CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE REPORT:
Parts | and Il

for
STATE FORMULA GRANT PROGRAMS
under the
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT
As amended by the
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

For reporting on

School Year 2006-07
SOUTH CAROLINA
Nuchi_ldﬁ

ll_.‘

PART | DUE FRIDAY, DECEMBER 28, 2007
PART Il DUE FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 2008

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTON, DC 20202



OMB NO. 1810-0614 Page 2
INTRODUCTION

Sections 9302 and 9303 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), as amended by the No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) provide to States the option of applying for and reporting on multiple ESEA programs through a
single consolidated application and report. Although a central, practical purpose of the Consolidated State Application and
Report is to reduce "red tape" and burden on States, the Consolidated State Application and Report are also intended to
have the important purpose of encouraging the integration of State, local, and ESEA programs in comprehensive planning
and service delivery and enhancing the likelihood that the State will coordinate planning and service delivery across multiple
State and local programs. The combined goal of all educational agencies—State, local, and Federal-is a more coherent,
well-integrated educational plan that will result in improved teaching and learning.

The Consolidated State Application and Report includes the following ESEA programs:

o Title I, Part A — Improving Basic Programs Operated by Local Educational Agencies

o Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 — William F. Goodling Even Start Family Literacy Programs

o0 Title I, Part C — Education of Migratory Children

o Title I, Part D — Prevention and Intervention Programs for Children and Youth Who Are Neglected, Delinquent, or At-Risk

o Title I, Part F — Comprehensive School Reform

o Title Il, Part A — Improving Teacher Quality State Grants (Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund)

o Title Il, Part D — Enhancing Education through Technology

o Title lll, Part A — English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and Academic Achievement Act

o Title IV, Part A, Subpart 1 — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants

o Title IV, Part A, Subpart 2 — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities National Activities (Community Service
Grant Program)

0 Title IV, Part B — 21%t Century Community Learning Centers.

o TitleV, Part A — Innovative Programs

o Title VI, Section 6111 — Grants for State Assessments and Related Activities

0 Title VI, Part B — Rural Education Achievement Program

o Title X, Part C — Education for Homeless Children and Youths

The NCLB Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR) for school year (SY) 2006-07 consists of two information collections.
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PART I

Part | of the CSPR requests information related to the five ESEA Goals, established in the June 2002 Consolidated State Application,
and information required for the Annual State Report to the Secretary, as described in Section 1111(h)(4) of the ESEA. The five
ESEA Goals established in the June 2002 Consolidated State Application are:

Performance Goal 1: By SY 2013-14, all students will reach high standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or
better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

Performance Goal 2: All limited English proficient students will become proficient in English and reach high academic
standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

Performance Goal 3: By SY 2005-06, all students will be taught by highly qualified teachers.

Performance Goal 4: All students will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drug free, and conducive to
learning.

Performance Goal 5: All students will graduate from high school.

Starting with SY 2005-06, collection of data for the Education of Homeless Children and Youths was added to Part | in order to
provide timely data for the program's performance measures. This change allowed ED to retire OMB collection 1810-0650. For SY
2006-07, Migrant Education Program child count information that is used for funding purposes is now collected via Part I. This
change allowed ED to retire OMB collection 1810-0519

PART Il

Part Il of the CSPR consists of information related to State activities and outcomes of specific ESEA programs. While the
information requested varies from program to program, the specific information requested for this report meets the following criteria:

The information is needed for Department program performance plans or for other program needs.
The information is not available from another source, including program evaluations.

The information will provide valid evidence of program outcomes or results.

The CSPR is the best vehicle for collection of the data.

PR
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS AND TIMELINES

All States that received funding on the basis of the Consolidated State Application for the SY 2006-07 must respond to this
Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR). Part | of the Report is due to the Department by Friday, December 28, 2007. Part
Il of the Report is due to the Department by Friday, February 22, 2008. Both Part | and Part Il should reflect data from the SY 2006-
07, unless otherwise noted.

The format states will use to submit the Consolidated State Performance Report has changed to an online submission starting with
SY 2004-05. This online submission system is being developed through the Education Data Exchange Network (EDEN) and will
make the submission process less burdensome. Please see the following section on transmittal instructions for more information
on how to submit this year's Consolidated State Performance Report.

TRANSMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS

The Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR) data will be collected online from the SEAs, using the EDEN web site. The
EDEN web site will be modified to include a separate area (sub-domain) for CSPR data entry. This area will utilize EDEN formatting
to the extent possible and the data will be entered in the order of the current CSPR forms. The data entry screens will include or
provide access to all instructions and notes on the current CSPR forms; additionally, an effort will be made to design the screens to
balance efficient data collection and reduction of visual clutter.

