students made so much progress on state exams that the principal of P.S. 49 held them up as a model. But Ms.
Guandique said test scores meant only so much.

“A test is one glimpse into the skills they’ve acquired,” she said. “If they do poorly, it doesn’t mean they don’t know.”

At P.S. 859, the Special Music School, Alison Epstein, 44, said she focused on the individual skills and needs of each student.
“It’s definitely a benefit to have a smaller classroom, because you can differentiate so much easier,” she said.

Ms. Epstein said that instead of teaching to the test, she looked for ways to impart skills in a fun, hands-on manner. For
example, to practice comparing and contrasting, she had students read an article about a Pakistani girl’s daily routine, then
write essays comparing their lives with hers.



But Ms. Epstein, who now teaches a second-grade gifted and talented class at P.S. 33 in the Chelsea neighborhood of
Manhattan, is not a big fan of the ratings system in which she excelled. She cautioned against penalizing teachers whose
students did poorly on state exams, saying there were too many variables, from having supportive parents at home to being able
to focus and read instructions carefully on test day.

“Unfortunately, the schools have become incredibly data-driven, which at times detracts from the overall curriculum,” Ms. Epstein
said. “The pressure for teachers and children to perform for tests that do not really show how intelligent a student is, or how
amazing a teacher might be, is substantial.”

Alain Delaquérière contributed research.
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New Mexico: Death in the Roundhouse
Albuquerque Journal
By: James Monteleone
 February 26, 2012
http://www.abqjournal.com/main/2012/02/26/news/death-in-the-roundhouse.html

SANTA FE — Voters sometimes ask how and why high-profile legislation that seems to have public support and political
momentum can die stranded in a legislative committee or on the House or Senate floor without a vote.

The demise of two major education bills and a proposal to stop issuing driver’s licences to illegal immigrants in the recently
concluded legislative session are good examples.

Many observers thought a bill that would have allowed public schools to retain third-graders who can’t read at grade level,
despite intense intervention, had enough votes to pass the House before it was called for debate with just 12 minutes left in
Legislature’s 30-day session.

A similar version passed the House one day earlier on a vote of 47-23. The Senate had earlier passed the version pending in the
House on a vote of 24-15.

But a small group of Democrats in the House opposed to Senate Bill 96 used the waning legislative clock and prevented final
action on the measure sponsored by influential Senate Finance Committee Chairman John Arthur Smith, D-Deming.

Rep. Mimi Stewart, D-Albuquerque, a retired educator, took the floor and dissected the bill for the final 11 minutes of the
session, leaving it dead when lawmakers adjourned.

“It happens all the time. There’s always a minority opposition that can stop things,” Stewart said. “The Republicans have done
that for years. It’s a battle up there.”

But Stewart also raised questions about handling of the so-called “social promotion” bill. “And frankly, why did that bill take so
long to get to the floor?” she asked. “Why are we doing things at the last minute?”

That bill to end social promotion in New Mexico schools was one of three major proposals backed by Republican Gov. Susana
Martinez — and supported by some Democrats — that never made it to final votes and died when the Legislature adjourned at
noon Feb. 16.

Two other prominent, governor-backed proposals that met the same fate would have repealed New Mexico’s 2003 law allowing
illegal immigrants to obtain driver’s licences and tied public school teacher performance evaluations to student test scores.
Opposition alternatives to those measures also died when New Mexico’s 112 part-time lawmakers went home.

Finger-pointing

Many lawmakers point to the challenge of navigating bills through several committees and both the House and Senate floors in a
30-day session, in which adopting a state budget is the only constitutionally required task.

Some Democratic leaders, however, say the inaction this year stems from a lack of interest in the Governor’s Office to
compromise with the Legislature’s Democratic majorities.

“You’ve got to go in there and everybody has to give a little bit and you come up with something,” said Democratic Senate
President Pro Tem Tim Jennings of Roswell. “When one side doesn’t give, you don’t end up with solutions to the problem. That’s
just what happened — that’s the way I see it.”

