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Survey of Directors of Accountability, Assessment and/or Title I

Thank you for taking the time to speak with me today about your state’s experiences with No Child Left Behind.  Just as a reminder, this interview is for the Study of States’ Implementation of No Child Left Behind), which is an evaluation funded by the U.S. Department of Education.  Our specific purpose is the study the implementation of NCLB provisions related to accountability and teacher quality.  This study is part of the Congressionally-mandated National Assessment of Title I, and the results will inform Congress prior to the next reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.

We know that state officials are very busy, so we’ve made an effort to collect as much information as possible through available documents.  In addition, we’re collaborating with the Council of Chief State School Officers, which has already compiled much data on state responses to NCLB.  So today, we’d like to focus only on questions that we haven’t been able to address through these other sources.

I know you received materials prior to our interview, in which we noted questions that will be maintained in strict confidentiality.  Other questions, that reflect your state’s policies or practices, may be reported on a state-by-state basis, so we can’t ensure confidentiality on those questions.  In order to capture the large amount of data your responses will provide, your interview will be recorded on audiocassette tape.  This tape may be edited and shared others within our evaluation team, but only for purposes of analysis.
Do you have any questions before we begin? Let’s get started.

[Note: questions highlighted in green are those for which respondent confidentiality will be ensured.]

Standards and Assessments

I’d like to start with some questions about your state content standards and your state assessment system.  We’re gathering a good deal of extant data on assessment systems, so I only have a few questions.

1.  First, I’d like to confirm the academic year in which your state adopted its current standards for Reading/English language arts, mathematics, and science.  [Pre-fill data from CCSSO Key State Policies survey; confirm subjects separately.] 

a. Does your state have any plans for revising standards in these areas (for example, shifting from grade span to grade level standards)?

	
	Year
	Planned revisions?

[check if yes, and capture open-ended data]

	Reading/English language arts
	_______
	

	Mathematics
	_______
	

	Science
	_______
	


b. Does your state have alternate achievement standards? 

· No

· Yes ( Has your state gone through a documented standard setting process for alternate achievement standards? [Capture open-ended data. Request written description of the process.]
2.  Do you have plans for modifications to your state’s assessment system aside from what was outlined in the accountability workbook? [Verify information gathered from extant data, probe for additional details or changes in plans.  Probe regarding any changes to system of alternate assessments, e.g., plans for developing alternate assessments based on grade-level standards, by subject and grade. Also, determine if the state has a specific (legislatively-mandated) schedule to develop standards and assessments.]
3a. What challenges does your state face in implementing the NCLB provisions related to state assessments? Have you encountered any success stories?  [Capture open-ended data.]

3b.  For AYP calculations, is your state including the scores of students assessed using alternate assessments based on alternate achievement standards? 

· No

· Yes ( What efforts has your state taken to including these scores? [Probe whether any districts assessed more than 1% of students on alternate assessments. What was the related guidance provided to districts?]
Accountability

Next, I’d like to ask you some questions about NCLB accountability, Adequate Yearly Progress, and support for schools and districts identified for improvement.  We’ve reviewed your state documents, so we’re familiar with your definition of AYP, but we have a few follow-up questions.

4. [Verify any information that is unclear about state AYP, to include specific probes on methods for ensuring reliability, safe harbor, averaging procedures, as necessary.]

5. We understand that your state’s NCLB accountability system identified  a total of ___ [insert number, based on extant data] schools for improvement during the 2003-2004 school year, of which:

a. ______ schools were in years 1 or 2 of improvement status

b. ______ schools in corrective action

c. ______ schools in restructuring.

Is this correct?

6. Do these numbers include only Title I schools, or non-Title I schools as well? [check one – capture any open-ended responses as well]
· Only Title I schools

· Both Title I and non-Title I schools 
( Are identified non-Title I schools also required to implement the NCLB choice provisions? Yes/No

( how many Title I schools were in each of the following categories?

____ schools in years 1 or 2 of improvement status

____ schools in corrective action

____ schools in restructuring

7.  And for the 2004-05 school year, how many schools do you have in each category? [if unable to determine from extant sources – otherwise, prefill numbers and confirm]
	
	Overall
	Title I only

	Schools in year 1 or 2 of improvement status
	______
	______

	Schools in corrective action
	______
	______

	Schools in restructuring
	______
	______

	TOTAL number identified for improvement
	______
	______


8. I’d like to know about the AYP appeals process in your state:

a. First, do districts apply to the state on behalf of schools? Or does your state have an alternate appeals process?

