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The ESSA at a glance
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verview

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
Why radically different then NCLB:
Opportunities:
Allowable uses are broader coupled with more fiscal flexibility to better focus on what is best for students.
Risks:
Muddled and multiple interpretations of key terms and allowable expenses may cause confusion
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 education + gaps.  
 

ESSA ensures that “all 
children receive a high-quality  
education and close student 

achievem
ent gaps.” 

W
ell rounded.  

 
LEAs to im

plem
ent a w

ell- 
rounded program

 of 
instruction, identify risk of 

academ
ic failure, &

 im
proving 

the overall conditions for 
learning.  

Fiscal flexibility.  
 

ESSA m
akes big changes to the 

“supplem
ent not  supplant” 

rule, in part,  because of the 
opportunities of digital 

learning.

State &
 Local Control.  

 
ESSA devolves policy decision 
m

aking to states and districts. 
In fact, the Secretary is 
largely prohibited from

 
influencing this. 

4
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O
PPO

RTU
N

ITIES 
A broader 
interpretation  of 
“allow

able costs”  
coupled w

ith m
ore 

fiscal flexibility allow
s 

schools to focus on 
w

hat is best for 
students.  
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The "allow
able uses" – are broader.
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Need shift to transparency, well rounded ed, and move away from operating in silos. Data  info/evidence in school management. More intentional and wider reach with community engagement
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 accountability  
fram

ew
ork. 

N
ew

 accountability m
odels 

that reach beyond sim
ple 

proficiency to grow
th, and 

other indicators. 

Locally developed 
 interventions 

Com
prehensive support &

 
im

provem
ent (CSI) and 

Targeted SI are coupled w
ith 

an SEA 7% Title I reservation  
-- SIG

.

Renew
ed Focus  

on evidence. 

 U
sing evidence to drive 

intervention and professional 
developm

ent.

Rethinking assessm
ents. 

ESSA focuses on useful 
assessm

ents, and assessm
ent 

innovation at the state and 
local level. 

4
3 1

2
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M
ore opportunity for innovation - like com

petency 
based education and assessm

ent program
s.

O
PPO

RTU
N

ITIES 
The ESSA allow

s 
schools and districts 
to explore new

 
assessm

ent m
odels 

and new
 m

astery 
learning m

odels. 
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lowest 5% of performing schools not identified for 'punitive' accountability; focus will be around comprehensive support and intervention

donnalumkagawa
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will be connected to equity and how it benefits lowest performing students/schools
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Tight Tim
elines

E
S

S
A

 T
im

elines

2016
2017
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N
CLB’s basic requirem

ents carry over 

•
M

+ELA, 3-8, and  at  least once in  grades  9-12.    
•

Science, not less than one tim
e in each of the three grade spans: 3-5, 

6-9, and 10-12.   

A
t the state’s discretion the  assessm

ents m
ay be 

adm
inistered in:   

•
A single sum

m
ative assessm

ent; or  
•

m
ultiple state-w

ide interim
 assessm

ents during the academ
ic year. 

•
D

istricts m
ay use a locally selected, nationally recognized assessm

ent in 
lieu of the state assessm

ent.  

Innovative CBE Pilot.   

ESSA allow
s up to 7 participating states to pilot a three-year assessm

ent 
and accountability dem

onstration program
. 

N
ext G

eneration A
ssessm

ents

ESSA begins to create new
 sum

m
ative assessm

ent options

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
What we do with it will be different. 

donnalumkagawa
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How do st demonstrate what they do and know in an innovative way? New Hampshire and Florida pioneering competency based ed programming. Performance based assessment as core. 
Will shift importance of how instruction is delivered/facilitated as well as training at IHEs.
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•
Each State that receives a grant shall receive an annual grant 
am

ount of not less than $1,500,000 

•
Each State shall reserve not less than 20 percent of the grant funds 
aw

arded to the State under this section to m
ake subgrants to LEAs 

or consortia of such LEAs to exam
ine:  

•
(A) The schedule of assessm

ents 
•

(B) For each state assessm
ent: 

•
(i) The purpose for w

hich the assessm
ent is used; and 

•
(ii) the legal authority for the adm

inistration of the 
assessm

ent; 
•

(C) feedback on such system
 from

 stakeholders to m
ake sure 

the exam
s are understood and useful

The law
 provides funding for state and districts to conduct 

assessm
ent audits to review

 w
hat’s going on.