Initially, a state user will log onto EDEN and be provided with an option that takes him or her to the "SY 2006-07 CSPR". The main
CSPR screen will allow the user to select the section of the CSPR that he or she needs to either view or enter data. After selecting a
section of the CSPR, the user will be presented with a screen or set of screens where the user can input the data for that section of
the CSPR. A user can only select one section of the CSPR at a time. After a state has included all available data in the designated
sections of a particular CSPR Part, a lead state user will certify that Part and transmit it to the Department. Once a Part has been
transmitted, ED will have access to the data. States may still make changes or additions to the transmitted data, by creating an
updated version of the CSPR. Detailed instructions for transmitting the SY 2006-07 CSPR will be found on the main CSPR page of
the EDEN web site (https://EDEN.ED.GOV/EDENPortal/).

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1965, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it
displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 1810-0614. The time required
to complete this information collection is estimated to average 111 hours per response, including the time to 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(s) contact School Support and Technology Programs, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW, Washington DC 20202-6140. Questions about the new electronic CSPR submission process, should be directed to
the EDEN Partner Support Center at 1-877-HLP-EDEN (1-877-457-3336).
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OMB Number: 1810-0614

Expiration Date: 10/31/2010

Consolidated State Performance Report
For
State Formula Grant Programs
under the
Elementary And Secondary Education Act
as amended by the
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

Check the one that indicates the report you are submitting:
X_Part I, 2006-07 ____Part 11, 2006-07

Name of State Educational Agency (SEA) Submitting This Report:
South Carolina Department of Education

Address:
1429 Senate Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Person to contact about this report:

Name: Nancy W. Busbee, Ph.D.

Telephone: 803-734-8105

Fax: 803-734-3290

e-mail: nbusbee@ed.sc.gov

Name of Authorizing State Official: (Print or Type):
Jim Rex, Superintendent

Wednesday, April 23, 2008, 12:49:06 PM
Signature Date
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1.1 STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT

This section requests descriptions of the State's implementation of the NCLB academic content standards, academic achievement
standards and assessments to meet the requirements of Section 1111(b)(1) of ESEA.

1.1.1 Academic Content Standards
In the space below, provide a description and timeline of any actions the State has taken or is planning to take to make revisions to
or change the State's academic content standards in mathematics, reading/language arts or science. Indicate specifically in what

year your state expects the changes to be implemented.

If the State has not made or is not planning to make revisions or changes, respond "No revisions or changes to content standards
taken or planned.”

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

The mathematics academic standards were revised in 2006, with final approval of the State Board of Education in February 2007.
The protocol used to guide the writing team's work may be found on the Office of Academic Standards' Web site:

http://mww.ed.sc.gov/agency/offices/cso/documents/ProcedureforCyclicalReviewofAcademicStandards. pdf

The English Language Arts academic standards were revised in 2006, with the State Board of Education requesting that the Office
of Academic Standards conduct a review of the standards during 2007, soliciting feedback from classroom teachers. The State
Board expects to adopt the ELA academic standards in spring 2008.

The science academic standards were adopted by the State Board of Education in November 2005, with support materials made
available to teachers during the 2006-07 school year.

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: Mathematics and Reading/Language Arts has been added to this data collection for the SY 2006-07 CSPR.
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1.1.2 Assessments in Mathematics and Reading/Language Arts

In the space below, provide a description and timeline of any actions the State has taken or is planning to take to make revisions to
or change the State's assessments in mathematics or reading/language arts required under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA. As
applicable, include any assessment (e.g., alternate assessments based on alternate achievement standards, alternate
assessments based on modified achievement standards, native language assessments, or others) implemented to meet the
assessment requirements under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA. Indicate specifically in what year your state expects the changes to
be implemented.

If the State has not made or is not planning to make revisions or changes, respond "No revisions or changes to assessments made
or planned.”

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

The state plans to revise the mathematics and reading/language arts assessments for grades 3 - 8. The new assessments will be
administered for the first time in spring 2009. Details about revisions have not been finalized.

The state has revised the mathematics and reading/language arts alternate assessments for grades 3 - 8 and high school. The new
alternate assessment system (SC-Alt) was administered for the first time in spring 2007. The SC-Alt is a selected-response
assessment based on alternate achievement standards linked to grade level academic standards. This system replaced the PACT-
Alt and HSAP-AIt assessments.