· District apply to state on behalf of schools

· Alternate process [capture open-ended data]
a. In the 2004-2005 school year, how many districts and schools appealed their AYP designations? _________  [write in number of schools]   _________  [write in number of districts]
b. Of these appeals, how many resulted in a change in the district or school’s designation? ________________ [write in number of schools ] _________  [write in number of districts]
c. And for 2003-2004? 

_____  school appeals, ______ changed designation. 

_____ district appeals, ______ changed designation 

d. For successful appeals what are the most common reasons (or reason) for the appeals? [capture open-ended data]
State support for schools

9. I’d like to know more about how your state provides support for schools identified for improvement and whether this support differs for Title I and non-Title I schools.  

a. If I were a principal in a school identified for improvement in 2004-05 what kind of support would I receive from the state? [Open-ended data] 

For the support described, the interviewer must capture the following:

· Individuals/entities who provide support 

· Duration of the support

· Interaction with districts

· Collaboration within state education agency

· How long has each support strategy been in available (year of implementation) 

· Focus of the support (see table below for possible probes/categories)
	· Improving reading/language arts instruction
	· Developing school improvement plans

	· Improving mathematics instruction
	· Teacher professional development

	· Improving instruction for LEP students
	· Aligning curriculum and instruction with standards and/or assessments

	· Improving instruction for SWD
	· Selecting and/or implementing a school reform model

	· Improving instruction for low-achieving students
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new reading program

	· Analyzing achievement data
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new math program

	· Identifying research-based interventions
	· Analyzing school’s budget


a. How do you determine which type of support an identified school receives? [capture open-ended data]
10.  Is the support you’ve described available to both Title I and non-Title I schools [note: capture this data for each type of support described above]?
· Identified Title I only

· Both identified Title I and identified non-Title I

· Non-identified schools

If the respondent mentions school support teams go directly to question 12

If the respondent does not mention school support teams ask the following:

11. I’m not sure if you mentioned whether your state has used  school support teams in the 2004-05 school year.   As you know, the NCLB refers to school support teams as part of  statewide systems of support for identified schools.  Does your state have school support teams as part of its statewide system of support?

· The state has chosen not to use support teams ( Could you explain why? [open-ended response] ( Do you plan to establish a school support team next year? (that is, 2005-06)? Then skip to question 17
· The state is using support teams ( go to question 12. 

12. I’d like to ask more about school support team(s) in your state, during the 2004-05 school year.

a.
How does your state define the role of school support teams? [Open-ended response]  What is the structure of these teams? 

b. How many schools will receive assistance from school support team(s)

c. Do you send support teams to all schools identified for improvement? [Check one]
· All schools identified for improvement

· A sub-set of schools identified for improvement ( How do you target such teams? 

· Schools that missed the target for many AYP indicators ( if so, how many schools? How many indicators?

· Schools in corrective action ( if so, how many schools?
· Schools in restructuring ( if so, how many schools?
· Other (explain)

d. What is the focus of the support provided by school support teams? [see table below for probes/response categories]
	· Improving reading/language arts instruction
	· Developing school improvement plans

	· Improving mathematics instruction
	· Teacher professional development

	· Improving instruction for LEP students
	· Aligning curriculum and instruction with standards and/or assessments

	· Improving instruction for SWD
	· Selecting and/or implementing a school reform model

	· Improving instruction for low-achieving students
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new reading program

	· Analyzing achievement data
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new math program

	· Identifying research-based interventions
	· Analyzing school’s budget


13. Do school support teams work with both Title I and non-Title I schools? [Check one.]
· Exclusively Title I schools

· Both Title I and non-Title I schools. (  Is assistance targeted in the same way to Title I and non-Title I schools?
14. What is the composition of the school support teams? 

Possible probes – ensure responses to the following: 

· How many people are on each team that visits a school?  What is the level of experience of support team members?

· Does the state provide training to school support teams? 

15. Could you describe the relationship between support teams and districts? [capture open-ended data]
· Work with district administrators to support schools [elaborate]
· Work directly with schools [elaborate]
16. Years of implementation:

a. What year did you start using these teams? ______ [fill in year]
b. [If established prior to NCLB] Has the role of the support teams changed under NCLB? 

