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Senator DURBIN. Gregory Cork is the CEO and executive director
of the Washington Scholarship Fund.
Please proceed.

STATEMENT OF GREGORY M. CORK, PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EXECU-
TIVE OFFICER, WASHINGTON SCHOLARSHIP FUND

Mzr. Cork. Thank you, Senator.

Good morning, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member Collins, and
distinguished members of the subcommittee.

My name is Gregory M. Cork, and I'm president and chief execu-
tive officer of the Washington Scholarship Fund, the nonprofit or-
ganization that administers the D.C. Opportunity Scholarship Pro-
gram, otherwise known as the OSP.

It's my honor and privilege to appear before you today to discuss
the profoundly positive impact of the OSP on the lives of the low.
income D.C. students and families served through this landmark
program.

I'm particularly grateful for this opportunity to sit alongside oth-
ers from the D.C. education community who share a commitment
to providing District children with genuine educational access and
to addressing whatever challenges stand in the way of affording
D.C. children the best possible education. We're supporters of op-
tions, after all, whatever works—whatever education works for a
child and his or her family.

Simply stated, Mr. Chairman, the OSP has been a success, and
of indisputable and lasting value to program participants. In fact,
since the OSP’s inception in 2004, several independent reports
have confirmed that the program is working for low-income stu-
dents—D.C.—low-income D.C. students and families.

In April of this year, the U.S. Department of Education released
the latest in a continuing series of evaluation reports prepared by
DOE’s Institute of Education Sciences. This much-anticipated re-
port builds on previous positive findings and confirms what parents
and the OSP have known for years: OSP students are performing
at higher academic levels than their peers who are not in the pro-
gram, and are better off, by virtually every important measure, in
their chosen schools.

Taken together, the DOE reports to date reflect that the OSP, as
intended, is serving the District’s most economically and education-
ally disadvantaged students and families, and shows that the
choices afforded by the OSP are not only improving students’ aca-
demic performance, but redefining their futures.

Also this year, the School Choice Demonstration Project, formerly
within Georgetown University’s School of Public Policy and now op-
erated through the University of Arkansas, released its fourth and
final report on the OSP. Once again, this report, using focus groups
of low-income scholarship families to learn about their experiences
in the program, showed that families are extremely satisfied with
the OSP and the schools they have chosen, and with being given
opportunities, in most cases for the first time ever, to choose
schoals they judged to be the best fit for their children.

According to the report, scholarship parents have “moved from
the margins to the center of their child’s academic development,”
and are finding improved safety in their chosen schools, stricter

45

discipline, smaller classes, values-based environments, enhanced
curriculum, and effective support services such as tutoring and
mentoring.

Perhaps most compelling: for the parents in the School Choice
Demonstration Project study, participation in the OSP is providing
benefits to families that “transcend their children’s education.” The
report states that for most parents the OSP is an opportunity to
lift the next generation of their family out of poverty.

Turning to WSF’s administration of the OSP, pursuant to the
Choice Act, I'd like to highlight the fact that, in its implementation
of the OSP since 2004, WSF has met each of the Choice Act’s or
the authorizing statute’s three central priorities.

First, the OSP has prioritized students coming from schools iden-
tified as in need of improvement (SINT), or otherwise known as
SINI schools. If not for the OSP, 86 percent of scholarship students
would be attending D.C.’s lowest performing schools; that is, those
in need of improvement, corrective action, or restructuring, as des-
ignated under No Child Left Behind.

Second, the OSP has served the needs of the lowest income D.C.
families. To be initially eligible for the OSP, as the subcommittee
knows, a family must be at or below 185 percent of the Federal
poverty level, or about $40,790 for a family of four in 2009, and
must be at or below 200 percent of the poverty level, or about
$44,100, for a family of four in 2009, for their second and subse-
quent years of OSP participation. The—notwithstanding the eligi-
bility requirements, the average income of participating families in
the 2008-2009 school year was only $24,312, far below the eligi-
bility requirement.

Third and finally among the priorities outlined in the statute,
WSF has provided students and families with the widest range of
educational options. In the course of WSF’s administration of the
OSP, 78 of the 86 nonpublic schools in the District of Columbia, or
about 80 percent, participated in the program.

Regarding WSF’s sound fiseal management of the OSP, I should
emphasize that WSF received clean A-133 audits for each of the
first 4 years of the OSP’s implementation—that is, 2005 through
2008—and fully anticipates a clean A-133 audit for the program’s
fifth year, 2009.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, T'd like to add that it’s been my great
privilege to serve as WSF’s president and CEO for the past 2-plus
years. What we and our families together have accomplished
through the OSP doubtless will resonate along the generational
arcs of many hundreds of low-income D.C. families, families who,
frankly, in the absence of the OSP, would have had few, if any,
genuinely promising educational options.

I truly believe that education, after all, is everything. It is my
great hope that we, as a city and a society, will continue to explore
every available means of providing real educational opportunity to
fa_ll of our children, regardless of their means or where they came
Tom.

Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for permitting me to address
the subcommittee regarding WSF’s work in service to OSP students
and families, who have benefited tremendously from the edu-
cational opportunities afforded them by this groundmaking pro-
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gram. I look forward to continuing this discussion with the sub-
committee, and would be pleased to take any questions you have—
you might have now.

Senator DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Cork.

[The statement follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF GREGORY M. Cork
INTRODUCTION

Good morning, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member Collins and distinguish
members of the subcommittee: My name is Gregory M. Cork, and I am pliildei%
andrfhlef e>_sec1£1‘mvet gﬁt‘iceé of the Waﬁhing(t)on Scholarship Fund (“WSF*), the non-
profit organization that administers the D.C. nif i
“ch. OSP”hur pagh oy Opportunity Scholarship Program (the

t is my honor and privilege to appear before you today to discuss the profoundl
positive impact of the D.C. OSP on the lives of the ]owyinceme D.C. stupdents ang
families served through this landmark program. I am particularly grateful for this
opportunity to sit alongside others from the D.C. education community who share
a commitment to providing District children with genuine educational access, and
to addressing whatever challenges stand in the way of affording D.C. children the
best possible education.

The D.C. School Choice Incentive Act of 2003 (the “Choice Act”), the D.C. OSP’s
authogzmg legislation, was enacted in J anuary 2004 as part of a $40 million “three-
sector” education reform package that allocated equal funding to traditional D.C.
public schools, te D.C. public charter schoals, and to the D.C. OSP. The Choice Act—
demgngq “to assist low-income parents to exercise choice among enhanced public op-
portunities and private educational environments”—targets D.C.'s lowest-income
families (those at or below 185 percent of poverty), with a specific priority on stu-
dents attending D.C. “schools in need of improvement” (“SINT” schools). A critical
element of the Choice Act is the law’s mandate for a rigorous Federal evaluation
whlqh measures the OSP’s mmpact in terms both quantitative (ie., students’ aca.
deI(): progress) and qualitative (i.e., participating families’ satisfaction with the pro-
gram).

The results of the Federal evaluation, conducted by the U.S. Department of u-
cation’s ( “]_DQE”J_ Ins_titute of Education Sciences ("IEyS"), have estal?a]ishednthati%u-
dents participating in the D.C. OSP are making real and significant academic gains.
The IES and other independent studies also report that parents are overwhelmingly
satisfied with the schools they have chosen for their children and with the scholar-
ship program itself, and that they see marked improvements in their children’s atti-
tudes towards school, approaches to homework, and general learning habits. These
same studies further report that OSP parents are learning to evaluate schools not
just on criteria related to safety, but also on the content of the schools’ academic
programs—that is, OSP parents are meaningfully participating in their children’s
educations, and they are making good choices on behalf of their children Indeed,
according to these reports, parents view the D.C. OSP as a way to lift the next genj
eration of their families out of poverty.

Overall, in its implementation of t%e D.C. OSP since 2004, WSF has met each of
the three priorities set forth in the Choice Act: Through the OSP, WSF has
prioritized and served students coming from schools identified as in need of im-
provement; targeted resources toward the lowest-income D.C families; and provided
students and families with the widest range of educational options.

ELIGIBILITY FOR AND FUNDING OF THE D.C. OSP

Under the Choice Act, scholarships of up to $7,500 per vear are awarded by lot-
tery to eligible students for tuition, transportation, and other academic-related fees
to attend non-public schools in the District. To be initially eligible for OSP scholar-
ships, parents or guardians must be D.C residents and they must be at or below
186 percent of the Federal poverty level (about $40,793 for a family of four in 2009).
Fg;rx;}‘:esl renlez’éf;l‘&gltggl; schoflarsll'lips must be at or below 200 percent of the Federal
poverty leve i or a family of four in 2009) f 3 £
ye%is OéI?SP e y ur in 2008) for their second and subsequent

e Choice Act allocates annually about $12.1 million directly to scholarshi Fi-
panzla%hsuppodrt fo;]- W:ShF tlg o e;.’ilbe the program is capped at Hypercent of thépfsunc{-
g authorized under the Federal statute (o LY: 15—
et i o ar (or about $362,000 for the OSP’s admini;
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D.C. OSP STUDENTS, FAMILIES, AND PARTICIPATING SCHOOLS

Nearly 20 percent of eligible District students applied for OSP scholarships in the
program’s first 4 years of operation. Key data on OSP students, families, and schools
for the past school year (2008-2009) mclude:

—The average income for participating families was $24,312. . .

—The average family size of scholarship users was a single mother with two chil-

dren.

1.

