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Obama Admin. Unveils $1-Billion “Master Teacher Cor  ps”
Written by Brian Koenig

The Obama administration announced a new initiaMeginesday to recruit an elite group of master attus in a $1-
billion effort to bolster U.S. educational attainmén the subjects of math, science, engineerind,tachnology. “If
America is going to compete for the jobs and indestof tomorrow, we need to make sure our childnengetting the
best education possible,” President Obamdwhen introducing the effort. “Teachers matter, greht teachers
deserve our support.”

The Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math (8)laster Teacher Corps, comprised of “some oftéigon’s
finest educators in STEM subjects,” is slated tmth with 50 teachers grounded in 50 differenssitgth a four-year
goal to reach 10,000 Master Teachers. The elitepgi®charged with a multi-year commitment to tbeps, and in
return for their service and expertise, they vétteive an annual $20,000-stipend on top of theteot salary.

Speaking at a campaign event in San Antonio, TexaJuesday, Obama emphasized an urgency to bdoshton

funding, while blasting Republican rival Mitt Romnfor preferring tax cuts to the wealthy over gtyatiducation for
America’s children. “I'm running to make sure tanerica has the best education system on eartt, fire-K all the
way to post-graduate,” the presideietclared “And that means hiring new teachers, especialljnath and science.”

The White Housexpoundewn the program, explaining that the underlying geab generate a breeding effect in
which highly skilled educators share their expertisth other teachers, generating a more exparmsiueational
quality for students across the nation:

Today, the Administration also announced that tresielent will immediately dedicate approximatelY0@million of
the existing Teacher Incentive Fund toward helgicigool districts implement high-quality plans ttakéish career
ladders that identify, develop, and leverage higtffgctive STEM teachers. With an application diedbf July 27th,
over 30 school districts across America have ajresaghaled their interest in competing for fundtogdentify and
compensate highly effective teachers who can maeimentor STEM instruction for their teaching geeroviding
those teachers with additional compensation, reitiognand responsibilities in their schools.

According to Roberto Rodriguez, an assistant tgtiesident in education policy, STEM teachers balchosen
among local education leaders and will spend at fiearr years in the role. "They'll be an elite gvaf teachers
leading their communities,” RodrigueZiirmed “They'd lead professional development [coursaglntorship
activities, and would be regularly contributing niesson plans and strategies to transform and wepsoience and
math teaching.”

Over the long term, the administration plans tqgtdhe initiative with $1 billion included in th@esident’s 2013
budget request. However, both chambers of Congtassk down Obama’s budget earlier this year, ppaiserious
obstacle for his ability to get congressional apptdor the program's $1-billion price tag.

Education Secretary Arne Duncan expects, ratheitamsly, the plan will see bipartisan support meffort to boost
achievement in critical educational areas. “Thitidtive has nothing to do with politics,” he saftt's absolutely in
our country’s best long-term economic interestda@adnuch better job in this area.”

But Duncan'’s hope has already been blunted. Chaiohthe House Education and the Workforce Commifighn
Kline (R-Minn.) highlighted 80 existing teacher-djtiaprograms and said it would be imprudent to pmore money
into programs that may be inefficient or duplicati¥Republicans share the president’s goal of mgthietter teachers



in the classroom,” asserted Alexandra Sollbergspakeswoman for Kline. “However, we also valuasgarency and
efficient use of taxpayer resources.”

“A 2011 Government Accountability Office (GAO) repddentified 82 existing teacher quality prograh&oliberger
explainedfurther. “Many of the programs overlap, and ligort has been made to determine whether the anogr
were actually effective.”

In effect, the Obama administration’s latest endeds; in a broader sense, an effort to pump mederal dollars into
an education system that has seen explosive sgegrbmwth over the past few decades. And despitegressive
incline in education spending, student achieverhashot only remained flain some areas it has declined.

In a January 2011 article, Neal McCluskey, assedaector of the Cato Institute’s Center for Edicraal Freedom,
reportedon the federal government’s ever-expanding rokedincation and how its presence in the sector is onl
“stuffing donuts into an already obese system”:

Federal elementary and secondary education spehdmgsen mightily since the early 1970s, when Mfagon first
started immersing itself in education. In 1970,cading to the federdDigest of Education Satistics, Uncle Sam spent
an inflation-adjusted $31.5 billion on public K-&8ucation. By 2009 that had ballooned to $82.%ohbill

On a per-pupil basis, in 1970 the feds spent $435fudent. By 2006 — the latest year with avadatdta — it was
$1,015, a 133 percent increase. And it's not liseesand local spending was dropping: Real, oyeral-pupil
spending rose from $5,593 in 1970 to $12,463 ir62@0d today we beat almost every other industddlination in
education funding.

“What do we have to show for this?” McCluskey séiitst, is an expansion in public-school employeét) pupil-to-
staff ratios close to halving between 1969 and 209@t coincidentally,” he added, “these same peqglitick
powerfully for ever more spending and against mefothat will challenge their bloated monopoly. Tlaéso routinely
defeat efforts to hold them accountable for results

And what has billions of dollars in lobbying delred to the U.S. education system? McCluskey corslud

This constant feeding of special interests is wieyves gotten zilch in the outcome that really matter learning. Since
the early 1970s, scores on the National Assessofiétducational Progress — the "Nation's Report Carchave
been utterly stagnant for 17-year-olds, our schdfifgl products.” In 1973 the average math saeas 304 (out of
500). In 2008 it was just 306. In reading, the 18vérage was 285. In 2008 it was up a single pbitiing 286.

Too, the plan flies in the face of teacher claihat teachers are not the problem. For years teatlaee been saying
that unmotivated students and uninvolved paremtshar problem — and there is truth to this: Asiatskn American
schools typical do very well on international meehts, so the opportunity to learn is already atéél to most kids
who want to learn. But it's also true that almastame can teach good students, while it takesyageod teacher to
motivate and teach poor students.

The problem with this plan, like so many other glémfix education, is that the plan does nothinget rid of poor
administrators, who often emphasize unproductiteskactivities such as "group learning”; it doeshing to weed
out unmotivated, poor teachers; and it does notvagichool choice so that students may go to sctibatshave top-
notch teachers and administrators, thereby puptiegsure on all schools to get rid of dead weithis plan, if
initiated — like so many others — is destined tb fa