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: The subject of science has been removed from this data element.
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1.1.3 Academic Achievement Standards in Mathematics and Reading/Language Arts

In the space below, provide a description and timeline of any actions the State has taken or is planning to take to make revisions to
or change the State's academic achievement standards in mathematics or reading/language arts implemented to meet the
requirements under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA. As applicable, include alternate achievement standards for students with
significant cognitive disabilities and modified academic achievement standards implemented to meet the requirements of Section
1111(b)(3) of ESEA. Indicate specifically in what year your state expects the changes to be implemented.

If the State has not made or is not planning to make revisions or changes, respond "No revisions or changes to content standards
taken or planned.”

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

The state will conduct standard setting for the new assessments, but details are not final.

Achievement standards were set for SC-Alt in the summer of 2007 using the Item Descriptor (ID) Matching standard setting
process. The standards were applied to the spring 2007 administration.

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: The subject of science has been removed from this data element.
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1.1.4 Assessments in Science

In the space below, provide a description of the State's progress in developing and implementing assessments in science that meet
the requirements of Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA in the required grade levels, including remaining major milestones (e.g., field
testing) and a timeline for them. As applicable, include any assessment (e.g., alternate assessments based on alternate
achievement standards, alternate assessments based on modified achievement standards, native language assessments, or
others) implemented to meet the assessment requirements under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA.

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

The state's science assessments were administered in grades 3 - 8 from spring 2003 to spring 2006. The science tests were
administered statewide in grades 4 and 7 only in spring 2007. Changes are not anticipated.

Currently, the highest level required science course is physical science. The high school physical science assessments were
administered for the first time during the 2004 - 05 school year.

Biology will soon become the highest level required science course. New biology standards were adopted in 2005. The state will
field test biology items in spring 2008. The physical science assessment will be replaced with the biology assessment in fall 2009.

The state has revised the science alternate assessment for grades 3 - 8 and high school. The new alternate assessment system
(SC-Alt) was administered for the first time in spring 2007. The SC-Alt is a selected-response assessment based on alternate
achievement standards linked to grade level academic standards. This replaced the PACT-Alt and HSAP-AIt assessments.

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: This table was formerly part of Section 1.1.2 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR.
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1.1.5 Academic Achievement Standards in Science

In the space below, provide a description of the State's progress in developing and implementing academic achievement standards
in science that meet the requirements of Section 1111(b)(3) in the required grade levels, including remaining major milestones and a
timeline for them. As applicable, include alternate achievement standards for students with significant cognitive disabilities
implemented to meet the requirements of Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA.

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

The standards for the current science tests were in place for the initial administrations.

Standards were set for SC-Alt in the summer of 2007 using the Item Descriptor (ID) Matching standard setting process. The
standards were applied to the spring 2007 administration.

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: This table was formerly part of Section 1.1.3 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR.
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1.2 PARTICIPATION IN STATE ASSESSMENTS

This section collects data on the participation of students in the State NCLB assessments.

1.2.1 Participation of All Students in Mathematics Assessment

Page 12

In the table below, provide the number of students enrolled during the State's testing window for NCLB mathematics assessments
required under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA (regardless of whether the students were present for a full academic year) and the
number of students who were tested in mathematics. The percentage of students who were tested for mathematics will be

calculated automatically.

The student group "children with disabilities (IDEA)" includes children who were tested using regular assessments with or without

accommodations and alternate assessments.

The student group "limited English proficient students (LEP)" includes recently arrived students who have attended schools in the
United States for fewer than 12 months; and it does not include former LEP students.

Student Group

# Students Enrolled

# Students Tested

Percent of Students Tested

All students

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian or Pacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Children with disabilities (IDEA)

Limited English proficient (LEP) students

Economically disadvantaged students

Migratory students

Male

Female

All Students 366,279 364,472

American Indian/Alaska Native 1,199 1,192
Asian/Pac. Islander 4,821 4,805
Black/Non-Hispanic 144,177 143,295

Hispanic 16,072 15,948

White/Non-Hispanic 198,819 198,074

Children w/Disabilities 51,873 51,207

LEP 13,794 13,794

Economically Disadvantaged 194,569 193,414
Migratory Students 405 403

Male 187,364 186,249

Female 178,915 178,250

Comments: # Students Enrolled #Students Tested

Source — The table above is produced through EDFacts. The SEA submits the data in file N/X081 that includes data group 588,
category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its
accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online collection tool.