—Of the 1,716 students participating during the 2008-2009 school year, 1,050
lived in D.C.’s most economically-challenged Wards (5, 7, and 8). .

—If not for the OSP, 86 percent of scholarship students would be attending D.C.'s
lowest performing schools (Schools In Need of Improvement, Corrective Action
or Restructuring, as designated under No Child Left Behind).

—The average K-12 scholarship award was $7,000—just below the $7,500 cap.

—The_average tuition for OSP students at participating schools was $6,000 for
grades K-8 and $9,668 for high school.

INDEPENDENT REPORTS CONFIRM THAT THE D.C. OSP IS WORKING FOR LOW-INCOME D.C.
STUDENTS AND FAMILIES

The U.S. Department of Education’s Institute of Education Sciences’ Evaluation of
the I.C. OSP: Impacts After Three Years (April 2009)

This much-anticipated report released by the U.S. Department of Education—the
latest in the continuing series of IES evaluation reports—builds on previous positive
findings and confirms what parents in the D.C. OSP have known for years: D.C.
OSP students are performing at higher academic levels than their peers who are
not in the program, and are better off by virtually every important measure in their
chosen schools.

The DOE report offers the most unambiguous academic groof yet that the D.C.
OSP 1s working for low-income D.C. students and families. Overall, scholarship stu-
dents are performing at statistically higher levels in reading—over 3 months ahead
of their peers who did not receive scholarships. In addition, the report shows that
some scholarship students are as many as 2 years ahead in reading compared to
their peers without scholarships. o . :

The report also finds that using a scholarship significantly increases parents’ sat-
isfaction with their children’s schools in every measurable area. About 75 percent
of scholarship parents give their children’s schools an “A” or “B” grade, and view
their chosen schools as safer and more orderly. . X .

The DOE reports to date reflect that the D.C. OSP, as intended, is serving the
District’s most economically and educationally disadvantaged students and fami-
lies—and shows that the cgoices afforded by the OSP are not only improving stu-
dents’ academic performance, but redefining their futures.

The School Choice Demonstration Project’s Fourth and Final Report on the D.C. OSP
(January 2009)

The latest report on the D.C. OSP by the School Choice Demonstration Project
(formerly within Georgetown University’s Schooel of Public Policy and now operated
through the University of Arkansas) shows that families are extremely satisfied
with the program and the schools they have chosen, and with being given opportuni-
ties—in most cases for the first time ever—to choose schools they judge to be the
best fit for their children. .

The latest report is the fourth and final publication compiled by the School Choice
Demonstration Project, which uses focus groups of low-income scholarship families
to learn about their experiences in the program. According to the report, scholarship
parents have moved “from the margins to the center of their child’s academic devel-
opment,” and are finding improved safety in their chosen schoels, stricter discipline,
smaller classes, values-based environments, enhanced curriculum, and effective sup-
port services such as tutoring and mentoring. “I was looking for a different environ-
ment for [my child],” explains one parent involved in the report. “My th.ing was he
will follow Sally and Sally [is] not into her work, [in private school] he will follow
John who gets better grades and that’s exactly what’s happening now.”

The report states that “[plerhaps the single most consistent, response voiced in the
focus groups was the high levels of satisfaction reported by each subgroup and co-
hort. Even in situations where parents complained or expressed disappointment
with some aspect of their experience . . . they still gave the program high marks.”

According to the School Choice Demonstration Project report, D.C. OSP parents
cite many %actors that contribute to their satisfaction with the program, including
noticeable improvements in their children’s attitudes about learning, better disposi-
tions toward school, and more productive homework and learning habits. Says one
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parent in the report, “[My child] is doing good in school, and she sa g

want to continue . . . and when I finish 1 want to go to a u.niversit}y;.’ Sll\gggu:gr;
interested in college. She starts to do her homework, and she’s domng it on the
computer , . . she’s learning, learning, learning.”
. For the parents in the School Choice Demonstration Project study, participation
in the_D.g. OSP is providing benefits to families that “transcend their children’s
education.” According to the report, “[flor most parents, [the D.C. OB8P] is an oppor-
tunity to lift the next generation of their family out of poverty.”

WSF'S ADMINISTRATION OF THE D.C. OSP
Meeting the Choice Act’s Priorities

As noted, in its implementation of the D.C. OSP ince 2 5
of the three priorities set forth in the Choice Act: e EI0R WA aset s

The D.C. OSP has prioritized students coming from schools identified as in need

of improvement (“SINI” schools):

—If nqt for the D.C. OSP, 86 percent of scholarship students would be attending
D.C’s lowest—perfonping schools (Schools In Need of Improvement, Corrective
Action or Restructuring, as designated under No Child Left Behind).

The D.C . OSP has served the needs of the lowest-income D.C. families:

—The average income of participating families in 2008-2009 was $24,312—far
below the eligibility requirement. ’
o WSF has provided students and families with the widest range of educational op-
ions:

—In the course of WSF’s administration of the D.C. OSP, 78 of the 86 nen-public

schools in the District (80 percent) participated in the program.
Fiscal Management and Internal Controls
. WSF received clean A-133 audits for each of the first 4 years of the D.C. OSP’s
implementation—2005, 2006, 2007, and 2008. WSF anticipates a clean A-133 audit
for the program’s fifth year, 2009.

Further, WSF has implemented the financial Processes, procedures, and controls
necessary to maintain compliance with all Federal and generally accepted account-
ing standards, rules, and regulations, and with apposite recommendations made by
government agencies. WSF also has fortified its financial infrastructure and IT secu-
rity protocols—e.g., hy installing upgraded financial software, updating written fi-
nancial policies and procedures, and augmenting accounting staff.

DISTRICT FAMILIES, LAWMAKERS, AND OTHER RESIDENTS WANT THE D.C. OSP TO
CONTINUE

Nearlx 20 percent of eligible District students applied for OSP scholarships in the
program’s first 4 years of operation, reflecting high demand for the program from
D. IC s loovg-mcnme families.

0 2009, District Mayor Adran Fenty once again asked Congress for continued
fu.}]dlgg of té}:)% ;hree-sectgr(’ edlécatiaé] reform initiative that 1nc11§§ea the D.C. OSP,

n June 3, seven D.C. City Council Members asked S t. Dune
Mayuerenty to continue the D.C. OSP. SR e
. President Obama has expressed his support for continuing the D.C. OSP in serv-
ice to the low-income District students who already have benefited from participa-
t]cgi in the program.

July 2009 poll of D.C. residents found that 74 percent have a favorable view
of the D.C. OSP, and that 79 percent of parents wi%h school-age children oppose
ending it.

WHAT FAMILIES AND STUDENTS SAY ABOUT THE D.C. OSP

“This program works. I believe every parent should ha th ity t
thgi;hch_li]ld twh;re they feel they shngd go. I want to m“:}a; oty e e
gel e besl educations offered, making sure the, ife.”——
Malcolx]?l o e, ot g 'y can get the best out of life.
"My kids’ educations mean the world to me. You saw what happened with Oba;
right? I'm looking for the next President right here, right Dog)ife? Right Dayo:gc;li;
This should have been here when I was in school; I wouglrd have been so much more
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today. In fact, I'm thinking about going back to school myself."——Anquanette
Williamson, OSP Parent
“Today, I wouldn't know where he’d be, but looking at today, I'm proud and I'm
lad at where he’s at right now. The scholarship program has helped us tremen-
ously."——Radcliffe Fairclough, OSP Parent

“The scholarship has made me feel more secure in my child’s education. Her going
to a geod school will open doors for her in the future . . . . This would not have
been possible without the scholarship.” Linda Bernard, OSP Parent

“He has become inspired, gained self-esteem, and he’s Efoud of his school. He is
very smart and [the teachers at Sacred Heart] recognize his learning style. Not all
children learn the same way. It's important that the environment they are learning
in is best for their needs.” Patricia Willlam, OSP Parent

“It has affected me in a good way, and without the scholarship, I wouldn’t be here
at St. John's. This experience keeps me humble because without it, I don’t have to
see my mom struggle to give me a good education. 'm getting one, and this has
helped me for the better.” Zachary Tanner, OSP Student

“If I didn’t have the scholarship, it would be hard on [my father]. The scholarship
glves me a chance to go to a good school with a good education. I appreciate the
scholarship.”——Guillermo Aburto, Jr., OSP Student.

“How are they going to take the scholarship away from me and my friends? They
didn’t ask us. T don’t understand, because the scholarship has helped me.”——
DeCarlos Young, OSP Student

“I like the teachers. They actually care about the students and they are there to
help. I like how diverse and challenging it is.” Fullumusu Bangura, OSP Student

“My private school offers an atmosphere where students strive to succeed because
of their surroundings. I strive to make killer grades every quarter and turn in all
of my work because it is expected of me and because I have support from my_fn‘equ
and classmates to do so.™ Sanya Arias, OSP Alumna (2009), St. Johns University
(2013)

CONCLUSION

Mr. Chairman, again, it is an honor and a privilege to address the subcommittee
regarding WSF’s work in service to D.C. OSP students and families, who have bene-
fited tremendously from the educational opportunities afforded them by this
groundbreaking program. I look forward to continuing this discussion with the sub-
committee, an wou%(li). be pleased to take any questions you have at this time.

Senator DURBIN. Chancellor Rhee, your personal life story, about
your becoming an accidental educational expert, is a great story.
It’s about Teach For America and your taking over a failing class-
room, and showing dramatic results, and then committing your life
to education. And so, this challenge that you've taken—the District
of Columbia—is consistent with your life’s work, and your goals are
the right goals.

