Appendix D: 

Introductory Materials for the SSI-NCLB

Survey of Title I Directors

[Note: these materials will be sent to the respondent after scheduling the interview]
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Dear [State Director of Accountability],

Thank you for agreeing to participate in an interview for the Study of State Implementation of No Child Left Behind (SSI-NCLB), which we’ve scheduled for [insert date] and [insert time].  To recap what we discussed in our initial letter, this study is sponsored by the Policy and Program Studies Service of the U.S. Department of Education, and is being conducted as part of the Congressionally-mandated National Assessment of Title I.   

The purpose of this mailing is to provide you with information that will facilitate our interview with you.  In addition, we have enclosed other materials that pertain to our interview and data collection. The materials include two main components. Part I (on yellow paper) contains materials we would like you to review prior to the interview.  These include an outline of the interview – so that you may better follow the flow of the interview – and a summary that reflects our understanding of your state’s data system, based on extant data.

Part II (on green paper) includes materials on which we would like your feedback – including a request for specific policy documents and some questions we believe will be easier for you to answer on paper.  Prior to the interview, please respond to these questions and send the information to Kerstin Le Floch at the American Institutes for Research, 1000 Thomas Jefferson Street NW, Washington, DC 20007. You may also fax the information to Kerstin Le Floch at (202) 403-5001.  We ask that you respond to these survey questions prior to the interview so that we are able to incorporate this data into the interview.

Thank you very much for taking the time to participate in this survey process. The information you provide will prove an essential part of the data needed to fully understand state implementation of the accountability provisions of No Child Left Behind. 

Thank you very much in advance,

Kerstin Carlson Le Floch, Ph.D.

SSI-NCLB Project Director

1000 THOMAS JEFFERSON ST, NW(WASHINGTON, DC  20007-3835(TEL 202 403 5000(FAX 202 403 5001(WEBSITE WWW.AIR.ORG
Part I

State Directors of Accountability Survey Topic Outline

To the extent possible, we will not present results in any way that would permit them to be identified with you or any other specific individual. No personally identifiable information, such as name or address, will be disclosed to anyone outside the project. However, some questions that reflect your state’s policies or practices may be reported on a state-by-state basis, so we cannot ensure full confidentiality.  Questions for which we will maintain full confidentiality have been highlighted.  The interviewer will note which questions will be confidential right before those questions are asked.  Your answers to those questions will be used and summarized, but the actual state will not be identified.  
· Standards and Assessments

· Plans for new standards

· Plans for new assessments

· Challenges associated with NCLB-mandated assessments
· Accountability
· Schools and districts identified for improvement

· AYP appeals process

· State system of support for schools
· Technical assistance for schools identified for improvement

· Use of school support teams and distinguished principals and teachers

· State support for districts

· Technical assistance for districts identified for improvement

· Technical assistance for all districts

· Corrective actions for districts

· Challenges associated with corrective actions and technical assistance for districts

· Corrective action and restructuring for schools

· State and NCLB accountability

· Coordination of state and NCLB approaches to accountability

· Supplemental educational services

· Criteria for approving supplemental service providers

· Monitoring of supplemental service providers

· Challenges associated with supplemental services
· Reporting and Data

· Challenges and unanticipated consequences of NCLB accountability
According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB number.  The valid OMB control number of this information collection is xxxx-xxxx.  The time required to complete this information collection is estimated to average xx minutes per response, including the time review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collection.  If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time estimates or suggestions for improving this form, please write to: U.S. Department of Education, Washington, 20202-4651.  If you have comments or concerns regarding the status of your individual submission of this form, write directly to:

Policy and Program Studies Service, Office of the Under Secretary, U.S. Department of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20202.
Portrayal of State Data System Capacity

[Using extant data, we will compile a structured profile of each state’s data system capacity, based on the variables below.  We will ask each respondent to review the profile for accuracy and to provide updates.]

Student-level record system

· Stage of development for statewide individual student-level record system

· Individual student achievement data, linked longitudinally

· Individual student demographic data

· Enrollment

· Courses

· Special program participation and student support services

· Individual high school transcript (high school students only)

· Individual SAT, ACT, and AP exam results (high school students only)

· Individual graduation and dropout data (high school students only)

Data transfer, access, and reporting

· Level of automation for data collection

· Paper reports

· Reports on disk or tape

· “Report card” or display on internet

· Electronic access for districts

· Web-based access to data (data may be downloaded)

Security and Reliability

· Secure site to maintain data

· State data audit system

Other data

· Individual teacher identifier

· Fall enrollment and aggregate student demographic data

· Aggregate student achievement data

· Information on every student in a tested grade who did not take the main state test

Part II
Request for Documents and Survey Questions
[Note: Each request for documents will be modified according to gaps remaining after extant data collection is complete for the time period in question.]

