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Introduction
The future of America is primarily pegged to its children. Children are a critical aspect of our nation's sustainability.  Every child deserves to get a quality education which will help them become dependable and productive members of society. The bill of rights enshrines the right to free and quality education for all kids living in America. The constitution prescribes quality public education for all, without a bias on race, ethnicity, religious or political affiliations, or physical inability. 
Over time, the federal government has passed several legislation and Acts of Congress that aim to make public education free and accessible to every child.  All education laws and acts have been based on a common principle; to ensure that the education system provides an equal opportunity for all students to better themselves and realize their educational goals and potential.
One of the most critical education Acts was the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, ESEA passed into law in 1965. ESEA was signed into law by President Lyndon. In his quest to rid America of poverty, the President moved to reshape the country's educational landscape; the administration of the day directed more of its attention to the strengthening of the education sector to ensure that every child had access to free and quality education in public schools.
President Lyndon's government established comprehensive statutory and legal requirements that directed more federal funds to the elementary and secondary schools to ensure higher education standards. The funds assigned to schools under the ESEA were designated for the development of school infrastructure, learning and teaching material, promotion of professional development, and boosting parents and guardians' involvement in the running of schools. In 1965 April, the Act was signed into federal law, and rampant educational changes were rolled out. Over the years, ESEA has been used by different national administrations as the basis for running the educational sector. However, the ESEA has proven inadequate in addressing several critical academic concerns that have come up during the years it was in action. The education sector is ever dynamic, with changes in education's macro and microenvironment, consequently necessitating revision of current law or implementing new direction altogether.
Precedence of ESSA
Notably, the amendment to the ESEA Act by President George Bush in 2001 is the most influential factor that necessitated the ESSA reauthorization of 2015. In 2001, President Bush reauthored the ESEA Act into the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB). The new Act was geared to ensuring that teachers and teachers were held accountable for their performance. The Act prescribed annual tests that were standard for all American schools, whether private or public. Schools' performance in these national exams was measured against achievement levels set by the government. Every state, under the Act, was required to develop tests in line with the requirements of the Act. Under the No Child Left Behind Act, school administrations were held to account if their schools didn't meet the Adequate Yearly Progress (A.Y.P.) limits that states were compelled to enact by the Act. 
The NCLB dictated stringent measures were executed for schools that failed to restructure their internal organization after three consecutive years of failing to meet the set performance standards. The Act also mandated schools and states to hire highly trained teachers who were experienced in a bid to boost the schools' performance.
One of the critical successes of NCLB was bridging the gap between affluent and economically disadvantaged students. The Act also offered a legal framework for protecting and delivering quality education to students from marginalized and at-risk communities. 
Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) of 2015
The ESSA was ascended into federal law by President Obama in 2015. Obama's administration argued that the Act was the urgent remedy America's education sector need. The Act reworked the 50-year old ESEA that had essentially dictated how the education sector operated and worked. The Act also reauthored the national laws of education, further reaffirming President Lyndon's ESEA vision of creating an education sector that offered equal long-term opportunities to every student. The government argued ESSA's legal framework and statutes as an acritical tool for further strengthening the efforts made by education stakeholders to improve the quality of education. (U.s Department of education. n.d)
What necessitated the formulation of ESSA?
Like its predecessor, ESEA, ESSA was driven by a need to ensure that students from families and communities with low financial power received a quality education, similar to their counterparts from more affluent families. Children, especially those from poor minority communities, received poor education compared to children in white-dominated neighborhoods. The article Unequal Opportunity: Race and Education, (Linda. 1998) puts minority education challenges into perspective. The author states that the persistent low performance in national exams by students in minority communities. According to the author, American education is among the unequal systems in the developed world. Students in America receive an education that is drastically unequal due to their economic and social background. 
Schools in affluent communities, mostly white-dominated areas, spend on average ten times more than schools in poor neighborhoods. Even with inadequate funding and staffing of schools in poor communities, the pressure to perform mounted on teachers, administration, and pupils.