· No

· Yes ( Could you describe these differences? [capture open-ended data]
If the respondent mentions Distinguished Teacher and Principals, go directly to question 18.

If the respondent does not mention Distinguished Teachers and Principals, ask:

17. I’m not sure if you mentioned whether your state is using distinguished teachers or distinguished principals during the 2004-05 school year.   As you know, the NCLB refers to distinguished teachers and principals as part of statewide  systems of support for identified schools.  Does your state have distinguished teachers and principals as part of its statewide system of support? 

· The state has chosen not to use distinguished teachers or principals ( Could you explain why? [open-ended response, then skip to question 25]
· The state is using distinguished principals and/or teachers ( go to question 18. 

18. I’d like to ask more about distinguished principals and teachers in your state

a. Does your state have a different approach for using distinguished principals and distinguished teachers?
· Yes ( [Ask sub-questions separately]
· No ( [Merge the following sub-questions so they apply to both Distinguished Principals and Teachers]
b. How does your state define the role of distinguished principals? Distinguished teachers? [Open-ended response]
c. How many schools will receive assistance from distinguished principals and distinguished teachers?
d. Do you send distinguished principals and teachers to all schools identified for improvement? [Ask for both principals and teachers]
· All schools identified for improvement

· A sub-set of schools identified for improvement (How do you target the activities of distinguished principals?
· Schools that did not meet many AYP indicators ( If so, how many schools? ____ How many indicators? ______

· Schools in corrective action ( How many schools? _____
· Schools in restructuring ( How many schools? ______
· Other (explain)

19. What is the focus of the support provided by distinguished principals and teachers? [see table below for probes/response categories]
	· Improving reading/language arts instruction
	· Developing school improvement plans

	· Improving mathematics instruction
	· Teacher professional development

	· Improving instruction for LEP students
	· Aligning curriculum and instruction with standards and/or assessments

	· Improving instruction for SWD
	· Selecting and/or implementing a school reform model

	· Improving instruction for low-achieving students
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new reading program

	· Analyzing achievement data
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new math program

	· Identifying research-based interventions
	· Analyzing school’s budget


20. Do distinguished principals and teachers work with both Title I and non-Title I schools? [Check one.]
· Exclusively Title I schools

· Both Title I and non-Title I schools. ( Is assistance targeted in the same way to Title I and non-Title I schools?
21. How are distinguished principals and teachers selected? 

Possible probes – ensure responses to the following: 

· What is the level of experience of distinguished principals and teachers?

· Does the state provide training for distinguished principals and teachers?

22. Could you describe the relationship between distinguished principals and teachers and districts? [capture open-ended data]
· Work with district administrators to support schools [elaborate]
· Work directly with schools [elaborate]
23. When did your state first start using distinguished principals and teachers? ______ [If established prior to NCLB] How has the role of distinguished principals and teachers changed under NCLB? 
Ask the next question only if the state uses BOTH school support teams and distinguished principals/teachers.

24. We’ve talked about support provided by school support teams, distinguished principals and teachers, and other means during the 2004-05 school year.  How does your state coordinate the activities of these kinds of assistance? [capture open-ended data]
State support for districts

My previous questions have focused on support for schools.  Now I’d like to ask about support your state is providing to districts during the 2004-05 academic year.

	If information regarding district identification is available:
	If information regarding district identification is not available:

	25.  First, we understand that your state has ____ districts identified for improvement in the 2004-05 school year, is that correct?


	25. [alternate] We were not able to find information about whether there are districts identified for improvement in your state.  Do you have any districts in improvement status in 2004-05?


26. Of those ______ (enter number) districts identified for improvement, are any non-Title I districts?

27. If I were a superintendent in a district that was identified for improvement in 2004-05, what kind of technical assistance or support would I receive from the state?