Note: This table was formerly Section 1.2.1.1 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR. For the SY 2006-07 CSPR, the total number of students
enrolled has been added to this data collection.
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1.2.2 Participation of Students with Disabilities in Mathematics Assessment

In the table below, provide the number of children with disabilities (IDEA) tested during the State's testing window for mathematics
assessments required under Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA (regardless of whether the children were present for a full academic year)
by the type of assessment. The percentage of children with disabilities (IDEA) who were tested in mathematics for each type of
assessment will be calculated automatically. The total number of children with disabilities (IDEA) tested will also be calculated

automatically.

The data provided below should include mathematics participation results from all students with disabilities as defined under the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Do not include results from students covered under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act

of 1973.

Type of Assessment

# Children with Disabilities
(IDEA) Tested

Percentage of Children with Disabilities (IDEA)
Tested, Who Took the Specified Assessment

Regular Assessment without
Accommodations

Regular Assessment with Accommodations

Alternate Assessment Based on Grade-Level
Achievement Standards

Alternate Assessment Based on Modified
Achievement Standards

Alternate Assessment Based on Alternate
Achievement Standards

Total

Comments: # w/Disab Tested
Reg Assess w/o Accom. 20,387
Reg Assess. w/Accom. 28,496
Alt. Asses-Grade Level Stand NA
Alt. Asses-Modifed Standards NA

Alt. Asses-Alt. Standards 2,324

Total 51,207

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: This table was formerly Section 1.2.2.1 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR.




OMB NO. 1810-0614 Page 14
1.2.3 Participation of All Students in the Reading/Language Arts Assessment

This section is similar to 1.2.1 and collects data on the State's NCLB reading/language arts assessment.

Student Group # Students Enrolled # Students Tested Percent of Students Tested

All students

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian or Pacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Children with disabilities (IDEA)

Limited English proficient (LEP) students

Economically disadvantaged students

Migratory students

Male

Female

Comments: # Enrolled # Tested

All 366,328 363,517

Amer. Indian/Alaska Native 1,999 1,190
Asian/Pac. Islander 4,822 4,697
Black/Non-Hispanic 144,198 143,147
Hispanic 16,075 15,398
White/Non-Hispanic 198,842 197,935
Child. w/Disabilities 51,881 51,053
LEP 13,798 13,329

Econ. Disadvantaged 194,600 192,738
Migratory 405 390

Male 187,398 185,692

Female 178,930 177,826

Source — The same file specification as 1.2.1 is used, but with data group 589 instead of 588.

Note: This table was formerly Section 1.2.1.2 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR. For the SY 2006-07 CSPR, the total number of students
enrolled has been added to this data collection.
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1.2.4 Participation of Students with Disabilities in Reading/Language Arts Assessment

This section is similar to 1.2.2 and collects data on the State's NCLB reading/language arts assessment.

The data provided should include reading/language arts participation results from all students with disabilities as defined under the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and do not include results from students covered under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973.

# Children with Disabilities|Percentage of Children with Disabilities (IDEA)
Type of Assessment (IDEA) Tested Tested, Who Took the Specified Assessment

Regular Assessment without
Accommodations

Regular Assessment with Accommodations

Alternate Assessment Based on Grade-
Level Achievement Standards

Alternate Assessment Based on Modified
Achievement Standards

Alternate Assessment Based on Alternate
Achievement Standards

Total

Comments: # Tested
Reg Assess 21,870
Reg Assess w/Accom. 26,854

Alt. Asses-Grade Level Standards 2,329

Source — Manual input by the SEA using the online collection tool.

Note: This table was formerly Section 1.2.2.2 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR.
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1.3 STUDENT ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT

This section collects data on student academic achievement on the State NCLB assessments.

1.3.1 Student Academic Achievement in Mathematics

In the format of the table below, provide the number of students who completed the State NCLB assessment(s) in mathematics
implemented to meet the requirements of Section 1111(b)(3) of ESEA (regardless of whether the students were present for a full
academic year) and for whom a proficiency level was assigned, and the number of these students who scored at or above
proficient, in grades 3 through 8 and high school. The percentage of students who scored at or above proficient is calculated
automatically.

The student group "children with disabilities (IDEA)" includes children who were tested using regular assessments with or without
accommodations and alternate assessments.

The student group "limited English proficient students (LEP)" does not include recently arrived students who have attended schools
in the United States for fewer than 12 months; and does not include monitored former LEP (MFLEP) students.