Historical perspective of education inequality
The race has always been a contentious issue in America. Up to 1960, children from minority groups were educated in segregated public schools. Any attempts by federal and state governments to integrate schools had proven ineffective. Minority schools were poorly equipped, lacked teachers, infrastructure, and learning materials.  Schools with minority children were performing dismally in national tests. While the country has considerably reduced the educational gap, there still exists a disparity in American schools' quality of education and racial integration. Today, children from minority poor continuously enroll in schools composed predominantly of minority children. Educational data from several states, covering major parameters of education sector; ranging from teacher experience to school finances and curriculum, has indicated that schools that had a majority of minority children had lower overall standards than schools in white neighborhoods.
States in Southern parts of America, where minority groups are mostly found, have lesser funds to equip the public education sector than states in the northern regions. In their 1991 report, Willian and Taylor reported to the senate that states that were more industrialized in the south were spending lesser money on public education; compared to other states. (Taylor and Piche. 1991)
Kozol and Perluss, in their 1991 book, Savage Inequalities, paint a clear depiction of the differences between public schools comprised of predominantly minority students and those from white suburbs. The authors use Mackenzie Public High school in Detroit and schools in the neighboring suburban neighborhoods. The authors conclude that schools in minority communities were surviving on the bare minimum in terms of infrastructure and teaching and support staff; on the other hand, schools in white neighborhoods had more than enough facilities and human resources. (Kozol and Perluss. 1992)
From the discussion above, it evident that despite the legal framework that existed for over half a century, there was still a stark disparity in the quality of education offered to American kids. Despite President Lyndon's vision of an education system that was standardized regardless of financial status, race, and region, minority children were not receiving education of the same quality as those from the majority race. The Obama administration had then moved to strategically address the challenges listed above by developing a legal framework that sufficiently catered to students' educational needs in minority groups.
Shortcomings of NCLB that necessitated formulation of ESSA
As explained before, the No Child Left Behind Act was the ESSA's predecessor. NCLB had radically changed the education sector by mounting pressure on the students, schools, and staff to perform better in national tests; otherwise, they would have explanations to do. The Act prescribed a standard test for all schools to encourage uniformity and equity in the education sector.
However, while the NCLB had made significant steps in the right direction, it was deemed ineffective after a few years, necessitating its reauthoring by the government. In this essay's section, I will briefly note the NCLB's shortcomings and challenges that drove the need to formulate and adopt ESSA in 2015.
The NCLB was anchored on rigorous testing of students and high teacher performance. School administrations were also under immense pressure to produce stellar marks in national exams, irrespective of the prevalent conditions in schools with a history of poor infrastructure and poor performance. The provisions required schools that performed poorly in three consecutive years of the Act to initiate internal reorganization of their structure to address poor results. Teachers and workers unions argued that the NCLB functionality and high-test performance and appraisal placed too much pressure on the teachers, consequently dealing a considerable blow to their morale and motivation.  
The NCLB also lowered the quality of education and tests in American schools. When the NCLB was rolled out, the federal government was tasked with developing tests aligned with the national set standard. The federal government had not adequately prepared the states, leaving most of them in a confused state. Most states did not have laid out mechanism and infrastructure to develop these tests and had to contract private corporations to build them. These capitalistic-oriented corporations were not keen on developing tests that extensively covered all aspects of a student's life, preferring generic and easy to formulate tests. While these companies made billions of profits, they dealt a significant blow to the success of the NCLB. (Schneller. 2017). The ineffective testing modality was a critical factor that compelled the Obama administration to reauthor the NCLB act to eradicate the intensive testing and ranking it had imposed on the country's education sector.
NCLB Act also missed a fundamental concept of the education sector of America. It did not acknowledge the critical role of racial and socioeconomic factors in shaping the quality of education in the private and public education sectors. The Act did not consider whatever role these factors played in determining the quality of education offered in learning institutions. By recommending a standardized testing method across all schools, the government essentially set up school administrations, students, and teachers to fail. While the NCLB Act adopted a "one size fits all" approach in running the education sector, it had to a great extent, do the opposite of what the President had envisioned when proposing the Act.
Analysis and description of ESSA
Many people viewed ESSA as the remedy to the damages the NCLB had caused on the education sector. As of 2014, many schools were facing federal sanctions for failing to meet the performance standards set by the federal government. Following a public and educational outcry, President Obama initiated a waiver for fines that schools had accumulated. However, there was criticism on the practicability of NCLB in helping America realize its educational goals. The failure and criticism of NCLB have imminently set the stage for ESSA to be introduced by the government. 
