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No Child Left behind Act: Assessment of its effectiveness

Arguably, access to proper education is one of the primary drivers of social mobility. When children from different economic, social and cultural backgrounds have equal access to quality education, they get an equal chance at changing their lives as they approach adulthood. However, children from poor backgrounds, those with special needs, and minorities have often face disadvantages in the education system. Although the children might have access to education, a reliable system to monitor the quality of education is critical to getting them at par with the rest. The No Child Left behind act sought to bridge the gap in the education system by putting in place stringent requirements on schools and teachers to ensure the special needs children and the economically disadvantaged perform at the same levels as other American children. However, an assessment of its effectiveness would show that although some of its provisions worked to bring equality in the American education system, is still serious flaws that needed to be corrected. 

The No Child Left behind Act sought to reduce the gaps in the education system that often disadvantaged children from poor backgrounds from accessing quality education by putting in place strict rules for schools. NCLB was effective in increasing inclusion in America’s education system by bringing into focus the students with learning and attention deficiency.  Before the enactment of the act, schools did not compare the performance of this category of students. However, the NCLB led to more inclusion of this category of students in the education system and the development of a more reliable curriculum to compare their performance in different schools. The strict guidelines on reporting performance led to more attention on students with special needs and a corresponding increase in their graduation rate from about 57% in 2002 to over 68 in 2011.The requirement to report the performance of students according to the set guidelines also paved way for more research on the external environment that affects the performance of children. 
The Act also provided penalties to curb failure to comply with the rules and to punish declining performance.  For instance, Title I of the NLCB provided additional funding to schools serving children from poor economic backgrounds. Indeed, increasing funding to such schools was one of the positive measures of the Act because it would help to improve the service provision of the schools by providing them with better education equipment. Moreover, the funding for the Title I schools came with strict provisions for the schools to improve their performance. Some of the measures to force Title I schools to improve their performance included a change of management or shutting down the school altogether. Indeed, continuous monitoring of the schools helped to increase accountability by both the school heads and the teachers. 

Another positive provision of the NLCB was the use of annual testing in math and reading tests in grades 3–8. The tests were also used for grade 10-12. The use of these annual tests across the nation would help to gauge the overall performance of students in different schools and pinpoint where the students were still lagging behind.  Such information is critical to make improvements where necessary and take corrective action to ensure equality in the access and quality of education for the targeted students. Additionally, the requirement for schools to publicly report the results of all students per subgroups such as minorities was critical to analyzing the results and revealing performance gaps that particular schools needed to improve. Likewise, as schools publicly revealed their results, it would be easy for parents to identify the best schools for their children. 
The NLCB also improved accountability in schools with the provision to meet their yearly progress. The law required schools to share with the state and the parents their annual performance and set targets on how they will improve in the following year. Consequently, the performance of schools could not stagnate but instead they had to show progress every year. The law set the standards for measuring the progress to align with the universal proficient levels across a particular set of students. For instance, the performance of minorities in one school would be compared with the performance of minorities in another school in a different state with the aim of achieving the set level of proficiency in math and reading. 
However, the narrow focus of the Act by only measuring performance in Math and reading reveals one of its flaws in reducing the inequality in education. Arguably, students from the minority groups and those from poor backgrounds need more opportunities to compete with their peers in other areas such as art, theater and sport. As such, although the NCLB sought to bridge the gap between the targeted students and their peers, it was not effective in ensuring that the children have an equal opportunity to compete with their peers outside of the examined areas. Additionally, the narrow focus on performance in math and reading was not useful to students with special needs who need individual attention to bring out their special skill and talent. Arguably, a proper policy to ensure that all special children have an equal opportunity at life and education should focus more on the individual rather than comparing them with others. The NCLB led to a focus on Math and reading, which would be detrimental to developing the talent of students who are gifted in other areas such as art and music. 
Likewise, the use of standardized testing in Math and reading is inadequate to reveal the special and hidden talent of all the target students. One of the dangers of using standardized testing across the population is that it might lower the self-esteem of some of the students who perform poorly by portraying them as inadequate in comparison to their peers. Consequently, although the NCLB sought to measure performance of schools and students through a ranking system, it could have adverse psychological effects on students who came from poor backgrounds and would need more time to meet the proficiency levels that were set at the federal level. Another danger of standardized testing by the NCLB was that some teachers only focused on teaching students to pass the mandatory tests instead of gaining knowledge that will help them in future. A better approach would be to measure the student’s performance against their previous to establish improvement at an individual level instead of putting them up against other students in different states who live in a different environment and face a different set of circumstances. 
Additionally, the Act put more pressure on teachers to show an improvement in the performance of their students without establishing a clear perspective on the factors that could affect the students’ performance. Indeed, several external factors affect the performance of students in the same class and giving set targets for the teacher and school to meet to get federal funding puts unwarranted pressure on the teachers to use unorthodox means to improve the school performance. The implementation of the new law led to an increase in the cases of charting by students and teachers to improve the school performance to escape from the shame of continuous poor performance and to win the confidence of parents. Moreover, the stiff penalties including a possible shut down of poor performing schools put the management of schools under pressure to improve the performance of the students in Math and reading instead of focusing on the overall growth of the child. 
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