1.3.2 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts

This section is similar to 1.3.1. The only difference is that this section collects data on the State's NCLB reading/language arts
assessment.
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1.3.1 Student Academic Achievement in Mathematics - Grade 3
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 3 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 52182 24765 47.5
American Indian or Alaska Native 196 90 45.9
Asian or Pacific Islander 728 501 68.8
Black, non-Hispanic 20064 5823 29.0
Hispanic 2742 963 35.1
White, non-Hispanic 28225 17271 61.2
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 8255 1963 23.8
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |2642 951 36.0
Economically disadvantaged students 29436 9994 34.0
Migratory students 101 26 25.7
Male 26820 12255 45.7
Female 25362 12510 49.3

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.2 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 3
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 3 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 51950 33319 64.1
American Indian or Alaska Native 196 128 65.3
Asian or Pacific Islander 709 581 81.9
Black, non-Hispanic 20003 9875 49.4
Hispanic 2641 1321 50.0
White, non-Hispanic 28180 21259 75.4
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 8200 2797 34.1
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |2512 1250 49.8
Economically disadvantaged students 29271 15206 51.9
Migratory students 99 39 39.4
Male 26677 15537 58.2
Female 25273 17782 70.4

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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1.3.3 Student Academic Achievement in Mathematics - Grade 4
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 4 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 51172 27059 52.9
American Indian or Alaska Native 184 95 51.6
Asian or Pacific Islander 715 542 75.8
Black, non-Hispanic 19637 6502 33.1
Hispanic 2508 1052 41.9
White, non-Hispanic 27959 18774 67.1
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7672 1907 24.9
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |2472 1058 42.8
Economically disadvantaged students 28174 10854 38.5
Migratory students 84 26 31.0
Male 26354 14108 53.5
Female 24818 12951 52.2

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.4 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 4
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 4 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 50934 27151 53.3
American Indian or Alaska Native 184 97 52.7
Asian or Pacific Islander 687 497 72.3
Black, non-Hispanic 19587 7171 36.6
Hispanic 2395 948 39.6
White, non-Hispanic 27918 18345 65.7
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7625 1618 21.2
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |2313 882 38.1
Economically disadvantaged students 28004 10846 38.7
Migratory students 81 22 27.2
Male 26207 12639 48.2
Female 24727 14512 58.7

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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1.3.5 Student Academic Achievement in Mathematics - Grade 5
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 5 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 50954 24685 48.4
American Indian or Alaska Native 155 76 49.0
Asian or Pacific Islander 686 489 71.3
Black, non-Hispanic 19323 5605 29.0
Hispanic 2349 918 39.1
White, non-Hispanic 28263 17505 61.9
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7238 1376 19.0
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |2143 795 37.1
Economically disadvantaged students 27517 9318 33.9
Migratory students 70 16 22.9
Male 26237 12565 47.9
Female 24717 12120 49.0

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.6 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 5
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 5 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 50768 22796 44.9
American Indian or Alaska Native 155 64 41.3
Asian or Pacific Islander 667 448 67.2
Black, non-Hispanic 19298 5197 26.9
Hispanic 2245 748 33.3
White, non-Hispanic 28230 16248 57.6
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7198 952 13.2
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |2009 588 29.3
Economically disadvantaged students 27385 8138 29.7
Migratory students 68 12 17.6
Male 26128 9888 37.8
Female 24640 12908 52.4

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 6 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 52188 25870 49.6
American Indian or Alaska Native 196 87 44.4
Asian or Pacific Islander 703 519 73.8
Black, non-Hispanic 20650 6528 31.6
Hispanic 2352 991 42.1
White, non-Hispanic 28104 17636 62.8
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7252 1123 155
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |2086 843 40.4
Economically disadvantaged students 28490 10070 35.3
Migratory students 46 15 32.6
Male 27057 12716 47.0
Female 25131 13154 52.3

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.8 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 6
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 6 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 52063 22220 42.7
American Indian or Alaska Native 196 70 35.7
Asian or Pacific Islander 685 453 66.1
Black, non-Hispanic 20644 5634 27.3
Hispanic 2262 708 31.3
White, non-Hispanic 28100 15262 54.3
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7249 717 9.9
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |1969 556 28.2
Economically disadvantaged students 28415 7968 28.0
Migratory students 43 12 27.9
Male 26988 9454 35.0
Female 25075 12766 50.9

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 7 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient

All students 53264 23043 43.3
American Indian or Alaska Native 161 74 46.0
Asian or Pacific Islander 671 476 70.9
Black, non-Hispanic 21463 5161 24.0
Hispanic 2166 711 32.8
White, non-Hispanic 28643 16534 57.7
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7314 840 115
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |1838 547 29.8
Economically disadvantaged students 28610 7910 27.6
Migratory students 40 <N