During the interview, we will discuss this request and work with you to determine the best and most expeditious way of obtaining the requested documents and information.  We prefer electronic files that may be emailed, but we have included an addressed FedEx envelope if you have hard copy documents. 
[examples – this will be customized for each state, as necessary]
Specific Documents we request:

1a. 
Schools that have not met AYP based on 2002-03 testing 
1b.
Schools that have not met AYP based on 2003-04 testing

We were not able to locate a file of schools within your state that have not met AYP.  Please 
provide a complete list of schools that have not met AYP, including the following data elements:

· Name of each school that not met AYP

· NCES identification number for each school that not met AYP

· Specific reason for which the school not met AYP.  For each school please indicate whether the school met or missed each AYP target (reading achievement, math achievement, reading participation, math participation, other indicator, graduation rate) for each subgroup OR if the subgroup did not meet the minimum N size for the target.

2a. 
Districts that have not met AYP based on 2002-03 testing, and districts that have been 
identified for improvement for the 2002-03 school year
2b.
Districts that have not met AYP based on 2003-04 testing, and districts that have been 
identified for improvement for the 2004-05 school year
We were not able to locate a file of districts within your state that have not met AYP. Please provide a complete list of schools that have not met AUP, including the following data elements:

· Name of each district that not met AYP

· NCES identification number for each district that not met AYP

· Specific reason for which the district not met AYP.  For each district please indicate whether the district met or missed each AYP target (reading achievement, math achievement, reading participation, math participation, other indicator, graduation rate) for each subgroup OR if the subgroup did not meet the minimum N size for the target.

· Whether the district is identified for improvement

Additional Survey Questions

1) During the 2003-04 and 2004-05 school years (including the summer of 2004), what types of technical support does your state provide to the following sets of districts in your state?  If you provide support to a subset of districts, please write in the number of districts.  If you do not know the number of districts, please circle DK (don’t know).

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



	
	
	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
	
	
	
	 (
	____  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


[Note: the following questions regarding districts and schools in corrective action and schools in restructuring status will be tailored for those states for which we already know of the number of schools in each category.]

2) Do you have any districts in corrective action status in your state?

· No ( Please go to question 4

· Yes ( Please go to question 3

3) In the 2004-05 school year, which of the following types of corrective actions were applied to districts in corrective action status?  Please write the number of districts to which each action occurred.  If you do not know the number, please circle DK (don’t know).

	
	Strategy used in your state?
	How many districts?


	
	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 affairs of the district
	
	(
	____  DK

	g. Required restructuring of the district
	
	(
	____  DK

	h. Abolish the district
	
	(
	____  DK


4) Do you have any schools in corrective action in your state?

No ( Please go to question 6

· Yes ( Please go to question 5

5) Which of the following types of corrective actions were applied to schools in corrective action status?  Please write the number of schools to which each action occurred.  If you do not know the number, please circle DK (don’t know).

	
	Strategy used in your state?
	How many districts?


	
	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


6) Do you have any schools in restructuring status in your state?

· No ( Please go to question 8

· Yes ( Please go to question 7

7) Which of the following types of restructuring strategies were applied to schools in restructuring status?  Please write the number of schools to which each action occurred.  If you do not know the number, please circle DK (don’t know).

	
	No
	Yes
	How many districts?


	
	
	
	

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

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

	c. Hiring a private management contractor
	
	
	____  DK

	d. State takeover of a school
	
	
	____  DK

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


8) Have the results from the 2003-04 state tests in reading/English language arts and mathematics been made available to schools in your state in any of the following ways?  (Check one box in each row.)

	
	Available to schools in our state
	Not available to schools in our state

	
	
	

	Results in different formats

	a. Percent of students scoring at or above proficient
	
	

	b. Percent of students at each performance level (proficient, basic, etc.)
	