Meanwhile, the Governor’s Office blamed politics as usual by leaders of the Democratic-controlled House and Senate, who can
create hurdles for bills they oppose by scheduling and by manipulating committee assignments.

“Democratic leaders who are out of step with members of their own party … did everything in their power to use process and
procedure to kill bills that had achieved broad, bipartisan support within the Legislature itself and with the public,” Martinez



spokesman Scott Darnell said in an e-mail.

“These issues have been debated, studied, and scrutinized; the people expect their elected leaders in Santa Fe to act in good
faith and cast a vote.”

Social promotion

The fate of the social promotion legislation was still up in the air as lawmakers in the House and Senate took the floor on the
final day.

Party lines didn’t always define the political divisions, with Democrats sponsoring both the House and Senate versions that
passed each chamber. Most opponents were lawmakers with connections to the state’s school system, including members
backed by educator unions, who argued the state’s established education system is not broken.

One day before the session ended, the bill passed out of the House Judiciary Committee on a party-line 8-7 vote with four new
amendments.

The amendments would have required the Senate to take a second vote bill to concur with the House changes, unless the
amendments could be removed on the House floor.

House Speaker Ben Lujan, D-Nambé, seeded the bill in the eighth slot on the day’s House calendar amid other pressing issues,
including a $140 million capital projects recommendation for colleges and universities around the state.

In the end, the social promotion issue came down to a battle of filibusters.

Republicans jockeyed to have it moved up on the calendar. They were blocked by Lujan, who later said there was no effort to
delay consideration of the proposal, which he voted for when the House version passed the chamber on Feb. 15.

“I would have preferred an up or down vote, but that did not happen,” the longtime Democratic speaker said.

Lujan said House rules mandate that bills be debated in the order they are reported out of committee and the eighth slot was not
a position he arranged.

“I don’t think there were any delay tactics — that’s not an accurate fact,” Lujan said.

Despite Republican objections, the House proceeded with the calendar order and began debating its general obligation bond
plan for higher education capital outlay projects.

Rep. Dennis Roch, R-Texico, used the noncontroversial construction projects debate to protest Lujan’s ruling. In what everyone
saw as a filibuster, Roch debated details of the capital outlay bill until less than 20 minutes remained in the session.

Stacking up and still awaiting attention on the House calendar were key bills addressing the Public Regulation Commission and
a plan to reduce unemployment insurance taxes paid by businesses.

Meanwhile, a House version of the social promotion bill that had passed that chamber one day earlier was stuck in the Senate
Judiciary Committee — a committee that hadn’t reviewed the issue when the Senate bill had moved through the Senate.
Sending the House bill to the committee in the session’s eleventh hour was seen as a death sentence.

Back in the House, Minority Leader Tom Taylor, R-Farmington, said his troops knew “the other side was going to debate that bill
(the Senate version) until noon.”

“We attempted to block that, obviously, with the general obligation bonds (filibuster) to see if maybe we’d get some movement in
the Senate during that time. Obviously, that wasn’t working for us. There were some other important issues we thought we had
to get moved that transcend the (social promotion) political issue there for a little while, and there was a time we had to do some
work down there.”

With adjournment nearing, several other measures received quick votes of approval on the House floor, and action reached No. 8
on the calendar — the social promotion bill — with 12 minutes left.

Roch made an attempt to remove the committee amendments that would have required it to return to the Senate for concurrence
and called for a quick vote, but Stewart and other opponents lined up to debate the bill until the House clock struck noon.

“There are 10 minutes left on the floor, and he wants to strip the amendment off without discussion and pass the bill off without
discussion. I don’t think that’s fair. This is one of those issues where there’s no compromise on the part of those presenting the
bill,” said Stewart, who described herself as “outraged” over the attempt to push the bill through in the final minutes.

“If they had not done their stupid filibuster on the GO (general obligation) bond bill … if they had not done that, it may well have
come to a vote,” Stewart said.

