BEST Recommendations

Federal and State Education Policy

Closing the disparity gap in school building
quality should be an integral part of closing the
achievement gap and should be an explicit
objective of state and federal educational law,
including No Child Left Behind.

Public school facilities should be incorporated
into programs and funding of a wide range of
federal and state agencies.

The National Center for Educational Statistics
should expand the Common Core of Data to
include public school buildings inventories,
condition, design, utilization and funding.

School Construction Funding

Construction and related capital outlay for
schools should be targeted to the neediest
children and funded from the federal and state
governments in at least the same proportion as
operating budget expenditures: 9% from the
federal government and 47% from the states
(in advance, rather than as a reimbursement).

“BEST has illustrated the
disparities in provision of funds for
school construction, and provided
valuable policy suggestions that
should receive serious attention.”

- Senator Barack Obama

ABOUT BEST

Under the leadership of the 21st Century
School Fund and with support from the Ford
Foundation, a group of local and national
organizations working to improve public
school facilities created Building Educational
Success Together (BEST) in 2001. BEST is
dedicated to identifying, developing and
sharing experience and knowledge about
policy and practices, to improve public school
facilities but also to promote educational
quality and community vitality.
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Washington, DC

e Center for Cities and Schools
University of California, Berkeley

e Education Law Center
Newark, New Jersey

e KnowledgeWorks Foundation
Cincinnati, Ohio

¢ National Clearinghouse for Educational
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Washington, DC

¢ National Trust for Historic Preservation
Washington, DC
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¢ New Visions for Public Schools
New York, New York
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Growth & Disparity provides a comprehensive
analysis of who benefited from public school
construction spending across the nation. In

But this report confirms what many
educators and communities have suspected

for years: There is extreme disparity

Public School Investment Varied from State to State
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e An exception was New Jersey where court
challenges forced state funding
expenditures in poor districts to a
comparable level with affluent districts.
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*All numbers in 2005 dollars