	

	c. Scale scores or other scores that show how close students are to performance levels
	
	

	Results for different groupings of students

	d. Results for the school as a whole
	
	

	e. Results for subgroups of students (e.g., racial/ethnic subgroups, LEP students, students with disabilities, economically disadvantaged students)
	
	

	f. Results for each grade level 
	
	

	g. Results for each classroom
	
	

	h. Results for individual students
	
	

	Results broken down by specific topics or skills

	i. Results on specific math topics or skills (e.g., computation, applications, etc.)
	
	

	j. Results on specific reading topics or skills (e.g., word recognition, grammar, etc.)
	
	

	Results showing changes over time

	k. Trends in individual student results across years
	
	

	l. Trends in the school’s results across years
	
	


9) We’d like to know about the alternate assessments for students with disabilities your state has in place for the 2004-05 school year. What are the names of your state’s alternate assessments? For which subjects? For which grades? On which standards are the assessments based? [This matrix will be customized for each state based on alternate assessment information gathered from state and NCEO websites.]

	Alternate assessment
	Subject
	Grades
	Alternate assessment is based on…

	
	English / language arts
	Mathematics
	Science
	
	grade-level standards
	alternate achievement standards

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	

	
	
	
	
	____  
	
	


The following questions pertain to changes in your state assessment system in response to the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001. Specifically, we are interested in the costs, both in terms of moneys expended and time spent, of changing your assessment system as a result of the requirements of NCLB.

10. For each grade level, did your state keep the existing reading/English language arts assessments, modify them or adopt new ones?

	Grade
	Kept Existing Reading Assessment
	Modified Existing Reading Assessment
	Adopted New Reading Assessment

	
	
	
	Used Existing Off-the-Shelf
	Augmented Existing Off-the-Shelf Assessment
	Developed New Assessment

	3
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	4
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	5
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	6
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	7
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	8
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(


11. Including the following tasks (training writers of test items, reviewing items in-house and/or by content experts, finalizing items and associated stimulus materials, field testing, creating operational forms, and post-equating), how much did you spend in fiscal years 2002-03 and 2003-04 on developing and/or modifying your reading/English language arts assessment at each grade level as a result of NCLB requirements? Please include all monies expended on salary, professional development, test vendors, and other contractors.

	Grade
	Expenditures on Developing/Modifying Reading Assessments

	
	2002-03 
	2003-04

	3
	
	

	4
	
	

	5
	
	

	6
	
	

	7
	
	

	8
	
	


12. For each grade level, did your state keep the existing mathematics assessments, modify them or adopt new ones?

	Grade
	Kept Existing Mathematics Assessment
	Modified Existing Mathematics Assessment
	Adopted New Mathematics Assessment

	
	
	
	Used Existing Off-the-Shelf
	Augmented Existing Off-the-Shelf Assessment
	Developed New Assessment

	3
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	4
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	5
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	6
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	7
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	8
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(


13. Including the following tasks (training writers of test items, reviewing items in-house and/or by content experts, finalizing items and associated stimulus materials, field testing, creating operational forms, and post-equating), how much did you spend in fiscal years 2002-03 and 2003-04 on developing and/or modifying your mathematics assessment at each grade level as a result of NCLB requirements? Please include all monies expended on salary, professional development, test vendors, and other contractors.

	Grade
	Expenditures on Developing/Modifying Mathematics Assessments

	
	2002-03 
	2003-04

	3
	
	

	4
	
	

	5
	
	

	6
	
	

	7
	
	

	8
	
	


14. For each grade level, did your state keep the existing science assessments, modify them or adopt new ones?

	Grade
	Not Assessing this Grade
	Kept Existing Science Assessment
	Modified Existing Science Assessment
	Adopted New Science Assessment

	
	
	
	
	Used Existing Off-the-Shelf
	Augmented Existing Off-the-Shelf Assessment
	Developed New Assessment

	3
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	4
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	5
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	6
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	7
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	8
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(


15. Including the following tasks (training writers of test items, reviewing items in-house and/or by content experts, finalizing items and associated stimulus materials, field testing, creating operational forms, and post-equating), how much did you spend in fiscal years 2002-03 and 2003-04 on developing and/or modifying your science assessment at each grade level as a result of NCLB requirements? Please include all monies expended on salary, professional development, test vendors, and other contractors.

	Grade
	Expenditures on Developing/Modifying Science Assessments

	
	2002-03 
	2003-04

	3
	
	

	4
	
	

	5
	
	

	6
	
	

	7
	
	

	8
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