See http://w
w

w
.ed.gov/new

s/press-releases/fact-sheet-testing-action-plan

N
ext G

eneration A
ssessm

ents
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B
roader A

ccountability

To w
hat w

ill our educators be held “accountable?”  
Very D

ifferent than N
CLB.

Elem
entary and  

M
iddle  Schools

H
igh Schools

Academ
ic Achievem

ent 
Indicator

Academ
ic Achievem

ent 
Indicator  

(m
ay include student grow

th) 

Academ
ic Progress Indicator  

(m
ay include student grow

th) 
G

raduation Rate Indicator  

Progress in Achieving English Language Proficiency 

Indicator(s) of School Q
uality or Student Success

A
ccountability

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
Growth not required but optional.
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Take a closer look at “Indicator(s) of School Q
uality or Student 

Success”
ESSA requires that the 
indicators:  

•
M

easure the perform
ance of all 

students in all public schools, 
including public charter schools   

•
Allow

 for com
parison betw

een 
subgroups of students  

•
D

em
onstrate variation across 

schools in the state  

•
Are likely to increase graduation 
rates or academ

ic achievem
ent 

school quality or student success.

State w
orking response:  

M
em

bers of the 
A

ccountability W
orkgroup 

repeatedly identified the 
follow

ing school quality 
indicators:  

•
8th/9th grade on track (K-12 
indicator)  

•
Chronic absenteeism

 and/or 
attendance (k-12 indicator)  

•
H

S curricular m
easure AP/IB/

dual/CTE (9-12 indicator)  
•

PreK-2 indicator (2 groups) 
(m

ay not be ready 2017-18)

B
roader A

ccountability
A

ccountability
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H
ow

 w
ill states use all of these data?  

ESSA requires:  

•
The state w

ill use this 
inform

ation to m
ake m

eaningful 
differentiation am

ongst schools 

•
Assign a com

prehensive, 
sum

m
ative rating for each school. 

Consistent w
ith the requirem

ent 
for indicators, each State m

ust 
have at least 3 sum

m
ative 

ratings. 

•
Each State and LEA m

ust report a 
school’s sum

m
ative rating, as 

w
ell perform

ance on each 
indicator.

State w
orking response: 

“Illinois needs to develop an 
approach to m

eaningfully 
differentiate schools in order to 
provide parents and the public a 
sense of school quality.  […

] 

There w
as no clear agreem

ent 
or consensus from

 stakeholders 
regarding the tim

eline for 
achieving interim

 and long term
 

goals. “

B
roader A

ccountability
A

ccountability
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•
O

nce every 3 years beginning in 2017-2018, 
identify the low

est-perform
ing 5%  of all schools, 

and all public high schools failing to graduate 1/3 
or m

ore of students (a graduation rate of 67% or 
less).  

•
Every year, states notify districts of the subgroups 
that m

eet the state definition annually beginning 
in 2018-19. 

•
The state has a variety of w

ays to define the 
groups.  It m

ay be, for exam
ple,  subgroups that 

are perform
ing as poorly as all the students in the 

low
est-perform

ing 5% of schools in the State.

Locally D
eveloped Interventions 

Is there high stakes accountability? N
o. “Interventions” 

are far m
ore lim

ited. There are 2 categories:

Com
prehensive Support and Im

provem
ent 

Targeted Support and Im
provem

ent 

Interventions

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
Important equity question.
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State, district and stakeholders w
ill develop a plan that: 

•
Is inform

ed by all the indicators of the state accountability 
system

; 
•

Includes evidence-based interventions; 
•

Is based on a  school level needs assessm
ent; 

•
Identifies resource inequalities, w

hich m
ay include a review

 of 
LEA and school level budgeting and program

 opportunities like AP, 
ed tech and m

ore.  
•

Is approved by the school, district, and the state and m
onitored 

by the state. 