What we've heard here is parents and students voting with their
feet, and leaving the D.C. public schools. We have seen the in-
creased enrollment in charter schools, and the interest and support
of voucher schools. And though I'm going to leave to Senator Col-
lins to question some of the numbers, which obviously are in con-
trast between what she has presented and what you've presented,
if I were to say, “All right, I want to take your position. I believe
in public education first. And I don’t think we ought to walk away
from our responsibility to public education.” What could you say in
response to the parents who say, “But, public education is failing?”
How soon do you really believe that public education in the District
of Columbia will reach a level of at least equality, if not superiority
over, the charter schools in the District of Columbia?

Ms. RHEE. So, I think we are well on our way. If you look at the
gains that we've seen over the last 2 years, they have been incred-
ibly significant. And I think that they have outpaced the gains that
the District has seen in, you know, the 10 years prior to us coming

in. So, we feel like we're heading in the right direction.
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DCPS TRI-SECTOR APPROACH

But, if the question is, you know, “How much longer do we need
before T can honestly say that we—you know, 1 believe that we are
serving all children well, and that we have the highest performing
urban school district in the country?” I think that is going to be a
longer time horizon. And what the Mayor and I talk about is prob-
ably 5 more years, by the end of his second term. And that’s part
of the reason why I continue to support so vehemently the tri-sec-
tor approach. You know, it’s counter to what I think most urban
superintendents believe. They, you know, usually like to, kind of,
be a little defensive, and try to maintain their market share and
that sort of thing. But I believe that part of my job is to try to
make sure that every single school-age child in the city gets an ex-
cellent education. And I'm not really as concerned with what kind
of school, whether it's a private school, a D.C. charter school, or
DCPS school. As long as theyre in an excellent school, getting a
great education, then I'm happy.

SCHOOL VOUCHERS

I don’t believe that vouchers are the answer to our urban edu-
cation problems. For a variety of reasons. You know, with $7,500,
you can’t buy yourself admission to a lot of the best private schools
in the city. And just because you have a $7,500 voucher doesn’t
mean that a private school has to accept you into their school. And
so, for that reason, vouchers aren’t going to be the end-all/be-all so-
lution to the public education problems.

That said, I will tell you that, on a regular basis, I have parents
from wards 7 and 8, which are our highest-poverty wards, which
also are the home of our lowest-performing schools, who come to
me—and they've done everything that a parent should. They say,
“I've looked at all of the data, I know that my neighborhood school
and the schools surrounding it are not performing at the level that
I want it to. So, I participated in the out-of-boundary process, and
I went through the lottery, and I didn’t get a slot at one of the
schools T wanted.” So, they look at me and they say, “Now what?
What are you going to do?”

And I cannot look those parents in the eye right now, at this
point, and offer every single one of them a spot in a school that I
think is a high-performing school. And I think, until we're able to
do that, which again I think is on that 5-year time horizon, then
I believe that we do need to have choice for our families, and I
think they do have to have the ability to participate, either to move
into a charter school or to use the opportunity scholarships.

Senator DURBIN. Mr. Cork, this chart—I'm sure you can’t see, be-
cause it's so far away—it's hard enough for me to see it—but it
shows, since fiscal year 2004, that we have put about $348 million
into added Federal contributions for the D.C. Public Charter and
Opportunity Scholarships Programs. And the amount going to the
program that you administer has been in the range of $13 to $14
million—Federal tax dollars—to benefit some 1,700 students and
their families.

I'm troubled. When we contacted your office and said, “Send
us”—not the names of the students, We're not asking you to violate
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any confidentiality. But, “Send us the names and addresses of the
schools that participate in the voucher program; how many stu-
dents you acknowledge are part of that program in each of the
schools—just by number; how many of the teachers in each of tho
schools have college degrees; how many of the schools have been
judged safe, in terms of the fire safety code, for example, by the
District of Columbia”—that you declined, and said, “T won’t provide
that information.”

So, we said, “Well, if Mr. Cork won’t provide it, the District won’t
provide it, we’ll go to the Department of Education. Theyll give it
to us.” They don’t have it, either. Can you imagine that? Thirteen
or fourteen million dollars a year that we're spending on your pro-
gram, and we can’t even get basic information about how many
students are in each school? Something that basic?

And so, we took what information we had, and we went out on
our own, contacting each school and saying, “Will you volunteer the
same information?” All but five schools responded. We added up
the number of students they said attended, under your program,
last school year—2008-2009. We came up short just under 400 stu-
dents, unaccounted for. That’s about $2 to $3 million being sent to
your program for students we can’t find. I don’t think they’re all
in those five schools.

I don’t understand how you can expect us to send Federal tax-
payers’ dollars to your program, and you refuse to cooperate with
even the most basic information. So, my question to you is, Why
won’t you give us that information, if the schools will volunteer it?
Second, have you visited all of these schools? Do you know that
they are in safe buildings, that they actually operate as they say
they do?

I'm going to show you some pictures, in the second round of ques-
tions, of what is supposedly a D.C. opportunity scholarship school,
with scores of students. You're going to find it hard to believe that,
there are students going to school in some of these places.

So, tell me about your supervision and management of this pro-
gram, and why you don’t think it's any of our business to know
how many students are in each of your schools.

Mr. Cork. First, fortunately, I had lasik surgery. I can make out
the chart.

Senator DURBIN. Congratulations.

Mr. Cork. We—first, I should say that we very much appreciate
the Federal Government’s provision of these funds toward what is
a very worthy program.

You've outlined several issues. I would like to break them down,
if I may.

First, you did request information from our office a couple of
months ago. We provided information in regard to every point you
cited. The one item of information we were unable to respond to at
the time was the identification of students in participating
schools

Senator DURBIN. By number.

Mr. Cork. Right. Well, I should say, Senator Durbin, that we
continue to be fully willing to comply with all of your information
requests, and are happy to provide information about schools, inso-
far as the schools themselves are willing to cooperate in that, as
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i i have
11. I think what we did was defer to the schools, because we
:Eiongstanding agreement, that is approved by the Department of
Education, with the schools, tglfat guards very carefully the con-
iality of student-specific information. !
ﬁdggrgatlé:yﬁmm. Reaplly? And so, the Department of Education
has given you permission to deny to Congress the information
about how many students under yo.ur?program, by number, are in
hool. Is that what you're saying? . gy 4
ea.I:V}Ilr.SCCglt;K. Eﬁo, I did ngjc, say that DOE has given us permission
to deny you anything, and, in fact, we will comply fully with your
information request. . 2
Senator DURBIN. Why did it take 2 months? :
Bfl?aé)éRK. I simply said that we have agreements with the
schools to be very careful about the private information of partici-
i tudents. i b :
paéglngats:‘og DugrsIN. Well, youre talking in circles. Why wouldn’t
you provide me with the information—and this s_ubcomrmtteeﬁ
with the information about the number of students in each school?
Mr. Cork. As I understand it, you sent the same information re-
quest to the schoolsﬁ_and———
tor DURBIN. Yes. ; X .
%EaCOORK [continuing]. They provided you the information you
sought. s
DURBIN. Yes, after you refused to provide it.
I%Je;.l a(g(())rRK. And we specifically said, in our letter to you, that we
would defer to the schools on their willingness to give you student-
ific information. ) ) .
spg{:f;tg; (;)rirJnRBIN. Doesn’t work this way. I'm not going j:o.ls];,_nd
any money to your program unless you can give me the basic infor-
m?\ifi?nCORK. And, Senator, we're hz_xppyhtolprovide information
t the number of enrollees in certain schools.
abi):hould say, the concerns have always been about, for exam%le,
a school that has very few students enrolled, providing the num ei
of students enrolled in that school efsslcintlgllg{ n?:lght be tantamoun
iding th ecific identities of the students.
= SIJ:EL&?);H%UREIS}E T'm sorry, you can’t take the Federal money and
to give us the information. )
thir;l;elf:tsime ag;k you, have you visited all of the D.C. opportunity
hip schools? : ,
Sdﬁltl)kr(slogt)l{. 1 want to emphasize again, we're happy to comp_ly
with all of your requests, and will follow up with your staff. {3
So, yes, we do visit schools on a regular basis. Anc} the goﬁ is
to visit each school—every school once every 2 years. We often have
opportunity to visit each of the schools in a school year. ; )
Senator DURBIN. In a second round of quef.tlonsr I'm going to
show you some pictures of your schools, and I'm going to ask you
about the number of students in these storefronts, townhouses, and
apparently very small settings.
Senator gollins. —_— s Bt
tor COLLINS. Thank you, Mr. Char , ;
I%f:.i El(_‘?ork, I'm a supporter of the D.C: scholar.shlp‘ program. I
don’t think it should be capped; if anything, I think it Shqullld Ee
expanded. But, I’ve got to tell you that I completely agree with the

. the three-pronged strategy?
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chairman that you cannot impede our ability to see whether Fed-
eral funds—we’re not talking about D.C. money or private money—
are being used appropriately.

Surely you, as the administrator of this program, should be able
to tell us how many students there are in each school. We're not
seeking the identities of those students, we are simply trying to get
the aggregate numbers. So, I encourage you to be more forthcoming
so that we can do our job in evaluating the expenditure of Federal
funds. Otherwise, we don’t know if the money is being lost to fraud.
What if there’s a storefront that’s pretending to be a school, and
Federal money is going to it? If youre not visiting each of those
schools, or if we can’t get an accounting, there may be out-and-out
fraud involved. And I say this as someone who's working very hard
to extend what I believe to be a worthwhile program.

