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Chris L. Nicastro, Commissioner

Missouri Dept. of Elementary and Secondary Education
205 Jefferson Street, PO Box 480

Jefferson City, MO 65712

RE: No Chiid Left Behind Waiver

| believe the 17 polints regarding the failures of NCLB, made by Jamie McKenzie in 2006, listed below ring even
truer today than when they were written.

1. Disappointing Resuits

The chief indicators of educational progress in the land - the NAEP Tests (National Assessment of Educational Progress) have
remained stagnant since NAEPs heavy handed policies went into practice in 2002, Considering the claims made, the resuits
are "full of sound and fury signifying nothing."

2. Failing Schools

One of NCLB main effects has been the labeling of thousands of schools as failures even though some of those schools have
made admirable progress under trying circumstances and have been judged favorably under state standards. The burden of
these failures and the shaming strategy has fallen most heavily on the very children and neighborhoods NCLB was claimed to
assist.

3. Lack of Quality Teachers

Although NCLB requires that all states fill all classrooms with qualified teachers, no state has met that standard yet according
fo a report issued by the Ed. Department:

At times it seems the architects of NCLB were engaged in wishful thinking, believing that proclamation and accomplishment
were one and the same. As is all too often frue of zeaiots, the very strength of their convictions can blind them to crucial
realities. Given the national shortage of qualified teachers, it is hardly surprising that it is difficuit to find teachers willing to work
under difficult conditions. Once again, it is the poor and disadvantaged populations who end up suffering most from this NCLB
failure.

4. Lowering of Standards

NCLB has made shame and punishment such a condition of life for schools that many states have been "gaming the system"”
by adopting easier tests and lowering standards. They create the false impression of educational progress - one
unsubstantiated by testing of their students on a demanding set of tests such as NAEP.

5. Narrowing of Curriculum

Because NCLB initially looks at just the reading and math scores of schools, schools at risk have taken to handing out double
doses of math and reading while eliminating other types of leaming that go untested and seem little valued. The notion of “the
whole child” has been sacrificed as time previously devoted to social studies, science, art and music is often switched over to
the basic skills.

6. ignoring of Children

in direct confiict with NCLB's professed goals, Ed Department officials conspired with some state officials to allow
unconscionably large group sizes to apply before a sub category of student might be counted in judging AYP. Those states
that set high numbers thereby aliowed their affluent and suburban schools to ignore the plight of their disadvantaged and
minority students. According to a story from the AP, nearly two million minority students went uncounted because of this
collusion.

7. Fear, Shame and Threats

NCLB is quick to label schools and programs as failures when subgroups do not make AYP. Once labelled, a school may
suffer extreme punishments as children and families are allowed to transfer elsewhere and the school staff may be shifted
around or fired. While conservatives have been unable to put into place their dream of privatization, lurking behind the blame
and shame is the hope that failing the public schoois will set the stage for a free market approach.

8. Bad Tests

The sudden national obsession with high stakes testing combined with the Ed Department's curious insistence upon annual
testing has led to a dilution of test quality as states have opted for easy and inexpensive tests that measure less challenging
aspects of performance and as testing companies have found their product development resources severely strained.

9. Fake Results

NCLB has created enormous pressure to achieve the appearance of progress but has done nothing to guard against
educational fraud so that schools and states have engaged in an array of practices that range from actual cheating to gaming
the system in ways that make studenis appear more proficient than they really are.



10. Educational Triage

in many schools, NCLB has created so much pressure for rising test scores that staff will focus efforts on a special segment of
students closest to the passing line while abandoning those at the top and the bottom.

11. Factory Style Learning

Children are not hamburger patties passing through a factory style assembly fine, being cooked and flipped and slathered with
sauce, but the prevalent made of instruction built into many of the so-called approved leaming programs emphasizes heavily
scripted, mind-numbing kinds of learning activities.

12, Loss of Best Teachers

In one of the great uncovered news stories of this decade, tens of thousands of good teachers are dropping out or retiring
early to avoid the demoralizing impact of NCLB/Helter-Skelter. A decade of teacher and school bashing creates serious
morale problems when combined with the standardization of teaching methods that effectively de-skills teachers and treats
them like factory operatives rather than professional decision-makers. They go quietly into the good night while the press
covers other stories. [t is fragic, their loss, but it goes unmentioned and unnoficed.