For the support described, the interviewer must capture the following:

· Individuals/entities who provide support 

· Duration of the support

· How long has each support strategy been in available (year of implementation)

· For both Title I and non-Title I 

· Focus of the support [see table below for probes/response categories]
	· Improving reading/language arts instruction
	· Developing school improvement plans

	· Improving mathematics instruction
	· Teacher professional development

	· Improving instruction for LEP students
	· Aligning curriculum and instruction with standards and/or assessments

	· Improving instruction for SWD
	· Selecting and/or implementing a school reform model

	· Improving instruction for low-achieving students
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new reading program

	· Analyzing achievement data
	· Selecting and/or implementing a new math program

	· Identifying research-based interventions
	· Analyzing school’s budget


28. In the introductory materials, we included a table that asks about topics about which the state may provide technical assistance to districts.  Looking over table 1, could you tell me which topics are receiving particular emphasis in your state this year (2004-05)?  

If support is provided to a subset of districts, how do you determine which districts get a specific type of support?  [Capture open-ended data]
[The following table also appears in the introductory materials.]

	Do you provide support intended to…
	Support not provided
	Support provided to…
	How many schools?

[fill in blank or circle DK for “don’t know”]

	
	
	All districts
	All districts identified for improvement
	A subset of identified districts
	

	a. Clarify accountability system rules and requirements
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	b. Analyze student assessment data
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	c. Develop and implement a district improvement plan
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	d. Identify parent involvement strategies
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	e. Identify and implement effective curricula, instructional strategies, or school reform models
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	f. Identify and implement strategies to address the needs of limited English proficient students
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	g. Identify and implement strategies to address the needs of students with IEPs
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	h. Improve the quality of professional development in areas in which schools missed AYP targets
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	i. Analyze and revise budgets to use resources more effectively
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	j. Develop strategies to recruit and retain more teachers who are “highly qualified” under NCLB
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK

	k. Other [please explain]
	
	
	
	 (
	____  DK


29. I have a final question about the system of support for districts and schools that you’ve just described.  As your state was developing this system and indentifying strategies of support, did you base any of these on research? Were there specific resources that influenced your strategies?

Corrective actions for districts

30. Now I’d like to talk about corrective actions for districts in your state.  First, does your state have any districts that have been identified for corrective actions for the 2004-05 school year?

· No ( Go to question 33
· Yes ( How many districts? _____ [Continue to question 31]
31. Please look at table 2 in the introductory materials.   Besides the information included in your written responses, are there additional details you’d like to add so we can better understand the use of corrective actions in your state?  How do you determine which districts get specific types of corrective actions?

[The following table also appears in the introductory materials]

	
	Strategy used in your state?
	How many districts?
[Write in number or circle DK for “don’t know”]

	
	No
	Yes
	

	a. Implemented a new curriculum based on state standards
	
	(
	____  DK

	b. Authorized students to transfer from district schools to higher-performing schools in a neighboring district
	
	(
	____  DK

	c. Deferred programmatic funds or reduced administrative funds
	
	(
	____  DK

	d. Replaced district personnel who are relevant to the failure to make AYP
	
	(
	____  DK

	e. Removed one or more schools from the jurisdiction of the district
	
	(
	____  DK

	f. Appointed a receiver or trustee to administer the affiars of the district
	
	(
	____  DK

	g. Restructured the district
	
	(
	____  DK

	h. Abolished the district
	
	(
	____  DK


32. What are some of the challenges your state has faced in determining what type of corrective actions or support you are providing to districts?  And in providing technical assistance to districts?

Corrective actions and Restructuring for schools

From questions 5 and 7, determine if the state had any schools in corrective action in 2003-04 or 2004-05.  If none skip to question .

I’d like to talk about consequences for schools that are identified for corrective action and restructuring under NCLB.

33. I’d like you to refer to questions 5 in the survey review materials we sent.   I would like to know more about which corrective actions are used in your state.  First, is there additional information you’d need to provide so that we can better understand corrective actions in your state? [Probe for the following as well]
· Which types of corrective actions are used most frequently?

· Are some types of corrective actions excluded?

· Are some corrective actions targeted for specific schools?

	
	Strategy used in your state?
	How many schools?
[Write in number or circle DK for “don’t know”]

	
	No
	Yes
	

	a. Replacement of staff members relevant to the failure to make AYP
	
	(
	____  DK

	b. Implementation of a new curriculum
	
	(
	____  DK

	c. A significant decrease in management authority at the school level (explain)
	
	(
	____  DK

	d. Appointment of an outside advisor
	
	(
	____  DK

	e. Extension of the school year or school day
	
	(
	____  DK

	f. Restructuring the internal organization of the school (explain)
	
	(
	____  DK

	g. Other [please explain]
	
	(
	____  DK


[NOTE: Only ask if response to questions 6 and 7  indicate that non-Title I schools are identified for corrective actions] 

34. I recall that your state has identified non-Title I schools for corrective actions: Have they been targeted in the same way as Title I schools? 