D
istrict, school, and stakeholders w

ill develop a 
plan that: 

•
(Sam

e points as above); 
•

Is approved and m
onitored by the district ; 

•
Results in additional action after a num

ber of years as 
determ

ined by LEA and aligned w
ith statew

ide exit criteria. 
M

ay get “prom
oted” to CSI.  

CSI: Com
prehensive Support and Im

provem
ent Plans 

TSI: Targeted Support and Im
provem

ent Plans 

The interventions are left to negotiations w
ith the state.

Locally D
eveloped Interventions 

Interventions
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B
etter Interventions? 

There are 4 tiers to the “evidence based” requirem
ent: 

(I) strong evidence from
 at least 1 w

ell designed and w
ell-im

plem
ented experim

ental 
study; 

(II) m
oderate evidence from

 at least 1 w
ell designed and w

ell-im
plem

ented quasi-
experim

ental 
study; or 

(III) prom
ising evidence from

 at least 1 w
ell designed and w

ell-im
plem

ented correlational 
study w

ith statistical controls for selection bias; or 

(IV) dem
onstrates a rationale based on high quality research findings or positive 

evaluation that such activity, strategy, or intervention is likely to im
prove 

student outcom
es or other relevant outcom

es; 

W
hen used w

ith respect to interventions or im
provem

ent activities or strategies 
funded by the State 7% set aside for CSI and TSI schools, the term

 ‘evidence-
based’ has to m

eet the requirem
ents of (I), (II), or (III).  O

therw
ise it the 

“rationale based.”

The term
 “evidence-based” appears 58 tim

es throughout ESSA. This term
 is used to 

govern the use of funds and selection of activities and interventions throughout nearly 
all m

ajor program
s of the law

.

Interventions

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
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Data team importance will become more essential to determine
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ED
 provides explicit guidance on the w

ay the agency interprets ”evidence based” 
interventions and practices. 

B
etter Interventions? 

Interventions
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Each district, as a condition of receiving Title I, provide a plan to 
ensure that all children receive high quality education and to close 
the achievem

ent gap(s). Key parts of the plan include:  

•
D

eveloping and im
plem

enting a w
ell rounded program

 of 
instruction to m

eet the academ
ic needs of all children.  

•
Identifying students w

ho m
ay be at risk for academ

ic failure. 

•
Providing additional assistance to individual students the LEA or 
school determ

ines need help in m
eeting the challenging academ

ic 
standards. 

•
Identifying and im

plem
enting instructional strategies intended to 

strengthen academ
ic program

s and im
prove school conditions 

for learning.

D
istricts w

ill have to m
erge their ow

n new
 

accountability plans into the state fram
ew

ork

N
ew

 P
lans, N

ew
 O

pportunities
Broader  

A
llow

able 
U

ses

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
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Significant departure from NCLB
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Focusing beyond on reading and m
ath

W
ell rounded

A
cadem

ic Failure
Instructional strategies 
intended to strengthen 

academ
ic program

s 
The purpose of a w

ell-rounded 
education is to provide an 
enriched curriculum

 and 
education experiences to all 
students.  

•
Science, technology, engineering, 
and m

athem
atics  

•
 M

usic and arts 
•

Foreign language instruction 
•

Accelerated learning program
s  

•
H

igh school redesign w
ith dual or 

concurrent enrollm
ent and early 

college high schools  
•

Civics instruction  
•

College and career counseling 
•

 Social em
otional learning (SEL) 

This is a boarder term
 

that not m
eeting AYP, as 

w
as the focus under N

CLB. 
In fact, the change is to 
identifying students w

ho 
m

ay be at risk of 
academ

ic failure. This 
opens the w

ork up to: 

•
Early w

arning 
interventions 

•
Preventative actions 

•
W

rap around social 
em

otional services; and 
m

ore

O
nce the needs have been 

identified, stakeholders 
should select relevant 
evidence-based activities, 
w

hen evidence is available, 
that w

ill have the likelihood 
of w

orking in the local 
context.  

