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Survey of State Title III Directors—Draft

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 State Implementation of No Child Left Behind), which is an evaluation funded by the U.S. Department of Education.  The specific purpose is the study the implementation of NCLB provisions related to accountability, teacher quality, and Title III.  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.  

Do you have any questions before we begin? Let’s get started.

Standards for English language proficiency

1.  I’d like to ask you a few questions about your English language proficiency standards, but first would like to confirm the accuracy of the information on your state’s standards that was included in the materials for your review.  Did that information accurately reflect the English language proficiency standards you currently have in place? 

· No ( Please describe your current standards.  [Capture open-ended data, then proceed to sub-question a]

· Yes ( [Proceed to sub-question a]
a.  What date were your 2004-05 state English language proficiency standards adopted? How many years have they been implemented?  

[If state adopted standards in 2004-05, ask follow-up question:  What, if any, English language proficiency standards were in place in 2002-03?  2003-04?]

b.  Were they developed…

· In-state 

· Adopted/adapted from an out-of-state source( What was the source? 

· Developed in collaboration with a multi-state consortia( Which consortia? 

c.  Does your state anticipate any changes to those standards? 

· No 

· Yes( Please describe the anticipated changes.  When will they be made?
2.  In developing or adapting the English language proficiency standards, did your state link them with your state’s content standards in reading/English language arts and any other core subject areas?  

· No 

· Yes( If so, how? [Capture open-ended data, making sure respondent addresses method used and dimensions covered] 
Assessments

3.  According to documents we’ve reviewed, your state currently uses the following English language proficiency assessments: [insert list of assessments here].  Is that correct?  

· No ( Please list your current assessments.  [Capture open-ended data, then proceed to sub-question a]

· Yes ( [Proceed to sub-question a]
a.  In what year were your current (2004-05) state English language proficiency assessments adopted? How many years have they been implemented? [If state adopted assessments in 2004-05, ask follow-up question:  What, if any, English language proficiency assessment was the state using in 2002-03?  2003-04?]
b.  Were they developed…

· In-state 

· Adopted/adapted from an out-of-state source( What was the source? 

· Developed in collaboration with a multi-state consortia( Which consortia? 

c.  Does your state anticipate any changes to the assessments used? 

· No 

· Yes( Please describe the anticipated changes.  When will they be made? [Capture open-ended data]
4.  In developing or adapting the English language proficiency assessments, did your state align them with…

a.  English language proficiency standards? 

· No 

· Yes( If so, how? [Capture open-ended data, making sure respondent addresses method used and dimensions covered]
b.  Achievement levels in reading/English language arts?  

· No 

· Yes( If so, how? [Capture open-ended data, making sure respondent addresses method used and dimensions covered]
5.  What domains in the ELP assessment are considered in assessing comprehension?  [Capture open-ended data but listen for the following responses]
· Only reading  

· Only listening

· Both reading and listening

· Combined reading and listening

· Other [Please describe]
6.  What, if any, accommodations does your state allow for limited English proficient students for state assessments of core subjects? [Capture open-ended data-then ask any of the following questions not addressed]
a.  Does your state have any approved native language assessments?  

· No ( [Proceed to sub-question b]
· Yes( In what subjects?  In what languages? [Capture open-ended data, then proceed to sub-question b]
b.  What are the eligibility criteria/guidelines for accommodated or native language testing? [Capture open-ended data]
c.  Who grants permission for a student to be able to take accommodated or native language testing?
· State

· District

· School

· Other [Please describe]
d.  Does your state offer any technical assistance regarding assessment accommodations or native language assessments? 

· No ( [Proceed to question 7]
· Yes( Please describe the technical assistance. [Capture open-ended data]
7.  Does your state offer alternative assessments in core subjects for limited English proficient students?  

· No ( [Proceed to question 8]
· Yes( What are they? [Capture open-ended data and proceed to sub-question a]
a.  What are the eligibility criteria/guidelines for alternative assessments? [Capture open-ended data]
b.  Who grants permission for a student to be able to take an alternative assessment? 

· State

· District

· School

· Other [Please describe]
c.  Does your state offer any technical assistance regarding alternative assessments for LEP students?

· No ( [Proceed to question 8]
· Yes( Please describe the technical assistance. [Capture open-ended data]
Annual Measurable Achievement Objectives

8.  We would like to confirm the accuracy of the information regarding your state’s annual measurable achievement objectives that was included in the introductory materials we sent before this interview.  Did that information accurately reflect your state’s current annual measurable achievement objectives? 

· No ( Please describe your state’s current annual measurable achievement objectives.  [Capture open-ended data—listen for variables—cohort, percent proficient, and progress goals]

· Yes

9.  For what kinds of districts are annual measurable achievement objective performance data calculated? For example, Title III-funded districts only, Title I and Title III funded districts, or some other set of districts? [Capture open-ended data]
10.  For what kinds of districts are sanctions applied for not meeting annual measurable achievement objective targets? 