· Yes 

· No ( Please describe
From questions 5 and 7, determine if the state has any schools in restructuring in 2003-04 or 2004-05.  If none, skip to question 37.

35. Next, please look at table 7 from the introductory materials that pertains to restructuring.  Probe for the following:
· Are specific types of restructuring strategies used most frequently?

· Are some types of restructuring strategies excluded?

· Are specific strategies targeted at specific districts?

[The following table also appears in the introductory materials]

	
	No
	Yes
	How many schools?

	
	
	
	All schools in restructuring
	A subset of schools in restructuring

	a. Reopening the school as a public charter school
	
	
	
	

	b. Replacing all or most of the school staff
	
	
	
	

	c. Hiring a private management contractor
	
	
	
	

	d. Taking over the school
	
	
	
	

	e. Other major restructuring of the school governance (explain)
	
	
	
	


[NOTE: Only ask if response to questions 6 and 7 indicate that non-Title I schools are identified for corrective actions] 

36. I recall that your state has identified non-Title I schools for restructuring: Have they been targeted in the same way as Title I schools? 
· Yes 

· No  ( Please describe
State and NCLB Accountability

For states we have determined to have a dual or hybrid accountability system:

37. I understand that in 2003-04 your state [measured academic progress/provided rewards and sanctions] through initiatives that go beyond what is required in NCLB.  [Each protocol should include some background information about the state accountability system and appropriately tailored probes.] 

a. Will this be the case in 2004-05 as well?

· Yes

· No

38. In what way do you see your state’s NCLB accountablity system and these other initiatives as mutually supporting and in what ways are they different?

b. What is the rationale for the separate approaches? [capture open-ended data]
39. How does the nature of the information provided by the approaches differ? 

· Focus on progress or growth in achievement, rather than absolute levels of proficiency

· Different schools identified for improvement.  Why?
· Different public reporting.  How?
· Different measures of student achievement

· Different students included in calculations

· Other differences [capture open-ended data]
40. Do you provide assistance to schools identified for improvement under the non-NCLB approach? 

· No

· Yes ( How does this support differ from that provided through the NCLB system? 
· Different amount of support (describe) (e.g., hours/days, duration)

· Different type of support (describe) (e.g., focus)

· Support provided to different schools ( which schools? Same for Title I and non-Title I schools?
Supplemental Educational Services

Next, let’s talk about the provision of supplemental services under NCLB, specifically thinking about policies in place for the 2004-05 school year

41. Ask only if sufficient information is not available in provider application on SEA website, ask: 

a. Does your state use the following criteria to identify and approve supplemental service providers?

· Demonstrated record of effectiveness in improving student achievement

· Use of high quality instructional strategies

· Services that are consistent with the instructional program of the LEA and with state academic content and achievement standards

b. I’d like to know how your state applies the criteria that are outlined in NCLB [capture open-ended data]
c. What did you accept as evidence from provider that they meet these criteria? [capture open-ended data]
42.  If standards for monitoring and withdrawing providers are not available on SEA website, ask: We were not able to find information on your state’s website about whether you have established standards for monitoring providers.  Has your state  established any such standards?

· No

· Yes ( Can we get a copy please?
c. Has your state established standards for withdrawing approval  from providers and removing them from your state’s list of providers? 

· No

· Yes ( If standards  involve measuring student achievement and methods are not completely clear from documents, ask:  How does the state measure changes in the achievement of students served by providers? [Capture open-ended data]
d. Since your state began approving providers, has your state withdrawn approval from any providers?

· No

· Yes ( How many? ________ What are the main reasons for which providers were removed from the state list?
43. Can you tell me more about how your state is monitoring district and provider implementation of supplemental services? [Possible probes below]
· Monitors the state achievement test scores of participating students

· Monitors the academic success of participating students in terms of grades, promotion, and graduation

· Asks each provider to report to the district on individual students’ progress

· Surveys parents of participating students

· Surveys participating students

· Leaves monitoring activities to the discretion of individual schools

· Leaves monitoring activities to the discretion of the district

44. Has your state provided assistance with implementation to districts with schools required to offer supplemental services under Title I? 