13. Loss of Future Teachers

In a related uncovered news story, tens of thousands of potential teachers are shifting career goais to other professions as
they hear horror stories emerging from schools across the land. Instead of encouraging and recruiting new teachers by making
the teaching profession seem desirable and highly regarded, the architects of NCL.B have done the opposite, treating teachers
with disdain and blaming ali our educational problems on them. The loss to the nation is tragic but again, they go quietly into
the good night while the press covers other stories. It is tragic, their ioss, but it goes unmentioned and unnoticed.

14. Loss of Morale

With its emphasis on simple-minded threats, punishments and accountability, it is apparent that the architects of NCLB cared
very littie about its impact on teacher morale, and there is littie being done to improve it. Unfortunately, NCLB is doing great
damage to morale, as evidenced by various surveys of teacher attitude.

ironically, teacher morale is so discounted at this stage of educational history that the strongest research on teacher retention
was conducted in the previous decade and century. There have been so few studies of teacher morale and retention in this
century, that one might suppose it were no longer an issue. But failure fo collect data is just a close ally of denial (or
concealment). The govemment chooses to shine the spotlight on those aspects of fife that fit the current agenda and ignore
aspects and data that might reflect badly on that agenda.

15. Drop Outs and Push Quts

The pressure to create good scores also rewards schools that can shove students out the door. Weak students make schools
look bad. Scores go up when weak students drop out of schoot, NCLB should be renamed "No Child Left in School.”

18. Reduction In Time for Learning

It stands to reason that improvements in learning are related fo time on task. Sadly, NCLB distracts teachers and students
from their real work as teaching to tests becomes an obsession and a priority. Test preparation displaces instruction. Students
spend less time learning and less time improving. Billed as reform, NCLB is actually retreat.

17. Stagnation

in most respects, educational progress has ceased during this NCLB era. Rather than extension, amplification and
enhancement, this decade has been characterized by retrenchment and refreat. The best thinking and the best thinkers have
been ignored. These are educational Dark Ages.

In a decade offering exciting social and economic prospects, NCLB has locked American schools in an iron Maiden or chastity
belt. At the very time we should be exploring human potential, we have lowered standards, kilied innovation, stifled creativity
and fost ground. The best thinkers and best thoughts have been stilled while the merchants of mediocrity have been given the
stage and the joystick. The wrong people are calling the shots.

The underfunded mandate of No Child Left Behind has done a disservice to Missouri’s students, teachers, and
school districts since its inception. In the absence of a total repeal of No Chiid Left Behind, | believe it is time
for Missouri to petition a waiver of the unattainable and demoralizing goals of this legislation and return
some autonomy to Missouri educators.

Yours respectfully,

Paula Champion
208 Highway 174
Mount Vernon, MO
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From: Susan Barnes [sbarnes@seneca.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Tuesday, December 06, 2011 12:48 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: feedback

I do not understand why DESE would want to replace the support that we now receive from the RPDC. My school
district has developed a relationship with our RPDC specialists which is important because it gives credibility for
their expertise to the teachers. Just “retraining” other individuals does not an expert make.

Susan X. Barnes
Elementary Principal
Seneca Elementary School

“Small Smart Choices + Consistency + Time = Radical Difference” Darren Hardy
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From: Bowen, Wayne H [wbowen@semo.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2011 8:13 AM
To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: Missouri waiver request

Does Missouri’s waiver request include expanded public school choice? What impact will this request have on that
ongoing component of NCLB?

Thanks,

Wayne H. Bowen, Ph.D.

Professor and Chair

Department of History

Southeast Missouri State University
{573)-651-2179
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From: Mary Livingston [livimar@deltarv.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2011 10:01 AM
To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: waiver

I am in favor of requesting a waiver from NCLB that is more suitable to our state and its needs. Small districts, such as
mine, find it hard to meet the required percentages due to high numbers of transitional students and the lack of student
preparation when they enter kindergarten.