· Title III-funded districts

· Title I and Title III funded districts

· Districts enrolling a specific number or percentage of limited English proficient students

11.  For what type of districts are annual measurable achievement objective performance data reported? [Capture open-ended data but listen for the following district types.  Then proceed to sub-questions a and b]
· Title III-funded districts

· Title I and Title III funded districts

· Districts enrolling a specific number or percentage of limited English proficient students

a.  To whom are the data reported? 

· District

· Public

· U.S. Department of Education

· Other [Please describe]
b.  When are the data reported?  How often? [Capture open-ended data]
12.  How many districts in your state did not meet their annual measurable achievement objectives for 2003-04 school year? ________ How many of the districts were Title III districts?  __________

[Fall 2006 item will ask how many districts did not meet annual measurable objectives for 1, 2, and 3 years, and how many in each category were Title III districts]

13.  Do you anticipate a change in your state’s annual measurable achievement objectives for limited English proficient students (or have they changed within the past year)?

· No 

· Yes( How did they/will they change? [Capture open-ended data]
( When did they/will they change?

( What is the rationale for changing the annual measurable achievement objectives for limited English proficient students? [Capture open-ended data]
14.  I’d like to know more about how your state provides (or plans to provide) technical assistance for districts not meeting or being at risk of not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives for limited English proficient students based on 2003-04 testing.  Do you target (or plan to target) technical assistance to districts not meeting or at risk of not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives?

· No ( Why not? Do you plan to provide technical assistance in 2004-05? [Capture open-ended data, and skip to question 15]
· Yes( Which types of districts and how many do you target? [Capture open-ended data but listen for the following responses]
· Districts not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives

· Districts at risk of not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives

· Both districts not meeting and at risk of not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives

· Other [Please describe]

a.  Are there other districts also targeted for technical assistance regarding limited English proficient students?  

· No ( [Proceed to sub-question b]
· Yes( If so, what kinds of districts? [Capture open-ended data and proceed to sub-question b]
b.  Is there a particular content or focus of the technical assistance? For example, technical assistance might focus on methods of instruction in English language development or the assessment of limited English proficient students.

· No ( [Proceed to sub-question c]
· Yes( Please describe the content or focus [Capture open-ended data but listen for the following responses]
· Content area curriculum

· English language instructional program curriculum

· Methods of instruction in English language development

· Methods of instruction in academic content areas for limited English proficient students

· Assessment of limited English proficient students

· Creation of data systems to track student performance

· Data use for instructional planning for limited English proficient students

· Guidance on NCLB requirements regarding limited English proficient students

· Other [please explain]
c.  What types of individuals or organizations provide technical assistance to districts? 

· State

· Externally contracted organization 

· Other [Please describe]
(14)d.  On average, how much or for how long is technical assistance provided to a district?

Average number of days: ___________

Range: Minimum _____________        Maximum ____________

e.  Within the district, who are the intended recipients of the technical assistance?

· District administrators

· School administrators

· Teachers 

· Subset

· All

· Other [Please describe]
f.  Does your state anticipate any changes in the technical assistance you will provide for the 2004-05 school year?

· No 

· Yes( Please describe the anticipated changes.  When will they be made?

Accountability for Annual Measurable Achievement Objectives

15.  I’d like to talk about other consequences or state actions for districts that do not meet their annual measurable achievement objectives for 2 consecutive years or more under NCLB.  [Listen for application to non-Title III districts]
a.  If I were a superintendent in a district that did not meet annual measurable achievement objectives for 2 consecutive years or more, what actions or requirements should I expect from the state? [Capture open-ended data but listen for the following responses]
· Require district to write an improvement plan

· Provide technical assistance( is this different from the technical assistance you just described to me?

· Provide support for professional development

· Specific programmatic interventions (e.g., new curriculum, new language instruction educational program)

· Discontinuation of Title III funding

· Other [Please describe]
(15)b.  Will your state apply these actions to all districts not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives for 2 consecutive years or more, or will a subgroup of those actions be targeted to a subgroup of those districts?

· All districts not meeting their annual measurable achievement objectives for 2 consecutive years or more

· Target a subgroup of districts with a subgroup of actions [Proceed to sub-questions a and b]

a. Which districts will be targeted? ( On what basis will you target these districts? [Capture open-ended data]
b. Which sanctions will be applied? [Capture open-ended data]
c.  Does your state plan or anticipate having additional sanctions for districts that do not meet their annual measurable achievement objectives for 4 consecutive years?  

· No 

· Yes( Please describe. [Capture open-ended data]
Teacher Fluency

16.  Now I’d like to ask a few questions about your state’s teacher fluency requirements.  Does your state provide guidance to districts regarding teacher language fluency requirements under Title III?