· Yes ( Please describe
· No
45. [Eligible schools] 

e. Are non-Title I schools that have been identified for improvement required to offer supplemental services?

· No

· Yes

46. What are the most substantial challenges in your state with regard to the provision of supplemental educational services? Are there any success stories you’d like to share with us? [Capture open-ended data and listen for the following; probe as necessary]
	· Not enough state-approved providers in the area

	· State-approved providers have not yet established a reputation with parents

	· Inadequate funding to provide supplemental services to all students whose parents request services (i.e., the percent allocation of Title I funds for supplemental services as defined by the law is inadequate)

	· Not enough approved providers offering services to meet the needs of limited English proficient (LEP) students

	· Not enough approved providers offering services to meet the needs of students with individualized education plans (IEPs)

	· Not enough approved providers offering services in all needed subject areas (e.g., math, reading, science)

	· Not enough approved providers offering services at the appropriate grade levels (e.g., elementary, middle, high school)

	· Not enough providers offering services at convenient locations

	· Not enough providers in rural areas

	· SES providers not having access to school facilities

	· Districts that serve as providers losing their ability to do so because they become identified for improvement


Reporting and Data

I now have some questions about your state’s report card and issues related to achievement data in general.  

47. We’ve reviewed your state report card for the 2002-03 and 2003-04 school years, and noted that you did not include information on [insert missing variables, and years, if applicable].  Were there specific issues that prevented you from reporting on these variables?
State report cards are required to contain the following information: 

· Information, in the aggregate, on student achievement at each proficiency level on each State academic assessment. Information should also be disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged;

· Information that provides a comparison between the actual achievement levels of each group of students and the State’s annual measurable objectives for each such group of students on each of the academic assessments required under this part;  

· The percentage of students not tested (disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged;

· The most recent 2-year trend in student achievement in each subject area, and for each grade level, for which assessments under this section are required; 

· Aggregate information on any other indicators used by the State to determine the adequate yearly progress of students in achieving State academic achievement standards; 

· Graduation rates for secondary school students disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged;

· Information on the performance of local educational agencies in the State regarding making adequate yearly progress, including the number and names of each school identified for school improvement; and

· The professional qualifications of teachers in the State, the percentage of such teachers teaching with emergency or provisional credentials, and the percentage of classes in the State not taught by highly qualified teachers, in the aggregate and disaggregated by high-poverty compared to low-poverty schools which, for the purpose of this clause, means schools in the top quartile of poverty and the bottom quartile of poverty in the State.
48. When did your state release information to districts and schools on whether or not schools made AYP to schools based on 2003-04 testing? [If not available from extant data, ask for the prior academic year as well.] _____/_______ (Month/date)

f. Do you release information on schools identified for improvement at the same time you release AYP data? 

· Yes

· No ( When do you release information on schools identified for improvement? __________ (month/date)

49.  Prior to this survey, we reviewed data from other state surveys to get an understanding of your state’s data capabilities.   In the introductory materials, we included a portrayal of your state’s data system: Does our summary accurately describe the capacity of your state’s data system, or is there anything you would like to add? 

Challenges and Unanticipated Consequences

50. I know many states have been quite successful in implementing the accountability requirements of NCLB, in addition to facing numerous challenges.  I’m interested in hearing about both – are there some things that your state is doing better as a result of NCLB? Are there some substantive challenges you’d like to tell us about?  
[Capture open-ended response, and note the nature of the challenges.]

51. I know some states have encountered unintended consequences of the implementation of the accountability provisions of NCLB.  Would you say that there are unintended consequences –either positive or negative – of NCLB accountability in your state? [check one below and capture open-ended responses]
· No

· Yes ( What kinds of unintended consequences? How extensive are these? [capture open-ended data]
Conclusion

52.  I’ve asked you a lot of questions about NCLB implementation related to Title I assessment and accountability provisions in your state.  I’d like to give you the opportunity to tell me what topics I might have overlooked, additional details you think we should know about, or any other aspect of NCLB implementation you’d like to bring to my attention.  

Thanks again for your time.  We very much appreciate your participation in this important survey.
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