Chancellor, I just want to follow up on some of the questions that

Senator Durbin started asking you, and also to talk about some
conflicting data.

DCPS THREE SECTOR APPROACH

First, from what I understand from your exchange with Senator
Durbin, but just to get you very clearly on the record, you do sup-
port the reauthorization of the D.C. scholarship program as part of

Ms. RHEE. Yes, both the Mayor and I continue to support the tri-
sector approach. But I will also reiterate that 1 absolutely agree
with a number of the things that Senator Durbin has brought up
as concerns around accountability. I do believe that it is going to
be necessary, in the long term, over the course of the next 5 years,
for us to be able to do apples-to-apples comparisons of how the var-
ious programs are doing. And that necessitates all of the partici-
pants, and all of the students, taking the same test.

Senator COLLINS. And that's a great lead-in to my next question.
But first let me say on the record that the reason that I think it
would be a tragedy if this program were eliminated at this point—
maybe 10 years from now we can eliminate it in good conscience—
but, at this point 84 percent of the students would be returned to

failed schools. And we just cannot consign them to going to failed
schools.

DCPS TESTING DATA

Let me talk to you about the data, because it is important that
we be able to assess how students are doing in the three different
settings. The Department of Education, the Federal Department of
Education, uses the National Assessment of Education Progress
test to determine reading and math proficiency of fourth and
eighth graders. And according to that assessment, only 14 percent
of D.C’s fourth graders are reading at a proficient level. Yet the
DC—CAS test indicates that 49 percent of the fourth graders are
proficient in reading. That is a huge difference, and makes it ex-
traordinarily diffieult for us to understand what’s going on.

Ms. RHEE. Yeah.

Senator COLLINS. So, why is there such a difference?
Ms. RHEE. Okay.




54

Senator COLLINS. And second, why does the District use a test
that does not meet the No Child Left Behind standards?

Ms. RHEE. So, to answer that question first, actually our test
does meet the No Child Left Behind standards. We actually have
one of the most rigorous tests—standardized tests of any State in
the country.

Senator COLLINS. We have letters from the Federal Department
lof Education saying that it does not meet the standards. Are those
etters

Ms. RHEE. No, those

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Out of date? ;

Ms. RHEE. Actually, no, theyre-—they are referring to different
things. For example, there is a letter that was written to the
OSSE, the Office of the State Superintendent of Education, specifi-
cally about read-aloud accommodations for special education stu-
dents. That had othing to do with our test. What that had to do
with was the fact that too many of the children in the District,
across all the sectors actually, were using the read-aloud accommo-
dation, so we have actually stepped that down, according to the
U.S. Department of Education’s plan. But, again, that has nothing
to do with the validity of the test.

The second piece was about a—the science test. And again, what
happened was—there’s no problem with the validity of the actual
test. What the U.S. Department of Education was saying was that
there was an unclear mandate about how we were going to ensure
that all of the ninth graders were taking a science test.

So, it’s about the administration of the test, and how that had
occurred over prior years; and none of those things from the De-
partment of Education questioned the actual validity of those tests.

Senator COLLINS. I want to pursue this further, but I'm con.
cerned about

Ms. RHEE. Okay. I'm going to——

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Getting an explanation of the dif-
ference. But, let me just say, I don’t read the Department’s June
21’;5_, 2009, letter that way. So, perhaps you could go through
this——

Ms. RHEE. Okay.

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Letter for the record and provide
us with.

Ms. RHEE. Sure.

Senator CoLLINS [continuing]. Your explanation, because it
seems to say very clearly that there are outstanding issues with
the District of Columbia’s general assessments in reading, lan-
%uage arts, and mathematics, and it goes through other issues.

ut.

Ms. RHEE. Yeah. Let me— _

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Explain.

Ms. RHEE [continuing]. Let me address the NAEP issue.

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. The disparity.

Ms. RHEE. Sure. So, first of all, this is actually one of the argu-
ments for the use of a standard national test. Because right now
you have 50 different States, with 50 different sets of standards
and 50 different tests. And if you look at any of the 11 urban school
districts that participate in TUDA, which is taking the NAEP ex-
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amination, you'll see wide discrepancies between how they perform
on the NAEP and how they perform on their own State test. So,
that’s an issue and one of the reasons why I think we need to
standardize this.

The main, I think, discrepancy, though, is because that data that
we have—the last time that we have NAEP data is from 2007. We
will be receiving our 2009 NAEP data in October for the math
scores, November for the reading scores, and that new NAEP data
will give you an assessment of how the District of Columbia
schoolkids have grown over the last 9 years since the Fenty admin-
istration has taken control of the schools.

So, the 2007 NAEP data was actually an assessment of the prior
2 years, from 2005 to 2007.

Senator COLLINS. Thank you.

Senator DURBIN. Senator Alexander.

Senator ALEXANDER. Thanks, Senator Durbin.

Mr. Cork, one reason private schools are private is so that they
don’t have to put up with all the meddling that the Federal Gov-
ernment, the teachers unions, the State government, and the local
governments sometimes impose on schools in the name of well-
meaning efforts, and there’s a natural resistance from nonpublic
schools to providing a lot of information.

But, if all Senator Durbin’s asking for is how many students do
you have, and whether your school is safe, I mean, I'd be happy to
Join with him and ask that of you, and of the 59 schools, to provide
the information. I think that’s a reasonable request. I think maybe
there was some feeling that, “Well, if they ask these questions,
then they’re going to ask more questions, and after a while it's just
going to be—getting to be a burdensome interference.” But, I don’t
think that’s the intent, here. I think the intent, here, is—I hope—
is simply to say, “We want to make sure that the charter schools
are working, that the vouchers are—money’s being properly spent,
as we decide whether we continue to spend that money,” which 1
very much hope that we do.

Second, Mr. Cork, are all of the 59 schools that opportunity
scholarship students attend accredited?

Mr. Cork. There’s not an accreditation—as I understand it,
there’s not an acecreditation process, per se, in the District. Cer-
tainly, the authorizing statute requires that schools be operating
lawfully.

I want to emphasize that we are perfectly willing to provide all
information regarding safety. And no one could want the schools to
be safe more than we do, on behalf of our families.

Senator ALEXANDER. But, how do you determine whether theyre
a real school or not a real school?

Mr. Cork. We rely on—for example, on the issues of safety, we
rely on the District of Columbia. .

Senator ALEXANDER. No, I mean on issues of whether they're
learning.

Mr. Cork. Well, as to whether students are learning in the
schools their families have chosen for them

Senator ALEXANDER. Right.

Mr. Cork [continuing]. The results of the evaluation are indi-
cating that they're making substantial progress. The school’s also
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required to provide parents, on an annual basis, with comparisons
of their child’s academic achievement with others in the school.
Senator ALEXANDER. So, the parent can choose any place that
calls itself a school?
Mr. CORK. It can choose any educational—nonpublic educational
institution that’s operating lawfully in the District, yes. The choice
is the parents’, given the scholarship funds.

DCPS TESTING

Senator ALEXANDER. Ms. Rhee, I'd like, on the—well, one other
question. Is it not true that, when this program started, the U.S.
Department of Education required the Stanford Achievement Test
as a part of its evaluation?

Mr. Cogrk. Yes, as I recall, at that time——

Senator ALEXANDER. And is it not true that, at that time, the
District of Columbia was using that test, itself?

Mr. Cork. I would defer to Chancellor Rhee, but, yes, as I under-
stand 1t, at that

Senator ALEXANDER. So, it was the same test then, and then the
District changed, for

Ms. REHEE. That's correct.

Senator ALEXANDER [continuing]. Good reasons, I'm sure. So,
that’s how we got in this

Ms. RHEE. Yes.

Senator ALEXANDER [eontinuing]. Situation.

Ms. RHEE. I think the original intention was always for the stu-
dents to be taking the same test. The issue was just that D.C.
changed the test that it—— ‘

Senator ALEXANDER. Yeah.

Ms. RHEE [continuing]. Took.

Senator ALEXANDER. But, isn’t it possible that the test tests
what’s being taught in your curriculum, which might be a different
sort of curriculum that—for example, one thing might be taught in
the third grade in Sidwell Friends, and in the fourth grade in—or
second grade in one of your schools, and that might make a dif-
ference? .

Ms. RHEE. You know, if you look across national standards, par-
ticularly at the tested grades, you don’t see a tremendous amount
of variance from one State to another. And certainly there would
be a tremendous amount of overlap, in terms of the tested stand-
ards on the Stanford 9 and on the DC—CAS.

That said, there are some differences, and that’s why I do think
it's important-—and I do believe it was the original intention of all
of the participants—to have kids taking the same test. But, I think,
in all fgirness, in order to do that apples-to-apples comparison, you
have to have the students taking the same test.

Senator ALEXANDER. I'd like to ask—thank you—I'd like te ask
you to look down the road a little bit, 5 years from now. Some peo-

ple have said—and this is my last question—that one way to think .

of a “public education system” is that it’s the responsibility of the
community to provide an educational opportunity for every student.
And that could be at any lawfully operating accredited educational
institution. It might be a church school, it might be a private
school, it might be a school operated by the government, it might
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be a school chartered by the government, might be any one of a
number of different kinds of schools. But, the job of the chancellor
might be simply to make sure that every child within the District
of Columbia had that opportunity.