Mary Livingston
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From: Cathrine Pratt [mccmdogkennel@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2011 10:05 PM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: My child left behind

My son at 17 yrs old reads on 4th grade level now. The head of the LE.P told me" teachers has to teach
according to the law weather your child understands or comprehends it is not are problem". The teachers teach
if your children gets it good if not that's not are problem. That's what Gina Adams in the Mansfield Missouri
school told is. Sherry Lagares who is with re-max came an help with my son fight the school to teach him in
2007.they told us he was mental retarded an he was tested an is dyslexic. They said that wasn't in their criteria
to chose that several kids maybe dyslexia but are job is to teach to are best ability if they understand it then
good an for the ones that don't. They will pass anyway. Don't let the schools skip over them teach them to

understand. PLEASE keep the no child left behind an make sure they will learn to read an right.thanks Cathrine
pratt
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From: Kay Tetley [ktetley@centurytel.net]
Sent: Sunday, December 11, 2011 8:11 PM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: No Child Left Behind Waiver

| am in favor of the Waiver for the No Child Left Behind Law.

To me, this law has always been idealistic, not realistic. Especially since states would be punished if they did not show
progress in the proficiency of math and reading skills. Some children cannot progress to the desired proficiency because
they are not capable. Aill my friends are retired teachers, and | spoke to them regarding this law when it originated.

They scoffed at me and told me it was wonderfull

Every child has an ability to do something well, but it is an effort sometimes to find that aptitude. Children should be
encouraged to be exposed to other fields of learning, not only math and reading. These are super important, | give you,
but some children just cannot do them well. For instance, the field of music has always been encouraged in my family of
five boys because it is relaxing to the mind, leads to creativity, and soothes the soul. Art also serves the same purpose,
as does history. (I wish the History Channel had been available when | was in school!) | love reading - | keep a stack of
books by my chair at all times - but two of my boys have never been good readers and still aren’t. But they have been
exposed to alf subjects, and | hope they are betier people because of that.

Then there are some students who do not do well academically, but can take a machine apart and put it back together
again! Let's applaud all children, no matter what their abilities are, and encourage them tc excel in the subjects in which
they are interested. We can expose them to all the math and reading we can, but we can't make it "soak in".

Kay Tetley
West Plains, Missouri 65775
573-258-1293
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From: iknodell@mycitycable.com
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 7:57 AM
To: ESEA Waiver
Cc: sheri@pelopidas.com; Islay@slayandassociates.com; kcasas@childrenseducationalliance-
mo.org
Subject: Waiver

My feeling is that the ESEA waiver is probably needed but part of me is not comfortable
with lowering standards on any level. I hope that this waiver request is accompanied by
rigorous accountability standards in place of the federal standards. As you know, Missouri
public education is far from being world class and bold reforms are needed to right the ship.
Please use this opportunity to put strong measures in place to keep up the pressure on school
districts to aim higher. 3Just letting them off the hook of AYP will not help the Top 10 by

20 initiative.

Joe Knodell
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From: Kate Casas [kcasas@childrenseducationalliance-mo.org]
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2011 11:25 AM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: ESEA Waiver Request Comments
Commissioner Nicastro,

I would like to thank the Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education for giving the public a
chance to comment on DESE’s Elementary and Secondary Education Act Waiver Request. It is commendable
that Commissioner Nicastro and the DESE staff invest so much time in listening to the voices of parents,
educators, elected officials, and non-profits dedicated to improving education for all Missouri’s children.

The Children’s Education Alliance of Missouri (CEAM) is a non-profit organization whose mission is to
support policies that encourage access to high quality educational options for all Missouri students, including
those who do not succeed in a traditional academic setting. As such, we appreciate DESE’s willingness, through
the request for an Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) Waiver from the Federal Department of
Education, to work with individual school districts to ensure the policies that govern Missouri’s schools are not
only flexible enough to meet the needs of districts across our geographically and demographically diverse state,
but also maintain high standards and hold teachers, administrators, and school boards accountable for achieving
high student outcomes.

While we are pleased that DESE is using the opportunity to apply for an ESEA Waiver to look at its own
accountability standards and to alter some of its current practices in an effort to align itself with best practice
and research, CEAM has a few concerns about the draft waiver. These concerns are detailed below:

1. Student Growth Model

CEAM appreciates DESE’s willingness to think critically about the best way to include student growth
data in the Annual Performance Reports for each of Missouri’s 522 school districts. We have been
closely watching as DESE decides between the MU Value Added Growth Model and the Student
Growth Percentiles Model.

