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The President’s proposed FFY 2006 Budget would cut total federal education and job training 
funding by 15.3% by 2010 (adjusting for inflation).  This includes – by 2010 -- a 15.7% cut in  
elementary, secondary and vocational education, a 10.1% cut in higher education, a 16.3% cut in 
research and general education aids, a 17.1% cut in training and employment, a 23.2% cut in other labor 
services, and a 19.1% cut in social services.  
 
The President’s proposed budget would actually eliminate 48 education programs, including the Even 
Start family literacy program, the Title I Comprehensive School Reform Program, Education 
Technology State Grants, Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants, Vocational 
Education State Grants, and Tech Prep Education State Grants.  According to the U.S. Department of 
Education, while some these programs are being eliminated because they were deemed ineffective using 
the Administration’s Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART), others are being consolidated into other 
programs. Moreover, if the President’s consolidated High School Intervention Program and High 
School Assessments initiative is not approved by Congress, there is a risk that the related re-allocations 
of funding would not be restored to their original line items, resulting in further cuts.   Also troubling is 
the President’s continued failure to provide adequate funding for the required implementation of No 
Child Left Behind (NCLB). 
 
First-year impacts on Connecticut.  The President’s budget proposes cutting Connecticut’s total 
federal spending for education and job training by $6.47 million (-1.4%) between FFY 05 and FFY 06 
(not adjusting for inflation).  This includes a reduction in funding for Connecticut elementary and 
secondary students by a net of nearly $5 million (or –1.5%), an increase in funding for post-secondary 
education of 2.8%, and a 16.2% cut in funding for job training (all not adjusted for inflation). The 
President also proposes a 9.4% increase in direct student loans and family education loans (not adjusted 
for inflation) between FFY 2005 and 2006. 

 
Highlights of the Impact on Connecticut of the 

President’s Proposed FFY 06 Education Budget1 
 Change from FFY 

05 Estimate
Elimination of Even Start2 -$1,618,253
Elimination of Title I Comprehensive School Reform Program3 -$1,771,939
Elimination of Education Technology State Grants4 -$3,812,000
Elimination/consolidation of numerous initiatives under State Grants for 
Innovative Programs 

-$1,097,134

Elimination of Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants5 -$4,354,099
Elimination of Vocational Education State Grants6 -$10,144,779
Elimination of Tech Prep Education State Grants7 -$893,573
Elimination of Leveraging Educational Assistance Partnership -$854,314
Elimination of Byrd Honors Scholarships -$466,500



 

Reduction in Supported Employment State Grants -$401,009
Reduction in Assistive Technology State Grants -$314,969
Reduction in Adult Basic and Literacy Education State Grants -$3,609,032
Reduction in State Grants for Incarcerated Youth Offenders -$420,979
Increased funding for ESEA Title I Grants to LEAs +$1,740,457
Proposed High School Intervention Program8 +$4,701,306
Proposed High School Assessments9 +$3,440,494
Proposed Teacher Incentive Fund10 +$3,958,307
Increased funding for Language Acquisition State Grants +$344,492
Increased funding for Special Education Grants to States +$5,298,689
Increased federal Pell Grants +$4,100,000
Increased funding for Vocational Rehabilitation State Grants $473,733

 
Longer-term impacts on Connecticut.  By 2010, cuts under the President’s proposed budget would 
be much deeper.  By 2010, the budget would cut overall federal funding for Connecticut elementary and 
secondary education by an estimated $46.2 million annually.  This includes an estimated $7.2 
million/year cut in federal education programs for the disadvantaged, $26.5 million/year cut in special 
education funding, and $10.8 million/year cut in school improvement funding.   There would also be a 
an estimated $11.5 million/year reduction in federal funding for Connecticut’s vocational and adult 
education programs. 
 
All these cuts in federal funding would compound reductions in state education and job 
training funding that have resulted from recent state deficit-mitigation.  Although the General 
Assembly has tried hard to insulate education funding from its recent deficit-mitigation efforts, 
Connecticut has lost some significant ground in its education and job training investments: 
 The State Department of Education’s current (FY 05) budget is $73 million (-3.4%) less than its FY 

01 actual budget, while the Department of Higher Education’s current  budget is $19.33 million (-30.8%) 
less than its FY 02 actual budget (not adjusting for inflation). 
 The Department of Labor’s current (FY 05) budget is $15 million (-25.3%) less than its FY 02 actual 

budget (not adjusting for inflation).  
                                                 

1 U.S. Department of Education Budget Office, FY 2001-2006, State Allocations by State 
(http://www.ed.gov/about/overview/budget/tables.html?src=rt). 
2 Even Start was deemed an ineffective program and slated for elimination via the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART). 
3 This program was deemed duplicative of activities already funded under the ESEA Title I Grants to LEAs (which was revised to 
encourage adoption of whole-school reform models). 
4 Elimination assumes a technology-targeted program is no longer necessary and that districts can use other funds to address their 
technology needs. 
5 Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants were deemed ineffective via the PART test, but some of the funds 
will be re-directed to Safe and Drug Free Schools National Programs. 
6 These funds are described as partially re-directed to the more flexible High School Intervention Program. 
7 These funds are described as partially re-directed to the more flexible High School Intervention Program. 
8 President proposes to consolidate various programs aimed at high school students into one coordinated High School 
Intervention program. 
9 The proposed High School Assessments initiative would expand NCLB into the higher secondary grades as President Bush 
described in his State of the Union Address.  This proposal faces significant opposition on Capitol Hill (see 
http://www.cnn.com/2005/ALLPOLITICS/02/10/highschool.testing.ap/index.html). 
10 The proposed Teacher Incentive Fund would provide funding for rewarding high-performing teachers, providing incentives for 
highly-qualified teachers to teach in low-income schools, and designing merit-pay compensation systems. 
 
 
 