Would it be a good system for the District of Columbia, 5 or 10
years from now, to have a single chancellor for every child in the
school district, and let that chancellor look among the array of
schools, which might be public charter schools, private charter
schools, schools where private—that are private, where vouchers
are perhaps available—and be responsible for ensuring that every
child has a good educational opportunity, rather than simply oper-
ating a certain number of the schools which those children attend?

DCPS REFORMS

Ms. RHEE. Well, T certainly think that’s one direction that we
could potentially head. I would want to make sure, though, that in
moving to that kind of a structure, that we could still maintain a
broad base of schools, and also competition between the schools,
which I think is incredibly important.

For me, you know, as it pertains to the various sectors, we had
a huge effort to close down low-performing schools, and to restruc-
ture low-performing schools, I've closed about 30 schools overall,
When I got to this position there were 144 schools. N ow, you know,
we've closed down more than 15 percent of those schools. The char.
ter school network is also looking at how to aggressively hold
schools that are not performing accountable.

I think, on the private school side, with the vouchers, though we
certainly can’t close down a private school, we can certainly ensure
that, as Federal dollars are potentially being utilized for tuition,
that we are only allowing the Federal dollars to be used in schools
that are meeting certain standards. Because I don’t think we want
choice for choice sake. I think we want choice so that children can
opt into better situations that ensure their learning is going on.

Senator ALEXANDER. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator DURBIN. Mr. Cork, I'm going to show you some photo-
graphs, here, of some of your schools, the ones that did not re-
spond.

And incidentally, one of the reasons you stated in your letter,
why you couldn’t tell us about the number of students, was, the
schools, and I quote you, “were considering participation in the pro-
gram expressed concern about the disclosure of the number of the
students.” Yet all but five of them made the disclosure, voluntarily.
So, I don’t think that that really is a good argument.

This is the best photograph we can give you, based on Marianne
driving by with her small camera, of Bridges Academy. They tell
us that 87 of their 153 students are voucher recipients—more than
50 percent of the student body. That’s over $650,000 in Federal
funds going to this building. I know, from their Web site, the school
was founded over 20 years ago, but I can’t tell you what the test
scores are at this school. Are you—have you visited this school?

Mr. Corxk. I have not personally visited that school. T know sev-
eral of our staff have, Senator.
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Senator DURBIN. And what kind of report have they given you
about the school and its competency to teach 87 students?

Mr. Cork. I want to emphasize, before I move to your question,
Senator, that no school will receive Federal funds this year that
does not have a certificate of occupancy issued by the District of
Columbia

Senator DURBIN. Okay, that’s good.

Mr. COrK [continuing]. Indicating its safety.

Senator DURBIN. That’s good.

Mr. Corx. We couldn’t support more fully that policy.

Senator DURBIN. Even though the amendment was defeated
when the program was created, we now generally agree it’s a good
idea. Go ahead.

Mr. Cork. I think it’s a great idea. I knew nothing about that,
but I think it's a wonderful idea to ensure the safety of students.

Now, as to Bridges, I can only speak anecdotally and from sec-
ondhand reports, that actually the school is described as quite
good, and that parents seem very satisfied with the school and the
progress of their students at the school.

Senator DURBIN. So, do you have reports for each of these
schools, that are available for public inspection?

Mr. Cork. We do have reports on each of the schools, we share
with the Department of Education on a regular basis actually, yves.

Senator DURBIN. Are they available for public inspection?

Mr. CORK. I—yeah, we'd—we’re happy to make them available to
you, and anybody else who wants to see them, certainly.

Senator DURBIN. So, the next one I want to show you is the
Academy for Ideal Education. This was one of the schools high-
lighted in the 2007 Government Accountability Office (GAQ) report
for operating without a certificate of occupancy, so there was a
question about safety. On this one because of Marianne's photo-
graphic skills, we show one entrance to this school. I can’t tell you
how much Federal funding this school receives each year through
the vouchers, because the school has not disclosed that. They

haven’t responded to us. Can you tell us how many voucher stu-

dents are in the Academy for Ideal Education?

Mr. CoRK. Senator, I don’t have that information directly before
me. I—it is a participating school, I know that. I'd be happy to pro-
vide the specific number.

[The information follows:]

WASHINGTON SCHOLARSHIP FUND—DC OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND
[As of October 14, 2009]

Students placed
Participating school 1”: :gc&';gm_sgs%
school year

30
S 15
............ 125
i 1
5

Academia de La Recta Porta ....... ;
Annunciation Schaol Sy

Archbishop Carrall High School ... i
Beauvoir—The National Cathedral Elementary School
Blessed Sacrament Elementary School ......... .. 5
Bridges Academy ........... 2 75
Calvary Christian Academy 105
Clara Muhammad Schoal ... 14
g OB SO v st s s O S R T i e 47
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WASHINGTON SCHOLARSHIP FUND—DC OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—Continued
[As of October 14, 2009]

Students placed
Participating school Lo

schoal year
Dupont Park Seventh Day Adventist Schoal ...... 78
Edmund Burke School . 3
Emerson Prep y School 5
Episcopal Center for Children 1
Georgetown Day School 2
Georgetown Visitation School 5
Gonzaga Collegs HIgh SChO0! ......cooucemmen it iisicns it e 4
Holy Redeemer Cathalic School ... 60
Holy TOARY SED00] vt 7
Kingsbury Day School of Kingsbury Center, InC. ..o 2
Kuumba Learning Center (MLK Campus) 8
Metropalitan Day Schoal ... 32
Menroe School . Aottt 5 a0 st e ne - ees, 1
Muhammad UBIVETSHY 0f ISIGM .....o.coooeeooeeme e 13
Nannie Helen Burroughs School 41
National Cathedral School ... 1
National Presbyterian School 1
Naylor Road Schoal 86
New Macedonia Christian Academy ... 2
Our Lady of Victory School ....... 19
Preparatary School of DC 16
Roots Activity Learning Center s PSS LT R i i 22
SBCIHHEAR SENO0 o soissvssos s R 80
S Miguel Middle SCHODT ...o.eoc et 6
Sheridan School - 1
SIQWell FIIENAS SERO0| ... oo cecences oo e oo 2
T i
St. Anselm's Abbey School 3
St. Anthony Catholic School B 51
St. Augustine School 99
St FTANCIS XAVIEr ACAOEMY ..o oo 72
St. John’s College High School . 10
St Peter's INErDanish SChO0! .....ooevvceeereeo oot 9
St. Thomas More Catholic School ... 94
Washington Jesuit A 10
Washington Middie School For Giris (ARC) . 8
TOBAL s e e 1,318

Senator DUrBIN. Now—but, keep in mind, after we added up all
those voluntarily disclosed students there’s a shortage of 384 stu-
_dents, about $3 million worth of voucher students, unacecounted for,
in all of the schools that self-reported. So, of the five schools failing
to report, including the Academy for Ideal Education, we're looking
for 384 students that we sent you money for. So, there are some
accountability questions here.

Mr. CORK. We have a very comprehensive, very detailed database
gl;;it keepsth qlqsetigraclg, Stﬁdent by student, family by family, of ev-

yone participating in the program. We're ha t id
with detailed mformat_ion about all of the studenlgzg.y = ROV ow
se?;ﬁe;t)r DURBIN. Without disclosing their identities, we want to

r. CORK. Absolutely, Senator, we're ha to gi
[The information foliows:] PPy to give you that.
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D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—STUDENTS PLACED IN SCHOOLS FOR THE 2009-2010

SCHOOL YEAR
[As of Octaber 14, 2009)

Participating school and grades of 2009-2010 OSP students

Number of OSP
students placed

Academia de La Recta Porta

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade ...

10th Grade

11th Grade ...

12th Grade .
Annunciation School

1st Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Grade ............

8th Grade

Archbishop Carroll High School

9th Grade

10th Grade ...

11th Grade

12th Grade ..
Beauvoir—The Nati
2nd Grade

Blessed Sacrament El itary School

5th Grade

6th Grade ..

7th Grade

8th Grade

Bridges Academy

Kindergarten

Ist Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

Sth Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

Calvary Christian Academy .. ......
Ist Grade ...

2nd Grade
3rd Grade
4th Grade

Sth Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade
8th Grade

Clara Muh d School

Ist Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade
4th Grade
5th Grade

Ci tone School
Ist Brade usssueamnani
2nd Grade

3rd Gragde .ooooovocrverncee o

4th Grade

5th Grade ......

30

I O R T N T T S I SUPICI Sy Y
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D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—STUDENTS PLACED IN SCHOOLS FOR THE 2009-2010

SCHOOL YEAR—Continued
[As af Octaber 14, 2009]

Participating school and grades of 2009-2010 OSP students

Mumber of OSP
students placed

6th Grade

7th Grade ...

8th Grade .

Dupont Park Seventh Day Adventist

Kindergarten :

1st Grade

Znd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade .

8th Grade .......

9th Grade

10th Grade ...

Edmund Burke School ...

8th Grade ......

9th Grade

I1th Grade

Emerson Preparatory School

Sth Grade

L1th Grade .........

Episcopal Center for Children

4th Grade .

Georgetown Day SE oo/

9th Grade ...

12th Grade

Georgetown Visitation Scheol

Sth Grade

11th Grade .....

12th Grade ........

Gonzaga College High School

Grade ........

10th Grade

11th Grade

12th Grade

Holy Redeemer Catholic Sahﬁ;l

1st Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

Sth Grade ...

6th Grade

Tth Grade

8th Grade ..

Holy Trinity Scheol

2nd Grade

4th Grade ...