· No [Skip to question sub-question c]
· Yes( [Proceed to sub-question a]
a.  What topics are covered in the guidance? [Capture open-ended data, but listen for the following responses and provide a few as examples if respondent has trouble with the question]
· Definition of fluency

· Who is required to demonstrate fluency

· Assessment of fluency

· Professional development for fluency

· Other [Please describe]
b.  What methods does your state employ to communicate the language fluency guidance? 
· Web site

· Conferences

· Site visits

· Other [Please describe]
c.  At what level are decisions made about language fluency? 
· State

· District 

· School

17.  To whom are your state’s language fluency requirements applied?  More specifically…

a.  Who must demonstrate fluency in English? (What kinds of teachers?) [Capture open-ended data]
b.  Who must demonstrate fluency in languages other than English? (What kinds of teachers?) [Capture open-ended data]
18.  How do teachers demonstrate their language fluency?  [Capture open-ended data and probe with the following:]
Does your state have any specific teacher language fluency assessments that you use or allow?  If so, what are the cut point scores?  [Ask respondent to please respond first for English language fluency, and then for fluency in languages other than English.]
a.  English language fluency

b.  Fluency in languages other than English

Teacher Certification 

19.  The next few questions are about teacher certification requirements for teachers of limited English proficient students in your state.  Can you please provide us with the names of all available endorsements/certifications specific to teachers of limited English proficient students (and beyond those required of all teachers)? [Capture open-ended data, then ask any of the following questions not addressed]
a.  Which of those are required?

b.  For whom is each endorsement/certification required?

c.  Please describe the criteria for meeting each requirement [Capture open-ended data, but listen for the following examples: pre-requisite licensure, additional coursework, assessments)
20.  In addition or as an alternative for the certification/endorsements you just mentioned, does your state require teachers of limited English proficient students to demonstrate the knowledge and skills needed to address the language development and other needs of limited English proficient students? 

· No [Skip to sub-question b]
· Yes( [Proceed to sub-question a]
a.  Which teachers must demonstrate that they are highly qualified? [Capture open-ended data]  

     Are all teachers who teach English as a Second Language or language development required to demonstrate that they are highly qualified? [Capture open-ended data]  

     How would such teachers demonstrate subject matter competence? [Capture open-ended data]
b.  Does your state offer any incentives to teachers to gain knowledge and skills relating to teaching limited English proficient students?  

· No [Proceed to sub-question c]
· Yes( If so, please describe these incentives. [Capture open-ended data, then proceed to sub-question c]
c.  Does your state report any data on teachers’ knowledge and skills to teach limited English proficient students?  

· No ( [Proceed to sub-question d]
· Yes( [Proceed to sub-question d]
d.  Does your state disaggregate and report on highly qualified status with regard to content?

· No 

· Yes

21.  How do teachers of limited English proficient students in core content areas demonstrate that they are highly qualified in the content area that they teach as required by NCLB? [Capture open-ended data and proceed to sub-question a]
a.  Which teachers must demonstrate highly qualified status? [Capture open-ended data, but probe on the following:]

Do teachers in English as a Second Language or English language development classes have to demonstrate that they are highly qualified?

b.  Are there differences in how the various types of teachers of limited English proficient students must demonstrate content knowledge? [Capture open-ended data but probe on each of the following:]
· International teachers 

· English as a Second Language teachers 

· Language instruction educational program (LIEP) teachers 

· Mainstream classroom teachers with limited English proficient students

· Other [Please describe]
Professional Development

Now I’d like to turn to the topic of state-supported professional development.  I’ll be asking questions both about professional development in core subjects targeted specifically for teachers of limited English proficient students as well as professional development on language development needs and instructional strategies for limited English proficient students.  

22.  During the 2003-2004 school year, did your state provide any professional development to help teachers in either of these areas?

· No ( [Skip to question 23]
· Yes ( Which areas? 

· Professional development in core subjects for teachers of limited English proficient students 
· Professional development on language development needs and instructional strategies for limited English proficient students
· Both
a.  Can you describe these programs? [Capture open-ended data]
b.  What kind of teachers participated or were targeted for these programs?

· Mainstream teachers of English language learners

· Teachers in language instruction educational programs (LIEP)

· All teachers of limited English proficient students—there was no particular targeting

· Other [Please describe]
c.  Describe the format of the professional development.  [Capture open-ended data, but listen for the following:]
· Workshops

· Institutes

· Courses

· Online

· Other [Please describe]
d.  How long did each of these last? [Capture open-ended data]
23.  Did your state provide professional development on issues relating to limited English proficient students to…

· Paraprofessionals?  

· No

· Yes [Please describe]
· Principals?

· No

· Yes [Please describe]
24.  In 2003-04, did your state offer any incentives to highly qualified teachers to teach limited English proficient students?

· No ( [Skip to question 25]
· Yes ( [Proceed to sub-question a]
a.  What is the form of these incentives? [Capture open-ended data, but listen for the following:]

· Scholarships

· Loan forgiveness

· Housing incentives

· Tax incentives

· Bonuses for teachers enrolled in alternative route programs

· Other [Please describe]
b.  Does your state anticipate any changes in the incentives offered for the 2004-05 school year?

· No 

· Yes( Please describe. [Capture open-ended data]
25.  Did your state have policies or requirements regarding placement and instructional programs for limited English proficient students or for teachers of those students prior to NCLB? 

· No 

· Yes ( How did the policies/requirements change with NCLB or influence how NCLB policies were implemented? [Capture open-ended data]
Thanks again for your time.  We very much appreciate your participation in this important survey.
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