Roch said the bond filibuster was an attempt to respond to “political games” played by opponents of the social promotion bill.



Ultimately, Democratic opponents “thwarted the will of the majority of the House,” Roch said.

Smith, the Senate bill’s sponsor, said the bill’s failure in the House was simply a matter of timing, and he understood it needed
to be “shoveled” out of the way in the final minutes of the session to ensure other, more pressing issues could pass.

Teacher evaluations

Another prominent issue that fell short was an effort to create an evaluation system for public school teachers.

A governor-backed plan would have graded teachers based partly on their students’ performance on standardized testing.
Opponents offered an alternative proposal to establish other “learning objectives.”

Lawmakers on both sides of the teacher evaluations issue managed to find a compromise, but time ran out before it received
thorough consideration.

Opposing bills introduced in the House by Roch and Rep. Rick Miera, D-Albuquerque, were combined and discussed in
committee two days before the session ended. The next day, Feb. 15, the full House passed the merged legislation 57-9.

Stewart, who supported the compromise teacher evaluation plan, said time ran out because of the weeks of effort it took to
strike a balance.

“I think what they came up with wasn’t bad,” she said.

The bill, however, did not make it to the agenda in the Senate Judiciary Committee. Committee Chairman Richard Martinez, D-
Española, said there wasn’t time to consider all the bills that arrived in his committee in the final days.

“When it’s five days short of the end of the session, everybody wants their bills heard. A big majority of them end up in Judiciary
(Committee). Everybody’s trying to get their bills out, and I’m trying to accommodate everybody. … There were a lot of other bills
that got there sooner that probably needed just as much attention,” said Sen. Martinez, who noted that “dozens” of bills died in
his committee because there wasn’t time to hear them all.

The Governor’s Office, however, charged the teacher evaluation compromise was deliberately “bottled up” by Senate Democrats.

The legislation “was the product of an extensive teacher evaluation task force and weeks of negotiations with Democratic and
Republican lawmakers, teachers’ unions, administrators, and others,” Darnell said in an email.

“Sadly, Senate Democrats bottled it up in committee and proved that, once again, they’re willing to run further to the left of
President Obama to defend a status quo education system that is failing our kids,” Darnell said.

Committee Chairman Martinez said the governor’s staff made no effort to request a speedy hearing on the compromise teacher
evaluation bill.

“They (the Governor’s Office) didn’t approach me in any form or manner,” he said. “She didn’t call me up.”

Driver’s licenses

A Journal Poll in 2010 found that 72 percent of registered New Mexico voters opposed issuance of driver’s licenses to illegal
immigrants, and Gov. Martinez has noted that percentage in continuing to push for a repeal.

A repeal passed the House last year and that scenario played out again in 2012.

Legislation supported by the governor and introduced by Rep. Andy Nuñez, a Hatch independent, was heard in the House
Judiciary Committee on Feb. 1, about halfway through this year’s session.

Several lawmakers on the committee insisted on taking extra time to find a new compromise, and some hinted they had struck
a balance before the governor said she was unwilling to consider any deal that allows new licenses to be issued. She said she
compromised in not seeking to revoke licenses already issued.

The governor said lawmakers who disagreed with her stance could face voters in November, when all of the Legislature’s 112
seats are up for election.

House Judiciary Chairman Al Park, D-Albuquerque, who said he would support a repeal if it came to that, also said the
governor’s unwillingness to consider anything different killed this year’s effort to fix a broken state law.

“The governor was entrenched, but so were a lot of other people. There’s a lot of room for blame on the driver’s licenses. There
just is,” Park said.

The Nuñez bill moved on to pass the House 45-25 on Feb. 8, only to be referred to Senate Judiciary Committee, where it died
without a hearing.

Sen. Martinez said the lack of a hearing on the repeal bill had nothing to do with the Judiciary Committee’s strong Democratic



majority.

But the governor’s spokesman said, “Unfortunately, Democrats in the Senate ignored their constituents in order to continue
giving driver’s licenses to illegal immigrants.”