7th Grade

8th Grade

Kingsbury Day Schaol of Kingsbury Center, Inc.

3rd Grade

10th Grade

Kuumba Learning Center (MLK Campu-s-)m.

3rd Grade ........

4th Grade

Sth Grade

6th Grade

Metropolitan Day School

Kindergarten

1st Grade

~

DTG LN e 00 e OO WD LN 00

@ e
O WD e e e B e R DO U 2 RO b e B (1 b b e (0 b R S R

[

w
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D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—STUDENTS PLACED IN SCHOOLS FOR THE 2009-2010

SCHOOL YEAR—Continued
[As of October 14, 2009]

Participating school and grades of 2009-2010 QSP students

Number of OSP
students placed

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade ......

5th Grade

Monroe School

Tth Grade

Muhammad University of Islam

3rd Grade

5th Grade ..

6th Grade

7th Grade ......

8th Grade

Nannie Helen Burroughs School

1st Grade .

2nd Grade

3rd Grade ...

4th Grade

5th Grade ........

BEN Brae i SR e s

National Cathedral School

Sth Grade

National Presbyterian School .....

6th Grade

Maylor Road School

Lst Grade

2nd Grade ..o ...,

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Grade ...

7th Grade

8th Grade

New Macedonia Christian Academy

2nd Grade

Qur Lady of Victary School

1st Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade

6th Grade

7th Grade ........

8th Grade

Preparatory School of DG ....o..........

2nd Grade ..

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade .

h Grade

8th Grade

9th Grade

Roots Activity Learning Center

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

Sth Grade ..

6th Grade ..

7th Grade ......

8th Grade

Sacred Heart School

Kindergarten

1st Grade

= —
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D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—STUDENTS PLACED IN SCHOGLS FOR THE 2009-2010

SCHOOL YEAR—Continued
[As of October 14, 2009]

Participating schoal and grades of 2009-2010 OSP students

Humber of OSP
students placed

2nd Grade .....
3rd Grade
4th Grade
5th Grade ......
6th Grade
7th Grade
8th Grade .............

San Miguel Middle School
6th Grade
7th Grade
8th Grade

Sheridan School
5th Grade ...

Sidwell Friends School .....
10th Grade .......
11th Grade

$t. Ann's Academy
Ist Grade ...
2nd Grade ..
3rd Grade ......
4th Grade
5th Grade
6th Grade
Tth Grade ...........
8th Grade

St. Anselm’s Abbey School
8th Grade
10th Grade
12th Grade .

St. Anthony Catholic School
Lst Grade
2nd Grade
3rd Grade
4th Grade
5th Grade .
6th Grade ...
Tth Grade
8th Grade

St A Schaol
1st Grade
2nd Grade ...
3rd Grade ...
dth Grade
5th Grade
6th Grade
7th Grade ......
8th Grade

St. Francis Xavier Academy .
Kindergarten .
1st Grade
2nd Grade ... h
3rd Grade ...
4th Grade .
5th Grade .
6th Grade .
7th Grade .....
8th Grade . -

St. John’s College High School
Sth Grade .
10th Grade
11th Grade ...

9
11
g
15
12

£
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w
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D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FUND—STUDENTS PLACED IN SCHOOLS FOR THE 2009-2010
SCHOOL YEAR—Continued
[As of October 14, 2009]

Participating school and grades of 2009-2010 OSP students ;“,:,:,“::g“g.;’f;;

12th Grade 2

St. Peter's Interpanish School 9
1st Grade 1

3rd Grade ...... 2
1

3

1

1

Ath Grade
5th Grade
Tth Grade
8th Grade .......

St. Thomas More CAENONE SCRODI ....ercrrecveesesssasiciraris s e s 94
1st Grade 10
2nd Grade 11
3rd Grade 14
B BTBUB covveeecssenesessereesecieessamseesseesesssces e R a8 bS8 10
5th Grade - 15
6th Grade 11
7th Grade 11
8th Grade T e e T o T 0 G RS 4 5 S i 3 12

Washington Jesuit Academy 10

6th Grade

3

Tth Grade ....... 2
BEN BTAGE ..o oevsoreessemseesensessessmesssreest s e e AR AR P s B
Washington Middle Schoal For Girls (ARC) ....... 8
3

1

4

6th Grade
Tth Grade .....ooooeeene
8th Grade

Total Students Placed 1,318

Senator DURBIN. The last one I want to show you is the Kuumba
Learning Center, which is in a townhouse. They did not respond
to our request for information. They report 10 of their 40 students
receive vouchers, which means about $75,000 a year, and they
don’t have a Web site. Have you visited this school?

Mr. COrK. Senator, no, I have not personally visited that school.

Senator DURBIN. Has your staff inspected this school?

Mr. CORK. I—by memory—yes, I'm informed that, yes, staff have
visited that school.

Senator DURBIN. I just think you need to provide better access
to information. The voucher programs around the United States,
some of them, have open Web sites, which provide this information
about the performance. We have this information on the charter
schools. 1 mean, and why there would be an exception created for
voucher schools, I don’t know.

Now, let me quickly add, in defense of—the Washington Arch-
diocesan schools made complete disclosure. They gave us exactly
what we wanted, in detail. So, we have a good idea, going in, what
they're doing. And there are other learning schools that—in your
program that couldn’t cooperate—we couldn’t ask for any better co-
operation. But, there is a quadrant, or—I shouldn’t say “quad-
rant”—a cadre of these voucher schools really are going unac-
counted for, and there are students missing in this program. About
$3 to $4 million worth of students missing in the accountability for
this program. That is unacceptable, that 20 percent of the amount
of money we send to you we can’t link up with actual students. As
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Senator Collins said, how could I, in good conscience, ask for more
money to be sent to your program without that kind of detailed in-
formation?

Mr. CORK. Senator, we can and will account for every dollar of
Federal funds provided for the program.

Also, we—I agree about the Archdiocese, and the only concern we
have is about the confidentiality and the protection of our students.
Otherwise, we will share whatever information the subcommittee
reqguests..

Senator DURBIN. Senator Collins.

Senator COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I noticed that Senator Lieber-
man was here briefly, and I'm willing to forgo my questions if he
intends to testify for us. ;

Senator DURBIN. I saw him there. I'm sorry. He’s a senior mem-
ber. I'd better be more sensitive to those things.

Senator CoLLINg. I will just ask a couple of more questions, then.

DCPS TRI-SECTOR APPROACH

Chancellor, how important is the three-pronged approach to im-
proving education in the District to the budget of the District? If
it were to be terminated, or if one part of it were to be terminated,
whether it's the D.C. opportunity scholarships or the charter
schools, what would be the impact on D.C.’s budget?

Ms. REEE. Well, T certainly think that if any one sector of the
tri-sector—or the current tri-sector approach were to suddenly dis-
appear, that we would be able to provide, you know, capacity to
take additional students on. Clearly, on the charter school side,
we'd have a little more difficulty with that. But, we certainly have
enough school buildings, et cetera. I do—I can’t attest to the total
impact that it would have financially, but the money for the char-
ter schools, all the per-pupil expenditures do flow directly through
the city, so the budget wouldn’t really change dramatically

Senator COLLINS. Well, except D.C. would have to come up with
the money.

Ms. RHEE. D.C. already

Senator CoLLINS. This is millions of:

Ms. RuEE. D.C. already:

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Of dollars. No, but it’s

Ms. RHEE. The charter

Senator COLLINS [continuing]. Federal money that you are spend-
ing now.

Ms. RHEE. Oh, I'm sorry. If—you were saying if the Federal
money:

Senator COLLINS. Exactly.

Ms. RHEE [continuing]. Disappeared.

Senator CoLLINS. That’s correct.

Ms. RHEE. Well, I think that—well, certainly, speaking from our
vantage point, if we were to stop receiving the Federal funds, I do
think that it would have a pretty significant impact on our ability
to move forward with the reforms as aggressively as we have been
over the last 2 years.

Senator COLLINS. Ms. Baker, talk to us more about the level of
interest in charter schools in the District. Do you have the capacity
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to accommodate all of the students that would like to attend char-
ter schools in the city?

Ms. BAkER. I would say that there is a capacity. But, of course,
because it is a program of choice, parents often have a particular
school that they would prefer to enroll a child. If that school is
aversubscribed then, of course, they are not going to be able to get
into that school. Sometimes they will make a second choice.

So, there is—there are seats, yes. Whether or not parents are,
again, interested in going to where those seats do occur is, of
course—could be, indeed, an issue. But, in the process, I think that,
because of the accountability systems that we do have, and the up-
grade of that system, parents are going to find that there are going
to be more and more schools that maybe get less press, but never-
theless are providing substantial educational opportunities for chil-
dren. And we are trying to make sure that we get that kind of in-
formation out to the general parent public.

Senator COLLINS. What percentage of the District schoolchildren
are now enrolled in charter schools?

Ms. BAKER. We do not have our final count for this year, but it’s
anticipated that it will be about 38 percent.

Senator COLLINS. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator DURBIN. Senator Alexander.

Senator ALEXANDER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHARTER SCHOOLS

Mr. Cork, I think I asked you earlier, do you know how—well,
let me ask this question of any member of the panel.

There is an accreditation process for elementary and secondary
schools, correct?

Ms. BAKER. There is for charters. The law requires that

Senator ALEXANDER. For public schools. But for independent
schools. I mean, Sidwell Friends, or a school like that, or a Catholic
school, there is an accreditation process

Ms. BAKER. I don’t know. I can’t speak——

Ms. RHEE. Not a——

Senator ALEXANDER. Is there not?