•
This begs questions about 
evidence and context. Is 
there adequate capacity 
to im

plem
ent, political 

buy-in, training and 
professional 
developm

ent?

N
ew

 P
lans, N

ew
 O

pportunities
Broader  

A
llow

able 
U

ses

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
Not about assessments; but RTI and EWI
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“Professional D
evelopm

ent” includes activities that are: 

“(A) an integral part of school and local educational 
agency strategies for providing educators …

 w
ith the 

know
ledge and skills necessary to enable students to 

succeed in a w
ell-rounded education and to m

eet the 
challenging State academ

ic standards; and 

‘‘(B) are sustained (not stand-alone, 1-day, or short term
 

w
orkshops), intensive, collaborative, job-em

bedded, data-
driven, and classroom

-focused.  

N
O

TE: ESSA elim
inates N

CLB’s definition of "core academ
ic subjects," 

expanding the allow
able use of Title II funds for professional developm

ent 
to include teachers of every subject as w

ell as all other school staff, from
 

principals to librarians to paraprofessionals. 

ESSA provides a new
 definition of professional developm

ent.

T
he E

xpectation for P
D

 is higher
Evidence

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
Highlight

donnalumkagawa
Highlight
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ED
 provides a suggested PD

 fram
ew

ork
Title II, Part A interventions are m

ore 
likely to result in sustained, im

proved 
outcom

es for students if:  

1.
Chosen interventions align w

ith 
identified local needs 

2.
The evidence base and the local 
capacity are considered w

hen 
selecting a strategy; 

3.
There is a robust im

plem
entation 

plan;  
4.

Adequate resources are provided so 
the im

plem
entation is w

ell-supported; 
5.

Inform
ation is gathered regularly to 

exam
ine the strategy and to reflect 

on and inform
 next steps. 

T
he E

xpectation for P
D

 is higher
Evidence
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Title II funding structure sends m
ost of the funds to 

districts

T
he E

xpectation for P
D

 is higher
Local Program

 
Control
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N
ew

 SN
S: D

istricts w
ill now

 have to dem
onstrate that 

“the m
ethodology used to allocate state and local funds 

to each school …
 ensures that [the] school receives all of 

the state and local funds it w
ould otherw

ise receive if it 
w

ere not receiving assistance under this part." In other 
w

ords, the m
ethod of distributing state and local funds 

m
ust ensure that schools get their due of state and local 

funding." 

Schoolw
ide is easier to do. At least 40% of the children 

need to com
e from

 low
-incom

e fam
ilies, unless the state 

w
aives. The district m

ust also develop a “schoolw
ide 

plan” over a 1-year period, unless the state w
aives that 

requirem
ent. 

Title I fiscal rules, SN
S and Schoolw

ide in particular, are 
different

B
roader S

pending D
iscretion

Fiscal 
Flexibility

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
benefits all students now;
for schoolwide can blend funds together. California dropping the threshold to 25% FR--gives broader use.
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State and district report card m
inim

um
 requirem

ents 
includes:  

Includes the per pupil expenditures of Federal State, and local 
funds, including the actual personnel expenditures and actual 
non personnel expenditures of Federal, State and local funds 
disaggregated by source of funds for leach LEA and each school 
in the state for the preceding fiscal year.  

Com
prehensive Support and Im

provem
ent: 

CSI schools m
ust identify resource inequalities, w

hich m
ay 

include a review
 of LEA and school level budgeting.  

There is a subtle but im
portant m

ove tow
ard fiscal 

transparency

B
roader S

pending D
iscretion, but…

Fiscal 
Flexibility



A
ll LE

A
s are 

authorized to receive  
at least $10,000

D
oes the LE

A get 
m

ore  than $30,000?

The district is only required to 
provide an assurance of one 
category under the 20/20/60 
allocation

* At least 20% tow
ards w

ell-  
rounded educational program

s; 
* At least 20% tow

ard safety &
 

health; and   
* U

p to 60% to support the 
effective use of tech.