Our research indicates that the MU Value Added Growth Model (MU Model) is far superior to the
Student Growth Percentiles (SGP). The MU Model is much more accurate and gives a more fair and
balanced view of what is happening at both the district and building level. The SGP is untested in other
states/districts, and the methodology behind this model has been called into question by many respected
academics. As such, CEAM believes DESE will not be able to use the results generated from the SGP to
make determinations about the accreditation status of districts, the performance of individual buildings,
or the effectiveness of teachers. For the ESEA Waiver to be effective in Missouri, CEAM feels as
though DESE has no choice but to ensure the MU Model is the Missouri model for measuring student
growth.

2. Subgroup Reporting
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While the draft ESEA Waiver Request does mention that there will be subgroup reporting, there is no
mention of what subgroups will be monitored and how that information will be used. CEAM feels that
DESE needs to ensure districts are still responsible for reporting the achievement levels of all subgroups
required under the current ESEA law. Additionally, DESE should state in the Waiver Request that
districts will not only be held accountable for all student achievement, but that they also will be held
accountable for closing the achievement gap between white and minority students as well as between
economically disadvantaged and non-economically disadvantaged students.

3. Last in—First out

The Draft Waiver mentions Missouri’s antiquated Last in—First out policy, which is currently required
by the Revised Missouri Statute 168.122. CEAM understands DESE is required to comply with current
Missouri law. However, there is plenty of evidence to show that this current law is not good for children.
CEAM suggests that DESE add repealing this statute to its legislative priorities for the 2012 session and
include this and other legislative priorities in the draft Waiver Request.

Thank you for considering our concerns. If you would like to discuss them further, you can reach me at 314-
809-5042 or kcasas(@childrenseducationalliance-mo.org.

Sincerely,

Kate Casas

State Director

Children's Education Alliance of MO
4742 McPherson Ave

St. Louis, MO 63108

P: 314-454-6544

C: 314-809-5042
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From: Annette Lowrey [annette.lowrey44@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2011 3:04 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: proposed nclb Waiver

Dear DESE/MO School Board;

I have just read the 42 page draft of this proposed waiver to sidestep the federal NCLB. Seems the cure is
worse than the disease. Until I get paid and get state employee benefits, it is not permissible for teachers to be
reviewed is this proposed manner. T understand the need for high achievement, but step by step, local school
districts are losing their control. As a social studies teacher, I recognize that these steps are leading our state
and our nation to a new form of control which is not democratic. I would first like to see our state leaders at all
levels submit themselves to these types of evaluations. What if your job was based on the performance of your
constituents success?

What about funding? This proposed plan calls for many types of training, retraining and professional
development, not to mention the man hours required to write more curriculum. Our school system is bare bones
now. Our computer systems are outdated and the district cannot afford a full-time computer technician. My
district is in school improvement, and what I've noticed is that the teachers spend a great deal of time in
meetings for improvement, and this disrupts the classroom. Students need consistency to succeed. With
schools having to hire new teachers every couple of years, this consistency goes by the wayside. I also see this
as a way to keep school costs down. As a tenured teacher, my tenure is my reward for the hours put into
training and performing. By taking away this perk, I believe the state will lose many very qualified teachers
who no longer want to spend their days jumping through more hoops for little or no reward.

Teachers with tenure are part of the backbone of any community. I would hate to lose my home because of a
lost job based, even in part, on the performance of my students on any given day, on a test. I would also like to
see the "research"” that was done to support this proposed draft. Don't you understand that there is no one
equation or one formula that will fix each problem at each school equally? Because we live in a country that
allows choice and free public education, not all children want to go to college or embrace our middle American
values and goals. America is a bell curve, the world is a bell curve.

If this is the way the MO State Board of Education goes, then T would want to see the funding provided to back
up these mandates. Unfunded mandates have stressed the districts and everyone who works in a school. I think
the tax payer's money would be better spent to upgrade school facilities, technology and buildings. I haven't
had a raise or step increase for 3 years and I am okay with that as long as I am allowed the time to plan my
lessons. I feel rewarded when the students perform well on tests, and more rewarded when they finish school
and are successful. I am fine without career ladder. I am not fine with the State of Missouri, or other non-
teacher, telling me I am inadequate for this job. The only people who truely know this are the principle,
superintendent, other teachers and the parents.