The key highlight of ESSA's programs and policies
The ESSA successfully returned the mandate of running the education sector to the states. The NCLB had significantly established the federal government as the most significant controller of education in the country. The policy dictated how tests were to be administered, how teachers' and school performance was to be measured, and how much fines schools were to pay when they violated the statutory requirements of the Act. (Act, E.S.S. 2015)
Under ESSA, every state was legally compelled to present a well-structured and comprehensive accountability strategy to the federal Department of Education, which is mandated to assess the viability and practicability of the states' approach, offering suggestions and insights on how to make the plan more effective. The department has the authority to approve or disapprove any state's accountability strategy, with valid reasons.
ESSA gives the states the freedom to choose accountability goals that they deem relevant to achieving their educational goals. States are required by the Act to identify both long- and short-term goals aligned with the national education goals. States should ensure that all accountability goals picked cover student testing, students' English language proficiency, and the state's high school graduation rate.
Obama's ESSA places a great emphasis on the need for accountability in the education sector. Under the Act, all elementary and middle schools are legally required to incorporate at least four accountability indicators into their internal system. Schools' administrations must establish three academic pointers of accountability. The Act recommends schools monitor students' aptitude in state exams, proficiency in the English language, and other aspects of a student's school life. The Act also requires schools to choose one non-academic indicator, such as student participation in extracurricular activities. States are also required by the Act to measure the performance of high schools using the criteria used in elementary schools while incorporating the graduation rates.
ESSA takes into consideration schools that perform poorly. At least once every three years, every state must identify the schools that perform badly based on its customized testing criteria. The states must implement measures at the policy and operational level to ensure that these poor-performing schools improve. Also, states have to identify high schools with a graduation rate of lower than 67% and take necessary action to improve the graduation rate. The Act also requires the states to identify schools where specific minority groups perform poorly compared to other students.
In schools that perform poorly, the state must mandate and monitor the district to collaborate with the teachers and stakeholders to develop an effective action plan. In case schools do not improve their performance, the state is legally mandated to step in and take control of the school's administration. ESSA requires the states to establish ways of helping special groups of students, minorities, and students with disabilities, who might be performing poorly in school. In collaboration with the school's administration, the state should develop a strategy and plans to ensure that the performance of these students improves. The Act compels all states to allocate between four and seven percent of all money given by the federal government towards improving the performance of minority students.
Perhaps, the most critical way ESSA addresses challenges caused by NCLB is through its different students' testing modalities. While the NCLB implemented standardized national testing, the ESSA allows states to determine what tests work best for them. ESSA mandates the states to test all learners in grades three to eight on arithmetic and reading skills. The states also have to try learners in high school once. The states are legally required by the law to compile an extensive analysis of the performance of minority groups and students living with disabilities in a bid to address the minority groups' concerns. The Act gives the states freedom of choosing the type of tests to administer to their learners; they can either use local tests or nationally acceptable tests. ESSA encourages states to adopt tests that are challenging and test all areas of a learner's life, socially and academically.
Under ESSA, teachers are no longer assessed based on how students perform in tests and exams. The NCLA clause that required teachers to be "highly trained" has been eliminated by the new Act. Instead, ESSA provides a host of resources that states and schools can employ to train teachers on top performers. 
Implementation of ESSA's policies
The success of ESSA is directly pegged on the cooperation between state governments, national governments, and school administrators. While the federal government plays a role in implementing ESSA, the most critical role rests on the states' governments. (Rentner et al., 2017). The federal government has primarily accorded autonomy to the states to run their education sector, determine what works for them, and implement it. School administrations also play an essential role in the Act's success since they are better placed to identify the challenges making them perform poorly and minority student groups that might be performing poorly.