Male 27419 11630 42.4
Female 25845 11413 44.2

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.10 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 7
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 7 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 53135 19543 36.8
American Indian or Alaska Native 160 59 36.9
Asian or Pacific Islander 656 405 61.7
Black, non-Hispanic 21455 4506 21.0
Hispanic 2087 555 26.6
White, non-Hispanic 28623 13942 48.7
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7304 503 6.9
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |1731 380 22.0
Economically disadvantaged students 28521 6254 21.9
Migratory students 37 <N
Male 27352 8066 29.5
Female 25783 11477 44.5

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

Grade 8 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient

All students 53727 14912 27.8
American Indian or Alaska Native 156 36 23.1
Asian or Pacific Islander 631 362 57.4
Black, non-Hispanic 21781 2718 12.5
Hispanic 2145 439 20.5
White, non-Hispanic 28886 11323 39.2
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7100 384 5.4
Limited English proficient (LEP) students 1684 292 17.3
Economically disadvantaged students 28083 4140 147
Migratory students 27 <N

Male 27065 7522 27.8
Female 26662 7390 27.7

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.12 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - Grade 8
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
Grade 8 Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 53615 18513 34.5
American Indian or Alaska Native 155 43 27.7
Asian or Pacific Islander 621 367 59.1
Black, non-Hispanic 21760 4186 19.2
Hispanic 2076 491 23.7
White, non-Hispanic 28882 13384 46.3
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 7086 430 6.1
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |1598 278 17.4
Economically disadvantaged students 28008 5646 20.2
Migratory students 27 <N
Male 27006 7343 27.2
Female 26609 11170 42.0

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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# Students Who Completed the
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency

# Students
Scoring at or

Percentage of
Students
Scoring at or

High School Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 50965 31364 61.5
American Indian or Alaska Native 144 86 59.7
Asian or Pacific Islander 672 524 78.0
Black, non-Hispanic 20366 8976 44.1
Hispanic 1685 779 46.2
White, non-Hispanic 28727 20915 72.8
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 6361 1301 20.5
Limited English proficient (LEP) students |1187 376 31.7
Economically disadvantaged students 23092 10668 46.2
Migratory students 35 16 45.7
Male 25283 15372 60.8
Female 25708 15992 62.2

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/XQ075 that is data group 583, category sets A, B, C, D, E, and F. If the SEA has
additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB, the SEA will report the
above data for those groups through the online collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
1.3.14 Student Academic Achievement in Reading/Language Arts - High School
Percentage of
# Students Who Completed the # Students Students
Assessment and for Whom a Proficiency Scoring at or Scoring at or
High School Level Was Assigned Above Proficient | Above Proficient
All students 51032 35763 70.1
American Indian or Alaska Native 144 110 76.4
Asian or Pacific Islander 673 494 73.4
Black, non-Hispanic 203889 11353 5.6
Hispanic 1692 802 47.4
White, non-Hispanic 27994 22908 81.8
Children with disabilities (IDEA) 6377 1587 24.9
Limited English proficient (LEP) students  |1195 303 254
Economically disadvantaged students 23122 12748 55.1
Migratory students 35 12 34.3
Male 25217 16665 66.1
Female 25712 19098 74.3

Comments: Data has been verified.

Source — Initially prepopulated by EDFacts in file N/X076, N/X077, or N/X078 that are data group 584, category sets A, B, C, D, E,
and F. If the SEA has additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups in its accountability plan under NCLB,
the SEA will report the above data for those groups through the online CSPR collection tool.

Note: The addition of the total number of students with an assigned proficiency level is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07

CSPR.
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1.4 SCHOOL AND DISTRICT ACCOUNTABILITY

This section collects data on the Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) status of schools and districts.

1.4.1 All Schools and Districts Accountability

In the table below, provide the total number of public elementary and secondary schools and districts in the State and the total

number of those schools and districts that made AYP based on data for the SY 2006-07 school year. The percentage that made
AYP will be calculated automatically.

Entity Total # # That Made AYP in SY 2006-07 Percentage That Made AYP in SY 2006-07

Schools

Districts

Comments: Total # # Made AYP

Schools 1,130 419

Districts 850

Source — The table above is produced through EDFacts. The SEA submits the data in N/X103 for data group 32.
1.4.2 Title | School Accountability
In the table below, provide the total number of public Title | schools by type and the total number of those schools that made AYP

based on data for the SY 2006-07 school year. Include only public Title | schools. Do not include Title | programs operated by local
educational agencies in private schools. The percentage that made AYP will be calculated automatically.