Please explain the need for argument and opinion writing at all grade levels. This is a higher level skill. We are
forgetting that children learn at different rates. Isn't that the heart of differentiated learning? Isn't the classroom
teacher the most skilled at determining the rate a child could or should learn? If not, what a waste of 4-6 years
of college training to be a teacher. Are the people making these policies classroom teachers or lawyers? Asa
social studies teacher, I foresee the need for the state to mandate exactly what subjects are to be offered for each
grade level in order to cover the material for the tests, again, taking away local control. Please just give usa
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complete and detailed curriculum, not just frameworks, and please give each school a class schedule so every
school in MO will be on the same page.

I believe the state of MO did take over control of the St. Louis school district. How 1s that going? In two years,
has that district turned around? I have participated in early levels of MAP test item writing, and in MAP test
evaluations. Again, this great idea was left unfunded, yet we teachers did a great deal of work to no avail.
Please do not set lofty goals, which will only be abandoned because of lack of funding. Please do not tie any
part of teacher's evaluation to student performance. If you do, you clearly do not understand children, the
dynamics of families in poverty, or what teachers go through on a daily basis because we love to teach.

Remember that Woodrow Wilson's 14 points and League of Nations was a grand idea, but not workable. Do
not set us up for failure. No Child Left Behind, as you know, and now realize, is a grand idea. By asking for a
waiver, Missouri concedes that it is not a realistic goal. Please reevaluate this proposal. Give the
superintendents, principals and teachers credit for being highly educated, highly professional people, capable of
making decisions and evaluating programs and personnel for quality. Treat us like professionals, not
untrustworthy criminals.

Respectfully,

Annette Lowrey
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From: Mary Masek [mmasek@ktis.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2011 6:22 PM
To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: Concerns

| want to express my concerns about DESE applying for a NCLB waiver. The federal government has not stipulated what
Missouri schools will have to do in place of NCLB if our waiver is approved. Schools in Missouri are not given enough
money now to meet the needs of our students. If the federal government (or state government) decides that we need to
meet more requirements without any money to help pay for these extra requirements, Missouri schools are not going to
be able to afford to do that or the schools will have to take money that is needed for other areas and move it to meet more
requirements. Also, schools will not have time to implement the changes necessary by the end of the 2011-12 school
year. How will schools have time to complete additional requirements by then? Please reconsider your decision to apply
for the waiver. Thank you.

Mary Masek

Jonesburg Elementary

Montgomery County R-ll School District
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From: Carter, Susan [scarter@bolivarschools.org]
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 8.40 AM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: No to waiver

To whom it amy concern:
After having reviewed the draft of the waiver I have these thoughts.

Primarily, it seems that it is justification of the same futile busy work that has kept teachers from
being able to put all their effort into educating their students.

Secondly, it seems an excuse to hire more people to "manage” the futile busy work.

The only good point that I observed was that special needs students will have the option to use
technical programs for their assessments in lieu of the end of course exams.

I am officially opposed to the waiver.

Susan Carter
Spanish I and Environmental Science Teacher
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From: Grabowski, Beth [bgrabowski@bolivarschools.org]
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 1.16 PM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: Flexibility Waiver

Please slow down and wait for specifics in regard to the Fiexibility Waiver. There are many "unknowns" connected with it
currently. Missouri shoud not apply until we know the specific expectations, costs, and regulations. Respectfully--Beth
Grabowski, teacher in Bolivar R-1 School District
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From: Stephen Kleinsmith [skleinsmith@nixaschools.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 2:39 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: Waiver feedback...

Aftachments: AVG certification.txt

Dear DESE,

| just review the Online Presentation Introducing Waiver Application (22-min. recording). It
was very well prepared and delivered. |, for one, am supporting the plan for proposing a
waiver to NCLB. Although we (NPS) have performed very well under most of our current
accountability systems, we also know that success should be measured with more of an
emphasis on “continuous improvement.” This is something all schools and all children will
benefit from all the while holding public schools accountable for results.

Stephen Kleinsmith, Nixa Public Schools, superintendent
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From: Pat Conley [PConley@pkwy.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2011 10:23 AM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: ESEA Flexibility Waiver
Attachments: VictimOfitsOwnSuccess_{xt.indd. pdf

I have serious reservations about Missouri's request for a waiver. For far too long, education has been buffeted by one
storm of reform after another. The results of such an approach have hardly been improvement. Before we inaugurate
another storm season, though, I hope that we have a serious re-examination of some of the assumptions underlying
education.

I have attached a pdf file of my book A Victim of Its Own Success: American Education at a New Crossroad. The book
offers not only criticism of the status quo but also makes some very practical suggestions for reform in teacher
education and teacher evaluation.