Political questions

Many lawmakers interviewed by the Journal said this year’s elections for all seats in the House and Senate did not influence
their decisions on the key issues, including the driver’s license debate.

Park, however, said the election year is not something that can be ignored by many legislators.

“I like to think those issues were not part of the calculation, but I’m sure they were,” said Park, who is running for a seat on the
Public Regulation Commission instead of seeking re-election to the Legislature.

While the House-backed driver’s license repeal withered in a Senate committee, Democratic senators were attempting to push
an alternative that still would have issued licenses to illegal immigrants but increased requirements.

Jennings said he was close to reaching a compromise with Nuñez, but the governor’s refusal to consider anything other than
repeal eliminated any remaining inertia to push the Senate version through the House.

Legislative Republicans, however, believe they had the votes if they only could get it to a final floor vote.

Taylor suggested such a vote has been blocked through Democratic control of committees — whose members are appointed by
Democratic leaders.

“That’s one that a majority of the members support if we can just manage to get it to a vote,” Taylor said. “That’s the tough part,
(because of) committee structures.”

Journal Capitol Bureau reporters Dan Boyd and Deborah Baker contributed to this report.
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New Mexico Governor, Backers Sold Out Parents With Education
Proposals
Albuquerque New Mexico
By: Michael Corwin
February 27, 2012
http://www.abqjournal.com/main/2012/02/27/opinion/governor-backers-sold-out-parents-with-education-proposals.html

The Albuquerque Journal, in its Feb. 12 editorial “2012 Legislature Failed on School Reform,” missed the obvious. The Journal
blamed the Legislature for failing to pass a remediation bill when clearly the fault belonged to Gov. Susana Martinez, who
refused to compromise (so she could) score political points.

Martinez demanded the end to parental involvement in critical education decisions. She was joined in her effort by legislators
Mary Helen Garcia, John Arthur Smith, Cynthia Nava, Dennis Roch, David Doyle and others. Apparently they believe that
parents don’t know any better and that the state should make these decisions for them.

“It’s a sad day when one small amendment on this bill would have brought unanimous approval.” – Rep. Mimi Stewart

That sad day happened compliments of Martinez, who chose to advance her national political career over a crucial compromise
on remediation. The sticking point was parents’ rights to make critical decisions about their children’s education.

Legislators Stewart, Linda Lopez, Rick Miera, Sheryl Williams Stapleton and others fought to protect those rights, rights that are
also protected under New Mexico law.

After it became clear that they were breaking the law, Martinez and company made a half-hearted and unrealistic effort to
include parental involvement in their reform bill. The sole purpose of which was to deceive the public by smoke screen that they
still intended to terminate parental rights.

But they set the ridiculously high hurdle of requiring a 95 percent attendance rate for 8-year-olds. A child with chicken pox, a
family emergency, or any number of valid reasons for not attending school would practically ensure that the vast majority of
parents would lose their right to make critical education decisions.

It is the height of hypocrisy that Garcia, Doyle and others who support Martinez’s punitive education reforms do not meet a 95
percent attendance record themselves. These legislators will be held accountable for trying to eliminate a parent’s rights to
make key decisions about his or her own child’s future.

Michael Corwin operates Corwin Research & Investigations, which since 2002 has provided investigative services in more than



150 political races on behalf of Democratic candidates running in local, statewide, congressional and presidential races. His
political action committee last year received a $100,000 donation from the Communications Workers of America union.
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South Carolina Governor Nikki Haley Backs Bill to Block Common Core
Standards
Education News
By: Staff
February 25, 2012
http://www.educationnews.org/education-policy-and-politics/sc-gov-nikki-haley-backs-bill-to-block-common-core-standards/

South Carolina Governor Nikki Haley has supported a senate bill that would block the implementation of Common Core state
standards.

South Carolina Governor Nikki Haley has written a public letter to Senator Mike Fair, backing his proposal to block the Common
Core, which South Carolina’s education board adopted in July 2010 following approval by the Education Oversight Committee.