Y
E

S
N

O

24

T
itle IV

 B
lock G

rant
Local Program

 
Control

donnalumkagawa
Sticky Note
1.6 billion to support school plans. Minimum of at least 10,000 to Districts; will include where Districts get funding for AP/ACT fees--they now need to dedicate and plan for funding. This is a shift as funding for AP fees is no longer a line item.
Technology and personalized learning supported
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E
D

’s T
itle IV

 fram
ew

ork provides a recom
m

ended 
approach
Title IV activities are m

ore likely to result in 
sustained, im

proved outcom
es for students 

if:  

1.
Chosen interventions align w

ith 
identified local needs 

2.
The evidence base and the local 
capacity are considered w

hen selecting 
a strategy; 

3.
There is a robust im

plem
entation plan;  

4.
Adequate resources are provided so the 
im

plem
entation is w

ell-supported; 
5.

Inform
ation is gathered regularly to 

exam
ine the strategy and to reflect on 

and inform
 next steps. 

Evidence
T

itle IV
 B

lock G
rant



* At least 20% tow
ards w

ell-  
rounded educational program

s; 

* At least 20% tow
ard safety &

 
health; and   

* U
p to 60% to support the 

effective use of tech. 
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W
hat w

ill be the key enforcem
ent lever going 

forw
ard? E

quity

ED
 is not just relying on ESSA com

pliance. The 
stakes are higher.  

W
hether a school and district is faithfully carrying out the law

 
w

ill be a civil rights m
atter. ED

 has even m
ade this point directly 

in the proposed rules for the law
’s funding requirem

ents. “The 
ESEA w

as first passed in 1965 to address enorm
ous inequities in 

educational opportunities provided to low
 incom

e students and 
children of color,” the Secretary King w

rites. “It becam
e law

 
around the sam

e tim
e as the Civil Rights Act and the Voting 

Rights Act, and w
as intended to reduce and ultim

ately 
elim

inate, disparities in educational quality.”

E
quity A

w
akens
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LEARN
 invests in im

proving state literacy 
instruction plans and distributes funding 
across the learning spectrum

 for students in 
LEAs in high needs schools.  

The state has to provide not less than 15% 
for birth-Kindergarten grants, not less than 
40% for K-5 grants, and not less than 40% for 
grades 6-12 grants.  

It does not prescribe w
hat has to happen, 

but only that the program
s m

ust be  

•
"evidence-based" and ensure  

•
high-quality “com

prehensive literacy 
instruction,” w

hich the law
 defines.  

O
pportunity to focus on reading

http://w
w

w
2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/oig/aireports/i13f0017.pdf

LEARN
 &

 “Com
prehensive Literacy Instruction” 

Please note: This is N
O

T Reading First 
(2006). Rem

em
ber this O

IG
 report?
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O
pportunity to invest in E

arly Learning

•
Preschool D

evelopm
ent G

rant, $250M
. This is about planning and 

coordination of services. 

•
Explicit references to the inclusion of early learning and the use of title 
funding for early learning program

s.  

•
Report Cards m

ust include: ‘‘the num
ber and percentage of students 

enrolled in preschool program
s;” 

•
LEA plan shall describe, if applicable, how

 the local educational 
agency w

ill support, coordinate, and integrate services provided under 
this part w

ith early childhood education program
s.  

•
If an LEA uses Title I, it m

ust ensure that such services com
ply w

ith the 
perform

ance standards established under section 641A(a) of 5 the 
H

ead Start Act (42 U
.S.C. 9836a(a)).”  

•
M

ay use Title II funds to help teachers and principles to m
eet the needs 

of preschool students as they transition to elem
entary. 

Sm
all Investm

ent and lots of encouragem
ent
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N
ew

 E
ra in S

chool M
ana

gem
ent

Focus on a w
ell 

rounded education.
Fiscal Flexibility + 

Transparency

Localized control for 
interventions and 
im

provem
ent that 

are evidence based

D
ata, inform

ation 
m

anagem
ent, 

evidence based
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w
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	include teachers of every subject