Ms. RHEE. Not a D.C. specific one. Independent——

Senator ALEXANDER. But, generally speaking

Ms. RHEE. Independent schools can be accredited through na-
tional

Senator ALEXANDER. If they choose——

Ms. RHEE. Yeah.

Senator ALEXANDER. If they choose to.

Ms. RHEE. Yes.

Ms. BARER. But the charter schools are required to become ac-
credited, and there is no—in the law, there is no time given, so we
have sort of created that.

Senator ALEXANDER. And by—accredited by whom?

Ms. BAKER. There’s a list of organizations that is in the law, and
then, if there are additional organizations that come forward, then
we investigate whether or not they meet the criteria for—

Senator ALEXANDER. So, you can go to national accrediting asso-
ciations and use some of those to determine whether the——
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Ms. BAKER. Well, the school does this. The school does this

Senator ALEXANDER. The school may do this,

Ms. BAKER. The school will do it. And they—we do inquire—or,
we keep tabs on who has begun the acereditation process, because
it does take 2 to 3 years. They cannot—no accreditation organiza-
tion will even begin the proecess until the school has been in.

Senator ALEXANDER. Yeah.

Ms. BAKER [continuing]. Existence 3 years.

Senator ALEXANDER. Yeah.

Now, we—Mr. Cork, do we not know whether any of these 59
independent or private schools are accredited or not?

Mr. Cork. Well, Senator Alexander, I believe that, on the over-
sight and quality-of-schools issue, the Federal statute that author-
izes the OSP requires us to put in place a comprehensive oversight
system. And we do have one.

We have a school agreement, with each school, that requires the
school to provide certain information to parents, as specified in the
authorizing statute. At the end of each year, the school is required
to provide reports to each parent about the school’s compliance
with those requirements, as outlined in the statute. We do make
school visits regularly and comprehensively, with:

Senator ALEXANDER. So, you do your own accrediting.

Mr. CORK. I can’t call it an “accreditation” process——

Senator ALEXANDER. Well, I mean, you decide whether a school
is a storefront or an attic or a school.

Mr. Cork. Well, Senator, I'm informed, for example, that each of
the Archdiocese schools is accredited by the——

Senator ALEXANDER. That’s what I would think.

Mr. CORK [continuing]. The Middle States accrediting body.

Senator ALEXANDER. So, how many of the 59 are Archdiocese
schools?

Mr. Corx. I'd have to provide you that information,

Senator ALEXANDER. Ten, 20, 307

Mr. Cork. Oh, T'm sorry, participating through the Archdiocese?

Senator ALEXANDER. Uh-huh.

Mr. Cork. Twenty.

Senator ALEXANDER. Twenty. About one-half the students.

Mr. Cork. And I should.

Senator ALEXANDER. About one-half the students are maybe
going to 20 Archdiocese schools that are accredited by some accred-
iting institution.

Mr. Corx. The Archdiocese has a very heavy concentration of
students

Senator ALEXANDER. Yeah.

Igir‘ CORK [continuing]. So, yes, they're going to the accred-
ite

Senator ALEXANDER. Well, is—I mean, what I'm getting at—let
me go over to Ms. Rhee.

DCPS TRI-SECTOR APPROACH

Ms.—as I hear you, Ms. Rhee, youre saying that, for the next
few years, you support the three-pronged approach, here, to help
children have educational choices, the extra support for the schools
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that you’re directly—supervise; the charter schools and the voucher
program? Do I—did I hear that correctly?

Ms. RHEE. Yes, I—both the Mayor and I both support the con-
tinuation of the tri-sector approach, but we do also believe that ac-
countability is necessary

Senator ALEXANDER. Right.

Ms. RHEE [continuing]. For all three sectors, which means that
we do believe that the private schools that are receiving Federal
dollars through the vouchers should be held to a certain standard,
in terms of levels of student achievement.

Senator ALEXANDER. And, in your view, that would be the same
test that your students take?

Ms. RHEE. I think that’s one measure that we should look at.

Senator ALEXANDER. What would other measures be?

Ms. RHEE. Well, I think—I absolutely am alipned with Senator
Durbin on this one, that basic safety has to be taken into account,
that we should be looking at student growth, and that we should
also be looking at teacher quality.

Senator ALEXANDER. Uh-huh. Well, I'm trying to align myself
with Senator Durbin, too, so that he’ll put more money in for the
Opportunity Scholarship Program.

I want to make sure that, say, for the next 5 years—and I agree
that in—you know, in life I’ve learned to look ahead 3 or 5 years,
instead of- .

Ms Rhee: That’s right.

Senator ALEXANDER [continuing]l. 15 or 20, and then we can
look—you know, after 3 or 5 years, we can see where we are, and
what——

Ms. RHEE. That's absolutely—and that’s

OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM

Senator ALEXANDER [continuing]. Kind of form we might be. So,
a more accountable—well, the proper accountability for the inde-
pendent or private schools that D.C. opportunity scholarship stu-
dents choose to attend would be important, in your view, for the
next 3 to 5 years,

Ms. RHEE. Absolutely. And I've been very clear, with the oppor-
tunity scholarship advocates, on the fact that I think that, you
know, 5 years from now, we will potentially be in a very, very dif-
ferent place as a school district.

Senator ALEXANDER. Yeah.

Ms. RHEE. I will be in a different position to offer these families
better options. And so, 'm looking at it in the shorter term.

Senator ALEXANDER. Well, would—I would like to invite you to
suggest—if you think of other measures of accountability that the
independent or private schools ought to have in order to receive
D.C. opportunity scholarship students for the next 5 years, I would
appreciate having that. And one of my own thoughts is—I'd like to
know, Mr. Cork—and maybe I can just get this from the Web site
myself—but what measures of accountability, other than your own
investigations, these 59 schools have. For example, if the schools—
if the Catholic schools are accredited by some accrediting institu-
tions, it would be helpful to know that. If the other schools are not,
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or are, be helpful to know whether they are, and why they are, or
why they are not.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator DURBIN. Thank you very much.

Mr. Corg. I was going to say, but we have a great partnership
with the Archdiocese, we’ll he happy to provide you further infor-
mation about what constitutes accreditation.

[The information follows:] '
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ATTACHMENT B—D.C. OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM—Continued

[Published enroliment benchmarks: 2004-2005 through 2008-2009)
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Mr. Corx. We do have in place—I was—as I was saying, we have
in place a whole set of accountability measures to ensure that these
schools are operating legally in the District, and are financially re-
sponsible. And I'm happy to elaborate on that if you would like.

Senator ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I hope “you would—I was

Scholarship Program said that the D.C. voucher program has prov-
en to be the most effective education policy evaluated by the Fed-
eral Government’s official education research arm, so far. So that's
a plus, and it’s a feather in its cap.

Senator DURBIN. Unless my colleagues have any further ques-
tions of the Chancellor, she had a scheduling issue, and I'd like to
allow her, if she wants, to leave. I do have a couple of other ques-
tions for those two other members.

Ms. Baker, I just don’t want to let you off the hook this easily.

Chancellor Rhee, thank you for being with us today.

Ms. RHEE. Absolutely. Anything else that you need from me?

Senator DURBIN. We'll be back probably with some written ques-
tions.

Ms. RHEE. Okay. Thank you. o

Senator DURBIN. And 80, Ms. Baker, T just got a report from my
staff that your charter school board has closed 10 schools over the
last 6 years.

Ms. Baker. Right. Ten of them, yes, and—when we look at the
list

Senator DURBIN. Six were for financial reasons; four, for aca-
demic reasons.

Ms. BAKER. I'm sorry, six were for financial—yes, among
other

Selélator DURBIN." Yes. At the bottom of the page, here, I
thin

Ms. BAKER. Yes. Yes.

Senator DURBIN. In this part of your testimony.

And so, Mr. Cork, how many voucher schools have you closed
over the last 5 years?

Mr. Corg. We haven't closed the schools ourselves, of course. We
have prohibited Federal funds from being expended on at least one
school, as I recall.

Senator DURBIN. One school?

Mr. Cork. This—as I was saying a moment ago, we have in place
a school oversight process, under which we delineate triggers that

school’s financial situation, and, one case at least, have been—have
been forced to tell a school that they could not participate further
in the program.

Senator DURBIN. As you described it, the oversight of these
voucher schools is basically by your agency, as I understand it. Is
that correct?

Mr. Cork. It's—no. We have an oversight—we participate in an
oversight process that includes, primarily, for example, the
issuance, by the District of Columbia, of certificates of occupancy
(COO0). Welve worked very closely with the Department of Con-
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sumer and Regulatory Affairs in sharing information that leads to
the issuance of COOs. We rely on the District to let us know
whether certificates of occupancy have been legally issued. And
we

Senator DURBIN. So, this one school that we had here that failed
to provide a certificate of occupancy in 2007, what happened? You
let it continue to operate?

Mr. CoRK. [—this might be the school, as T recall, that actually
had a certificate of occupancy; the GAO said it did not, and we
were able to provide it for them later on.

I think that, in some instances, it was simply a matter of clerical
recordkeeping. But, again, I do want to assure the subcommittee
that no Federal dollars will be permitted to go to schools that do
not have certificates of occupancy.

Senator DURBIN. Now, let’s go to the next level, which is more
complex, and that is whether they are academically performing as
we might expect them to. And four out of the D.C. public charter
schools have been closed because they didn’t meet the academic cri-
teria.