While full implementation is set for 2014, some educators argued against putting the brakes on already-approved standards.
Critics of the standards have asked senators to block the implementation of the math and reading curriculum in South Carolina,
writes the Associated Press.

The Common Core initiative, which was led by governors and superintendents through the National Governors Association and
the Council of Chief State School Officers, outlines the skills it has deemed necessary for students in kindergarten through 12th
grade nationwide to learn to be ready for college and careers.

While forty-five states have already adopted the curriculum, Fair believes that the state of South Carolina should retain its own
standards. But educators in the state believe Common Core would give a true measure of how South Carolina students perform
compared to other states.

And Gov. Haley, who is openly critical about the national standards and the federal role in local education, has released letter to
express her support for the block:

Dear Senator Fair

South Carolina’s educational system has at times faced challenges of equity, quality and leadership – challenges that cannot be
solved by increasing our dependence on federal dollars and the mandates that come with them. Just as we should not relinquish
control of education to the Federal government, neither should we cede it to the consensus of other states. Confirming my
commitment to finding South Carolina solutions to South Carolina challenges, I am pleased to support your efforts to reverse the
2010 decision to adopt common core standards.

While I understand and agree with looking outside South Carolina for ideas to improve educational outcomes, I firmly believe that
our government and our people should retain as much local control over programs as possible. The solution to many of South
Carolina’s educational challenges will be found by sending more of our limited resources to the classroom and offering
educational choices to meet the needs of South Carolina’s students. Our children deserve swift action and the passage of a
clean resolution that will allow our State to reclaim control of and responsibility for educating South Carolinians.

Thank you for the important work you have done on this issue; please let me know if I may be of further assistance.
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Rhode Island: Commissioner Gist Says Teacher Layoff Notices Are 'A
Ridiculous Exercise'
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This statement was written by Deborah A. Gist, commissioner of Elementary and Secondary Education.

This statement written by Commissioner Deborah A. Gist was submitted by the Rhode Island Department of Education (RIDE).

The requirement that school committees must provide educators with layoff notices by a March 1 deadline is a ridiculous
exercise that has to be stopped. This arbitrary deadline serves no purpose except to add to the stress of teachers who are
working hard every day to provide our students with a world-class education.

I do believe that when school committees face difficult decisions about laying off teachers and other educators, teachers deserve



to receive timely notice of these pending layoffs that may affect their livelihoods and their careers.

The current state law that sets a March 1 notification deadline may be well intentioned, but it has led to unintended
consequences. Because the March 1 deadline falls early in the budget process, well before school districts are certain about
their state aid and local revenues, school committees feel compelled to notify many or all educators about pending layoffs –
even though the members of the school committee know that many or all of the teachers will ultimately retain their jobs.

Laying off hundreds of educators because of an imposed notification deadline leads to undue stress and anxiety and can disrupt
the process of teaching and learning. I do believe that teachers and other educators need to know in a timely manner when their
jobs may be in jeopardy, but information they receive on March 1 is not meaningful. I support the proposed legislation from Sen.
Louis P. DiPalma and Rep. J. Russell Jackson that would move the notification date to June 1, by which time school
committees have much more information about their finances.

No educator or school-committee member takes any pleasure in the process of layoffs, but we can all agree that the process
should be done in a way that is in line with the budget process, is fair to teachers, and is in the best interest of our students.

Deborah A. Gist
Commissioner of Elementary and Secondary Education
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New Jersey Education Commissioner Cerf Will Pay to See Progress on
School Reform Agenda
New Jersey Spotlight
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New Innovation Fund will reward schools for making goals and hitting targets
Can financial rewards help bring about change in New Jersey's public schools? Apparently, the Christie administration thinks so.

In the latest move to use money as an incentive, Gov. Chris Christie's administration has added to its new school funding plan a
multimillion dollar program to reward schools and districts that meet specific goals and implement targeted reforms.