# Title | Schools That Made AYP in |Percentage of Title | Schools That Made AYP in
Title | School |# Title | Schools SY 2006-07 SY 2006-07

All Title | schools

Schoolwide
(SWP) Title |
schools

Targeted
assistance (TAS)
Title | schools

Comments: # Title | Schools # Title | Made AYP
All Title 1 500 213
Schoolwide 488 205

Targeted Assistance 12 8

Source — The table above is produced through EDFacts. The SEA submits the data in N/X101 for data group 22 and N/X103 for data
group 32.

Note: New for the SY 2006-07 CSPR is the data collection requirement to report for public schools and to include data for
schoolwide (SWP) and targeted assistance (TAS) Title | Schools.

1.4.3 Accountability of Districts That Received Title | Funds

In the table below, provide the total number of districts that received Title | funds and the total number of those districts that made
AYP based on data for SY 2006-07. The percentage that made AYP will be calculated automatically.

# Districts That Received | # Districts That Received Title | Funds Percentage of Districts That Received Title |
Title | Funds and Made AYP in SY 2006-07 Funds and Made AYP in SY 2006-07

85 0 0.0

Comments:




Source — Initially, pre-populated by EDFacts file N/X103 that is data group 32 and 582. If necessary, it is updated through manual
entry by the SEA into the online collection tool.

Note: This table was formerly part of Section 1.4.2 of the SY 2005-06 CSPR.
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1.4.4 Title 1 Schools Identified for Improvement
1.4.4.1 List of Title | Schools Identified for Improvement

In the following table, provide a list of Title | schools identified for improvement, corrective action, or restructuring under Section 1116
for the SY 2007-08 based on the data from SY 2006-07. For each school on the list, provide the following:

District Name and NCES ID Code

. School Name and NCES ID Code

. Whether the school missed the proficiency target in reading/language arts as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan

. Whether the school met the participation rate target for the reading/language arts assessment

. Whether the school missed the proficiency target in mathematics as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan

. Whether the school met the patrticipation rate target for the mathematics assessment

. Whether the school missed the other academic indicator for elementary/middle schools (if applicable) as outlined in the
State's Accountability Plan

. Whether the school missed the graduation rate for high schools (if applicable) as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan
Improvement status for SY 2007-08 (Use one of the following improvement status designations: School Improvement — Year

1, School Improvement — Year 2, Corrective Action, Restructuring Year 1 (planning), or Restructuring Year 2 (implementing))l
. Whether the school is a Title | school (This column is optional and is used only by States that choose to list all schools in
improvement.)

See attached for blank template that can be used to enter School Data.
Download template: Question 1.4.4.1 0607.xls (Get MS Excel Viewer)

Source — Manual entry by SEA into the online collection tool.

Note: ldentification as Title | school is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07 CSPR.

1 The school improvement statuses are defined in LEA and School Improvement Non-Regulatory Guidance. This document may
be found on the Department's Web page at http://www.ed.gov/policy/elsec/guid/schoolimprovementguid.doc.
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1.4.4.2 Actions Taken for Title | Schools Identified for Improvement

In the space below, describe the measures being taken to address the achievement problems of schools identified for improvement,
corrective action, and restructuring. Include a discussion of the technical assistance provided by and supported by the State,
including a description of the statewide systems of support under NCLB (e.g., the number of schools served, the nature and
duration of assistance provided, etc.).

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

School improvement guidelines require the newly identified schools to utilize a planning process to involve stakeholders in
developing a school improvement plan targeted toward the areas leading to its identification. The plan is subject to peer review and
must be accepted by the LEA prior to submission to the Office of Federal and State Accountability. The plan should be fully
implemented by the beginning of the next school year and should include strategies and activities based on a needs assessment
process. The plan encompasses a two year time span. As part of this process, districts may receive school improvement grant
allocations and are provided flexibility in funding and professional development choices to individual schools. The office of Federal
and State Accountability provides technical assistance and support through its monitoring process. External providers and state
department personnel may assist with programmatic, assessment and professional development activities. The schools in
improvement status must utilize the plan in the second year as outlined. State School improvement allocations are determined for
individual schools at the district level and technical assistance efforts continue in this stage of improvement.

The schools in corrective action must notify the Office of Federal and State Accountability of the identified action selected to target
the school's areas of need. The office provides assistance through its monitoring efforts to ensure school accountability. The Title |
plan reflects strategies designed to implement the reforms necessary to increase student achievement. The state may provide
additional funds for district determination for Corrective Action schools identified for technical assistance with the LEA option for
selection of personnel such as External Review Liaisons, Teacher Specialists, Principal leaders, specialists and mentors or
financial backing for district or school based initiatives. Utilizing community and parental resources is also expected throughout the
planning and implementation process.