Funding of ESSA
ESSA is primarily funded through a 1.6-billion-dollar federal block grant covering various programs ranging from extracurricular activities to technological advancement. Districts are compelled to spend at least twenty percent of total grant allocation on activities that ensure students grow into all-rounded citizens. The ESSA also provides grants to school districts that want to implement programs to train teachers using the Act's resources. Under ESSA, states are given grants to streamline their Early Childhood Education, E.C.E., programs owing to the greater emphasis the Act places on ensuring learners start education in the right way. (First Five Years Fund. Org. n.d ). The federal government and the state take its oversight role of the ESSA funding and grants seriously. The district oversight board also ensures that school administrators do not mishandle money and that the programs established under the Act are sustainable and within reasonable financial bounds.
Anticipated and unanticipated results of ESSA
ESSA was developed after extensive scientific and social research. Obama's government aimed at developing an education system that was holistic and provides a conducive environment for learners to realize their potential and learning goals.
The implementation of ESSA has brought several successes that had been anticipated and unanticipated. As expected, ESSA has boosted the morale of students, and consequently, students are performing better in and out of class. By adopting ESSA, schools have been able to identify and focus their attention on the minority groups' performance and how it can be improved. 
In Colorado, in its preliminary health and wellness data collection, the state added the questionnaire on the sexual orientation of students. The state discovered that LGBTQ+ learners were a marginalized group and were likely to develop Substance Use Disorder. (SUD). (Katie. 2019)
Strengths and Weaknesses of ESSA
More than half of all school-going children in America are in the minority groups. Implementation of the ESSA has continuously improved their education prospects by focusing on their unique needs and challenges. ESSA's critical strength lies in the autonomy of each state to design its education program, specifically tailored to address its specific educational and social needs. ESSA abolished the concept of one-size-fits-all after education stakeholders argued that the policy was doing more harm than good for the country's learners.
The autonomy of states in educational matters has also proven to be a weakness for ESSA. Several states have missed the national goals of education when designing their educational and testing systems. For example, Colorado's education plan does not clearly outline the strategy the state will employ to improve learners' performance who perform poorly in mathematics and reading tests. Essentially, the state's education strategy doesn't conform to the federal education policy, putting the state in a possible grid lock with the national education department. (Alliance for Excellent Education. 2017)
Conclusion and recommendations
Without a doubt, ESSA has proven crucial in reshaping our country's education landscape. Thanks to the Act, students disadvantaged by previous education systems stand a better chance of getting quality and affordable education today. Students from poor backgrounds can now access high-standard education that will be a critical factor in brightening their future economic prospects.
However, like its predeceasing education policy, the ESSA leaves room for improvement and fine-tuning; to ensure that the American education system is genuinely accommodating of all students. While the federal government has handed the education steering mantle to the states' governments, it should play a more supervisory active role in implementing the policy. The state-managed education system is a relatively new concept, with states having little background to base their education system designs. The federal government should provide scientific and technical guidance to the states; to ensure that their education strategy meets the national goals of education.
While ESSA mandates states to identify minority groups who are performing poorly, it does not offer a comprehensive strategy to address the background cause of these students' poor performance. ESSA does not adequately address issues like poor housing, drug and substance abuse and poor economic background. Technically the policy puts more emphasis on the identification of problems and not the design of corrective measures. Also, the policy does not clearly state the course of action when state interventions fail to improve poorly performing schools' performance. The only plausible solution the policy offers is for the states to overhaul the school management; this proposal seems to blame the school's poor performances solely on the administration, oblivious of other possible causes.
However, implementing a strategy that addresses the concerns raised by critics on the functionality of ESSA can address the policy's shortcomings. The federal government should collaborate with the states' education department to design education programs and tests. The federal government's education experts should stay on as advisors of the states until the education systems yield positive results. Afterward, the federal government should hand over the control of the education systems to the states.
The federal department of education should collaborate with the social welfare department to roll out programs to address the background issues that contribute to minority students' poor performance. The departments should then include programs that address drug and substance abuse, economic constraints in the core principles of ESSA. 
Implementation of the proposals above will require money. The federal and state governments should increase the allocation of funds to the education sector, with additional funds sources from non-governmental organizations that deal with education. Any funds that the government will use to improve ESSA will not have been utilized in vain since they will go a long way in ensuring American kids get the quality and proper education they deserve. The federal government should spearhead implementing the proposed strategy while collaborating with the states' education departments and other educational stakeholders.
However, possible challenges might arise in implementing the proposed changes due to the clash of mandate and power of the federal and states governments.
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