Acting education commissioner Chris Cerf outlined the new "Innovation Fund" in last week's 83-page report on school funding,
which serves as the basis of Christie's proposed system for distributing state aid to schools next year and beyond.

Under Cerf's plan, the Innovation Fund would serve two functions.

First, it would provide dollar rewards to schools that make specific achievement gains, such as the largest improvement in
fourth-grade reading scores for low-income students or the biggest jump in graduation rates.

Second, it would serve as the central pool of funds for a competitive grant process. Schools would apply for specific projects and
programs that meet the Christie administration's reform agenda for raising achievement, including greater teacher accountability
or strategies for helping the very lowest-performing schools.

"For the first time in New Jersey's history, state education aid would be merit-based," Cerf wrote in the report.

That is an overstatement, since the vast bulk of more than $7 billion in state aid will remain enrollment- and needs-based. But
Cerf said $50 million would be allotted to the Innovation Fund, starting in 2013. The fund is not included in Christie's budget
presented last week, but instead would presumably be part of his fiscal 2014 budget.

The program is a continuation of the administration's new push to provide dollar incentives to schools to make gains and adopt
preferred policies. It is an approach that has gained favor in the federal education policy under the Race to the Top competitions,
which gave money to states to implement specific reform policies favored by President Obama and his administration.

New Jersey itself has been part of that process, last week announcing separately it would provide $19 million of its recent Race
to the Top grant to districts that meet specific program goals, including teacher evaluation and curriculum training. More than
370 districts could to tap into the funds, from a few thousand dollars in smaller districts to more than a million in large ones like
Newark, Paterson, and Jersey City.

But even before New Jersey won the federal grant, Cerf had been talking about a state-level competition for New Jersey that is
akin to Race to the Top. Earlier this month, he announced a $1 million reward program for special education programs that
showed the greatest achievement gains last year. Twelve districts received awards of up to $100,000.

In addition, the state's new accountability system will include a category of Reward Schools, in which the very best performing



high-poverty schools could receive up to $100,000.

The Innovation Fund takes it one step further. "The idea of the Innovation Fund is to turbo-charge certain reforms," Cerf said this
weekend. "Historically we have put money out without any expectations of success, and some ways have even rewarded failure
by providing more money."

Cerf said that he hopes that the new Innovation Fund helps motivate not just local gains and reforms, but ones that can be
spread statewide.

"New Jersey would quickly become a laboratory for reform, where the Department of Education, as well as all 600 school
districts, had a common purpose: identifying reforms that work," he wrote in his report.

Starting in the next school year, districts could apply to the state for funds to implement specific reforms based on Christie's
priorities, including better use of data, improved educator quality, strategies for turning around low-performing schools, and
closing the achievement gap. The awards would come at the end of the school year, in the summer and fall of 2013.

The grants could be for new ideas or established ones that could potentially be scaled up. Depending on their potential impact,
the sums would be capped at different levels.

Others said they will be watching closely, as the federal Race to the Top competition has introduced both positive lessons and
cautious notes.

Race to the Top has been "very effective at driving change -- pushing states to do things they otherwise were reluctant to do,"
said Patrick McGuinn, an associate professor of politics at Drew University who has studied federal education policy. "Teacher
evaluation and tenure reform being the best example of this."

"But we are already seeing how hard it is to sustain the political will to see these reforms through," he said. "That effective
implementation is both critical and very, very difficult."
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Florida education chief abandons plan to grade centers for disabled
students
Florida Times-Union
By: Teresa Stepzinski
February 25, 2012
http://jacksonville.com/news/metro/2012-02-25/story/state-education-chief-abandons-plan-grade-centers-disabled-
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Education commissioner still plans to grade for proficiency.
February 25, 2012 - 06:04pmState education chief abandons plan to grade centers for disabled studentsThe state is abandoning
its proposal to grade public school centers dedicated to educating severely disabled students, but not its entire plan to hold
special needs children to the same academic proficiency standards as non-disabled students.