The schools in restructuring must develop an alternative governance plan to submit to the Office of Federal and State
Accountability. The schools seek input from stakeholders and conduct meetings to examine data and resources through a planning
process in order to select an action. The office again provides assistance through its monitoring efforts to ensure school
accountability. The Title | plan also reflects strategies that complement the restructuring efforts and highlight the more rigorous
reforms required to increase student achievement. The state may provide additional funds for district determination for restructuring
schools in order that they may utilize the services of external providers, state department personnel, External Review Liaisons,
Teacher specialists, Principal leaders, specialists and mentors or state financial incentives for district or school based initiatives.
Utilizing community and parental resources is also expected throughout the planning and implementation process.

Source — Manual entry by SEA into the online collection tool.

Note: The inclusion of the discussion of technical assistance provided by and supported by the State is a new data collection for
the SY 2006-07 CSPR.
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1.4.4.3 Corrective Action

In the table below, for schools in corrective action, provide the number of schools for which the listed corrective actions under NCLB
are being implemented.

# of Schools in Corrective Action in Which the Corrective
Corrective Action Action Is Being Implemented

Required implementation of a new research-based curriculum
or instructional program

Extension of the school year or school day

Replacement of staff members relevant to the school's low
performance

Significant decrease in management authority at the school
level

Replacement of the principal

Restructuring the internal organization of the school

Appointment of an outside expert to advise the school

Comments: This information is currently being collected from school districts.

Source — Manual entry by SEA into the online collection tool.
Note: New data collection for the SY 2006-07 CSPR.
1.4.4.4 Restructuring —Year 2

In the table below, for schools in restructuring — year 2 (implementation year), provide the number of schools for which the listed
restructuring actions under NCLB are being implemented.

# of Schools in Restructuring in Which Restructuring Action Is
Restructuring Action Being Implemented

Replacement of all or most of the school staff (which may
include the principal)

Reopening the school as a public charter school

Entering into a contract with a private entity to operate the
school

Take over the school by the State

Other major restructuring of the school governance

Comments: This information is currently being collected from school districts.

Source — Manual entry by SEA into the online collection tool.

Note: New data collection for the SY 2006-07 CSPR.
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1.4.5 Districts That Received Title | Funds Identified for Improvement
1.4.5.1 List of Districts That Received Title | Funds and Were Identified for Improvement

In the following table, provide a list of districts that received Title | funds and were identified for improvement or corrective action
under Section 1116 for the SY 2007-08 based on the data from SY 2006-07. For each district on the list, provide the following:

District Name and NCES ID Code

. Whether the district missed the proficiency target in reading/language arts as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan

. Whether the district met the participation rate target for the reading/language arts assessment

. Whether the district missed the proficiency target in mathematics as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan

. Whether the school met the participation rate target for the mathematics assessment

. Whether the district met the other academic indicator for elementary/middle schools (if applicable) as outlined in the State's
Accountability Plan

. Whether the district met the graduation rate for high schools (if applicable) as outlined in the State's Accountability Plan
Improvement status for SY 2007-08 (Use one of the following improvement status designations: Improvement or Corrective
Actionz)

. Whether the district is a district that received Title | funds (This column is optional and is used only by States that choose to
list all districts in improvement.)

See attached for blank template that can be used to enter School Data.
Download template: Question 1.4.5.1 0607.xls (Get MS Excel Viewer)

Source — Manual entry by SEA into the online collection tool.

Note: Identification of a district as receiving Title | funds is a new data collection for the SY 2006-07 CSPR.

2 The district improvement statuses are defined in LEA and School Improvement Non-Regulatory Guidance. This document may
be found on the Department's Web page at http://www.ed.gov/policy/elsec/guid/schoolimprovementguid.doc.
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1.4.5.2 Actions Taken for Districts That Received Title | Funds Identified for Improvement

In the space below, describe the measures being taken to address the achievement problems of districts identified for improvement
or corrective action. Include a discussion of the technical assistance provided by the State (e.g., the number of districts served, the

nature and duration of assistance provided, etc.).

The response is limited to 8,000 characters.

Districts identified in improvement are required to develop an LEA plan within three months after identification. As part of the
process, review and analysis of state test results must be completed. Stakeholders must be consulted throughout the planning
process. Parents must be contacted with specific criteria regarding the district status. The district must set aside ten percent of its
Title I allocation for professional development activities. An annual review must be conducted and publicized. State improvement
grant allocations may be provided to assist the district in examining and developing activities targeted toward the areas which led to
the improvement rating. The Office of Federal and State Accountability assists with the planning process and follows up in its
monitoring efforts.

Districts identified for corrective under NCLB are in the process 