So, in the last 5 or 6 years of this program, from what you've
said, none of the schools participating in the D.C. voucher program
were suspended from the program for academic reasons.

Mr. Cork. It's—we don’t make determinations about policy
around education. We permit parents full—to have access to full in-
formation about the schools available to them, participating in the
program.

Senator DURBIN. And what would that full information include?

Mr. CORK. It—we have a school—a participating school directory
that provides information about location—often, for example, prox-
imity to the family’s home will determine part of the——

Senator DURBIN. I'm trying to get to the educational aspect of
this. I understand that—location and safety of the building. I'm
trying to move it to the next level.

Mr. Cork. Okay.

Senator DURBIN. What do you tell a parent about, for example,
the Kuumba Learning Center? Do they know in advance that your
agency has reviewed whether or not this is a good academic institu-
tion? Do they have :

Mr. Cogrk. The first thing we do is, we very much encourage par-
ents who are making educational choices to go visit the school
themselves, and investigate precisely what the school’s mission is,
how it operates, who the teachers are, who the leadership is. And
I should say, in many, many cases the parents take that oppor-
tunity themselves. It’s been actually quite gratifying to see parents
become more educated

Senator DURBIN. This is all well and good, but I'm trying to get
to the point where—for example, if—in the public school sector, I
have a grandson who lives up in Montgomery County. He’s headed
for high school next year. His grandfather just went to the Web
site, on the Montgomery County schools, and looked at test scores.
And I'm, you know, naturally, giving his father all the advice he’d
ever want about what he should do with my grandson.

But, what I'm trying to get to is, since we are sending you mil-
lions of dollars in Federal funds, what rigors, what standards, are
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you setting for academic performance, for the schools that partici-
pate in the program?

Mr. CorK. I—first, I should say, the evaluation, which is a very
rigorous one, has—is the chief mechanism through which our stu-
dents’ academic process be engaged. We couldn’t be more sup-
portive of that. We're all about results and accountability. We agree
that the academic progress of these students is critical as to wheth-
er or not this program should even be here. I'm happy to say that,
actually. We saw the evaluation as indicating that there really are
substantial academic gains taking place.

As to determining what academic standards should be imple-
mented by schools, we are not in a position to do that. And, in fact,
the statute makes it clear that that is none of our business, as the
administrators of the program—

Senator DURBIN. And so——

}I:/{r.l CoRK [continuing]. To set academic policy for participating
schools.

Senator DURBIN. I think you’ve made your position clear, and I
won’t dwell on it, other than tell you that we are now living in a
world of accountability, under No Child Left Behind—and it’s con-
troversial—but, we are being told it'll be a different standard when
it comes to voucher schools. And I think that that really is some-
thing we ought to question. Either we are being too tough on public
schools, too tough on charter schools, and you're right, or, frankly,
they’re right, and we’re not doing a good enough job to determine
which schools are good and which aren’t. I mean, to take the aver-
age test scores of the voucher schools is not fair. There are some
schools, I'm sure, that are doing much better than others. And to
deal with these average test scores doesn’t tell us whether or not
the Federal investment in voucher program is being well spent. We
just don’t know.

Mr. CoRK. I have great faith in the evaluators’ methodology. But,
again, I would defer to them in determinations about whether
these—there’s academic progress.

Senator DURBIN. Can I ask one last question of Ms. Baker? I
guess I can, because I'm the chairman. And what I found, in wvis-
iting charter schools in Chicago, was encouraging. There are good
ones and bad ones. There are some very good ones, and not so good
ones.

But, what really troubled me was kind of the proprietary
mindset. I said to them, “Do you get together? Do the principals
and teachers of charter schools come together to discuss results
and best practices?” And the answer was basically, “No, not much.
We kind of do our own thing.”

So, do you have your charter schools come together to talk about
why KIPP knocks the ball out of the park, and others don’t? I mean
are you working toward a best-practices model, here?

Ms. BAKER. We definitely are. And I think that, through the col-
laboration that we continue to foster—we left a meeting, this morn-
ing in our conference room, it will continue tomorrow with a dif-
ferent set of schools—we do this at least quarterly—there are other
opportunities for schools to actually meet together, based on com-
mon needs, to talk about what’s working for them, demonstrations
of the things that are happening in the school that can be shared,
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and possibly—of course, KIPP is a model unto itself. It also has a
support system that some charter schools don’t have. And so, I
think that there are other models that are independent, single-
school models that share, who are very collaborative within their
schools as well as outside of their schools.

Senator DURBIN. Thank you.

Senator Collins? Senator Alexander. We're, incidentally, on a
rolleall. And if—Senator Alexander, do you have a question? Are
you finished?

Senator ALEXANDER. Well, I have——

%engtor DURBIN. Former Secretary of Education, Senator Alex-
ander?

Senator ALEXANDER. The only—did—I just want to—Ms. Baker,
did you say that all the charter schools are accredited?

Ms. BAKER. I did not. I said that they must become accredited.

Senator ALEXANDER. Must become accredited.

Ms. BAKER [continuing]. Accredited. And they must do it—they
cannot begin the accreditation process until they have been open
for at least 3 years.

Senator ALEXANDER. Right. So, the goal is that the children are
attending accredited—

Ms. BAKER. Yes.

Senator ALEXANDER [continuing]. Not accredited by you, but by
accredited association.

Ms. BAKER. Definitely.

Senator ALEXANDER. So, my question would be, Mr. Cork—and

maybe, since we're toward a vote, you could answer it later—then .

why shouldn’t that also be true—if we’re going to try to persuade
Senator Durbin and others to—interested in accountability—to ex-
tend the program for 5 years, why shouldn’t that also be true of
schools that voucher students attend? .

Mr. CoRK. We certainly will leave it to the legislature to deter-
mine whether accreditation is a requirement.

Senator DURBIN. Remember that.

Thank you very much. I want to thank this panel.

And I'm going to ask my colleagues if they want to go vote and
come back. I will stick with this and try to elicit the testimony from
some of the members of the panel.

Well, this may get a little fractured. But, thank—Ms. Baker and
Mr. Cork, thank you for your testimony. We may be sending you
some written questions.

And I'm going to invite the next panel up, and at least allow
them to testify. And if we can—if we cant do a handoff, we may

have to recess the subcommittee hearing. So, we’ll try our best to
do that.

So, thank you both very much.

Mr. CORK. Thank you very much.

Senator DURBIN. So, we're facing up to five votes on the floor,
which is not good news for the next panel, but I do want to wel-
come them, nevertheless.

Mary Levy’s here. She’s with the Washington Lawyers’ Com-
mittee for Civil Rights and Urban Affairs. Robert Cane is here,
Friends of Choice 1n Urban Schools. Patricia Weitzel-O'Neill is
here, Superintendent of Schools for the Archdiocese of Washington.
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And Anthony Williams, Chairman and President of D.C. Children
First.

So, if you would each take your place at the table, I'm going to
ask—

Mayor Williams, welcome back.

Ms. Levy, please proceed.

STATEMENT OF MARY LEVY, PROJECT DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON LAW-
YERS’ COMMITTEE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS AND URBAN AFFAIRS

Ms. LEVY. Good morning. I—is it now on? Thank you.

The statement I'm giving is not from the Washington Lawyers’
Committee for Civil Rights. My project was eliminated, due to lack
of funding, so it is a personal statement.

I am here because I have studied the D.C. public schools for 30
years as an education finance lawyer and as a parent whose chil-
dren went through the system. I have worked on formulating and
monitoring most of the major legislation and the reform plans that
have been put in place over the last 20 years.

In response to your invitation and the questions there, on the
subject of the Federal payment for reforms, I have put, in my testi-
mony, a table that shows the total amount, in the context of the
total spending and enrollment of the D.C. public schools.

I can tell you, from my study of the school system’s documents,
that theé money was used for reforms, and good reforms, and that
it enabled the school system to pursue those reforms without hav-
ing to cut into allocations for the local schools. And for that, we are
very grateful.

In terms of student outcomes, it’s too early to tell. We really only
have 1 year. The first year of any new administration, they don’t
have a chance to put into place anything that would make much
of a difference, other than intensive test preparation, and I—if the
scores go down, they shouldn’t be blamed; and if they go up, they
don’'t get the credit. So, we only have that 1 year. And I think, at
this point, what we have to look at is what they’re doing.

On that subject, the reforms since 2007 are a mix of enhance-
ments and of elimination of most of what was going on in the sys-
tem before. I have read the reports of the Government Account-
ability Office, and I agree with them. Their findings match my own
observations and my judgment.

There’s a table, attached to my testimony, that goes reform by
reform, and talks about progress and also cautions. That table is
a work in progress as events evolve and as I learn more about
what’s going on, which is not always easy.

The major activities and progress and cautions, I've put in my
written testimony. I would cite that the GAO is right about the
strategy of workforce replacement. I myself find this worrisome. I
think that good people come in, but good people are also leaving,
and this is unfortunate. It’s been going on for 20 years, and that
can be damaging. e

We've had substantial increases in the money available to the
school system on a per-pupil basis. It’s gone up by about 25 percent
over the last 5 years. A lot of the increase has gone into local
schools, no question about that. But, it’s very unevenly allocated.
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year 2006 in the context of enrollment change and all other DCPS spending. Accord- 2=
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Sources: Fiscal years 2006-2009: D.C. congressional budget submissions; fiscal year 2010 final requested budget, September 2009,
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