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Section I
Former President George Bush in 2002 signed the No child left behind act of 2001 (NCLB) into law. It was previously referred to as the elementary and Secondary Education act. The act’s main responsibility and the mandate were to particularly ensure that basic education and schools focused on reducing the gap between minority, disabled, disadvantaged, and limited English proficiency students and their peers. Ideally, the act had the main goal that particularly aimed at ensuring that all students meet a minimum proficiency by 2014 (The White House 2002). The provisions of this particular required all the state departments in the education sector to particularly establish and develop academic standards outlining in detail what each needs to master at grades three, five, eight, and eleven. Similarly, the act also held schools accountable to satisfy essential state proficiency goals (The White House 2002)
It is ideally important to note that the implementation of the No child left behind by the US government, state department for basic education, has significantly enhanced the federal responsibility in holding basic learning institutions for the student outcomes. In 2015, the congress passed the Every Student Succeeds Act consequently replacing the NCLB. The act was initially a collaboration between civil rights groups, both democrats and republicans in the George Bush administration. The collaboration primarily sought to particularly advance the nation’s competitiveness to successfully close the achievement gap that previously existed between the poor and disadvantaged students and their peers who were arguably advantaged (Dean, 2016). 



Section II
The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) was arguably part of President Johnson's programs for a greater society. The law passed in 1965, required the federal government to offer more than a billion dollars annually in aids under the first statutory section referred to as Title I. Under this policy, districts were particularly required to help in funding the education of disadvantaged students. Since the initial legislation, the law has undergone various reauthorizations subsequently expanding the role of the federal government in the education sector.
It is argued that since its inception in 2002, the act has had significant impacts on teaching and learning in schools. It has continued to be increasingly controversial among most educators and the general public consequently leading to school improvements. Generally, the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) that came into action in January 2002 during the Bush administration is viewed as the most recent update to the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965. The law was primarily born out of concern since it was argued that the American system of education had since lost its value and was no longer competitive internationally (Dean, 2016). With the implementation of this act, a special focus was thus put on the nation’s education system to particularly ensure that states and schools boost the performance of students in certain groups such as the English language, learners in special education. It is important to note that states were required to comply with the provisions of this act failure to which they risked losing federal Title I money. 



Section III
In addressing the social problem in the education sector, the NCLB law requires states to test students particularly in reading and math in grades 3 and 8, and are consequently needed to report the results obtained from those tests. These strategies are particularly aimed at bringing all the students and learners at proficient levels. The law keeps schools on track towards ensuring that their goals are achieved through a mechanism referred to as adequate yearly progress. Schools that miss on this requirement for two or more years are usually exposed to possible sanctions. Schools that miss these requirements could be forced to transfer their students to a better performing school. Similarly, they could be required to offer free tutoring to the students who fail (Acosta et al., 2020).
The NCLB requires the recruitment of teachers who are highly qualified in learning institutions. Teachers seeking to be recruited in schools must possess a degree in what they seek to teach and consequent state certification. In the pursuit of bipartisan support to the education system and greater accountability for results, the act affects virtually almost all the aspects of education (The White House 2002). The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA)-ranging from Title I and efforts to improve teacher quality to initiatives for limited English proficient (LEP) students and safe and drug-free schools.
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It is noted that since the implementation of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), the government has continued to invest billions of dollars. However, several American students are still lagging behind their foreign counterparts academically. Despite its application in most American institutions and the desire to achieve its main purpose, the achievement gap in the US between the rich and the poor has remained wide. Too many of the neediest students who require assistance are still left behind. It is scientifically proven that schools perform better when they are held accountable for the results that they produce. These are usually the guiding principles as outlined by the NCLB act. Reforms in the education sector such as the NCLB were developed in the United States out of the perception that the US students were not learning enough. Evidence drawn from comparisons between the US students and those particularly from other countries indicated that the US education system was not adequately preparing the students (Klein, 2015).
Conclusion
The NCLB has continued to represent an evolutionary change in the nation's education sector. The law has significantly affected the operations and decisions of states and district schools (Center on Education Policy). For instance, the law has compelled states to test students while at the same time engaging qualified teachers to handle classroom affairs. Critics have however argued against the law stating that its provisions are too rigid and that even good performing schools are also advised to improve. Critics have as well pointed out the fact that law has also continued to mature without congressional reauthorization. Additionally, some of the challenges facing the law include; the difficulty of screening teachers to help the perennially failing schools.
The NCLB law has in the recent past continued to face criticisms with the arguments that the law relies heavily on standardized tests. Moreover, emphasizing math and reading tests has consequently narrowed the scope of the curriculum making the schools spend considerably little time on the other subjects such as arts, social studies, and foreign languages that are also tested at the school level. The defenders of the act have pointed out that it is based on test-based accountability. Initially, teachers were never held accountable for student learning. However, they were always rewarded based on their education levels and the amount of time spent in the profession. The act has in some situations conceptualized accountability because educators and teachers are evaluated based on student performance.
Moon (2006) observed that with the emphasis placed on accountability by the act, educators are arguably "over-concerned" with ensuring that their students achieve the least proficiency levels in the tests. However, many schools have not met the Act's achievement. Approximately 30 % of US schools have failed to adequately meet the requirements.
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