Some Northeast Florida parents of disabled children said Saturday they’re skeptical of the state’s intention, as are some school
district superintendents and education advocacy groups.

“I am still baffled at this whole thing. … To follow a cookie-cutter approach when it comes to children is ridiculous,” said Carrie
Roland, whose 19-year-old daughter, Courtney, has multiple severe medical disabilities and is a student at Alden Road
Exceptional Student Center.

“How do you differentiate between disabilities? Just because a disabled child is not in a center, does not mean they have the
cognitive ability for an academic proficiency test. Those children are still academically challenged,” Roland said.

Education Commissioner Gerard Robinson announced the state is backing off the proposal in a YouTube post late Friday. He
wants to take proposed school grades for centers serving severely disabled students — such as those at Duval’s Mount
Herman, Alden Road and Palm Avenue exceptional student centers — off the table.

“The children in your centers won’t receive a grade. Those centers don’t receive a grade now,” Robinson said in the video,
directly addressing parents of severely disabled students statewide. “They won’t receive a grade moving forward, so I want to
take that off the table.”

For the first time, students with less severe disabilities, however, will have their academic proficiency measured and factored into
the state formula calculating their school’s grade.

Disabled students previously have taken state standardized tests — either the Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test or
Florida Alternative Assessment Test — to gauge their learning gains. Those gains already contribute to a school’s grade. But
this would be the first time academic proficiency also would be considered.



“We actually have 93 percent of students with disabilities take the FCAT exam in reading,” Robinson said. “Surely, there will be
some changes and one will be including students with disabilities in our [school] performance model.”

In addition, the academic proficiency of students learning English also will be used to determine a school’s grade, Robinson said
in the video.

The state Board of Education will vote on the issue Tuesday, which if adopted takes effect immediately. The measure is an
attempt by the state to meet the conditions of a recent waiver from the federal No Child Left Behind law. While state public
schools no longer have to meet mandated Adequate Yearly Progress student achievement goals, it must prove similar
accountability.

Keeping the centers out of the school grade equation is the right thing to do, but it’s not enough, some said.

“Obviously, it’s a step in the right direction,” said Superintendent Joseph Joyner of the St. Johns County School District, which
is ranked No. 1 in the state for academic achievement. Joyner hasn’t received details of the revised proposal. But based on
Robinson’s video, Joyner remains concerned, especially about making the academic proficiency of intellectually disabled
children count toward a school’s grade.

Roland’s 13-year-old daughter, Victoria, is an honor student at Mandarin Middle School. Like many other Duval schools, it
practices “mainstreaming” inclusion for students with disabilities. The proposed proficiency rule for students with disabilities
could send a school’s grade plummeting, said Roland, a school advisory council member.

“It will really take a toll on schools. An A school like Mandarin could go down to a C,” said Roland, explaining that is unfair to
disabled and non-disabled students alike. “And then you have to ask, are they even capable of raising the school’s grade?”

The state’s entire premise on the issue is fundamentally flawed, said Colleen Wood, executive director of Save Duval Schools.

“There is no research supporting grading special needs students to the proficiency of other students,” Wood said.

Robinson’s reversal comes amid growing criticism from parents, school superintendents and education advocates statewide.
Those in Northeast Florida denounced as “ridiculous,” “crazy,” “outrageous” and “dumb,” the original proposal that would have
held a student with multiple disabilities whose greatest success might be swallowing solid food accountable to the same
academic proficiency standards as a non-disabled student in advanced classes.

The original proposal would have resulted in Alden Road and the other such centers getting an F grade, landing them in intervene
status. That would mean the center’s principal and half its staff likely would be transferred. Such a massive change would be
disruptive and exceedingly detrimental to their children, who rely on the continuity, parents and school psychologists have said.

Although the state has backed off to a certain extent, some damage has already been done, Wood said.

“Unfortunately, they had to put those parents through the trauma of thinking their children would be graded, and the trauma of
having to fight just so their children would be treated fairly,” Wood said.
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