NOTICE: Any information contained in or attached to this message is intended solely for the use of the intended
recipient(s). Any review, retransmission, dissemination of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this communication by
persons other than the intended recipient(s) is prohibited. If you received this communication in error, please contact the
sender and delete the material from all computers.
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From: Dale Vandeven [dvandeven@ashland.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2011 1.00 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: Waiver request delay

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing this afternoon to ask that the State Board of Education delay submitting a waiver request in
February. I believe there are components that are too vague and may not represent a change that is better for
Missouri schools.

Thanks for taking the time to read this request.

Dale Van Deven
Principal
Southern Boone High School
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From: Frank Kitlian [killianf@richiand.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2011 2:54 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: ' Whom It May Concern,

Whom It May Concern,

My name is Frank Killian, Superintendent at Richlnad R-1 School in Essex, Missouri. My only
question concening MSIP 5 and NCLB is will there ever be a measuring tool for Vocational
students as a positive goal instead of just the 180 follow-up. I have a hard time
understanding why we are telling students that are good with their hands that becoming a
plumber, electrician, mechanic, truck driver, wood worker, etc. is not a good option for
success. AS long as education continues to push more core classes on students along with the
message that going to college is the only way to be successful, we will continue to fail our
kids that need to be vocational involved. 1Is there any tool or any plans to give more
importance to vocational classes, which I know is almost a form of going back to old school
tracking but if certain students are better served on a vocational track than why do we as
educators continue to push every student towards college?

Maybe I am on the wrong thought track, if so help me re-direct my thought process.

AS for the waiver and the thought the commissioner shared with the SEMO Supt. group of
Missouri wanting to move towards one set off criteria instead of two (State and National), I
believe every educator and administrator is firmly behind the commissioner with this thought
process.

Thanks for listening,

frank Kiliian
Superintendent



mailto:killianf@richland.k12.mo.us

Katnik, Paul

21

_—
From: Dave Shalley [dshalley@scotland.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Friday, December 18, 2011 3:20 PM
To: ESEA Waiver
Subject: Waiver

I think we need more information prior to the submission of the NCLB waiver.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Sirs,

As a small school Superintendent we continually are looking for ways to improve our schools and our students.
If we make a change of any kind we take time to research, check the data, and make decisions based on the
needs of our students. ALWAYS we make decisions based on input from our staff. All successful

organizations succeed with the input from those who are in the trenches doing the work. They desire the input
from everyone before a decision is made!

My concern is that we again are trying to push something through without ample time to discuss, research, and
develop a solid plan of action. There has not been enough thought or input from the stakeholders. This seems
to be the norm instead of the exception in the past few years. Here we are again, with plans for education that
have not been run by the people who will be implementing things. Haste in passing something, just to get it
through is not a good idea!

Yours in what is best for students NOT organizations, or Governmental regulations

Rick Roberts

Supt. Schools Shelby Co. R-4

TR — —

Rick Roberts [rroberts@cardinais. k12.mo.us]
Friday, December 16, 2011 3:30 PM

ESEA Waiver

Thoughts on Waiver
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From: Charles, Randy [RCharles@mail.sicharles.k12.mo.us]
Sent: _Friday, December 16, 2011 3:42 PM
To: ESEA Waiver

First of all, let me thank you for your efforts to pursue a waiver of federal NCLB sanctions. While | support pursuit of this
waiver, | question the rush with which this is being done.

Other than the fact that some schools may benefit from the waiver as soon as possible, | see no reason to move so
quickly. It is much more important to address such a complex issue correctly than it is to address it quickly. For that
reason, | urge you to delay your timeline and allow time for increased input and for the development and inclusion of
added detail.

Thank you for considering this request.

Zandal (Clarles

Superintendent
City of St. Charles School District
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From: Robert Brinkley [bbrinkley@odessa.k12.mo.us]
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2011 3:44 PM

To: ESEA Waiver

Subject: NCLB Waiver

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is being written to voice my concern over the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) waiver that is being
discussed by the State Board of Education.

While, I do agree that the requirements of NCLB are unrealistic, 1 feel we should not act in haste to waive them
at this time. I feel we should have further discussions before acting. Some of the discussions should include the
fiscal notes tied to eliminating the requirements and a better understanding of what the new state requirements
will include as a result from 