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INTRODUCTION

This document revises the December 15, 2014 ESEA Flexibility Renewal Process: Frequently Asked Questions document (available at: http://www2.ed.gov/policy/elsec/guid/esea-flexibility/flex-renewal/flexrenewalfaqs.doc) by modifying E-3 and E-11 and by adding A-6a and E-6a.  The Department will incorporate these modified and new questions into the complete guidance document and post that revised guidance document on the ESEA flexibility Web page in the coming weeks.  

If you are interested in commenting on these FAQs, please email us your comments at ESEAflexibility@ed.gov using the subject line “Flexibility Renewal FAQs” or write to us at the following address: 

U.S. Department of Education

Office of Elementary and Secondary Education

Office of State Support
400 Maryland Ave, SW

Washington, DC 20202
A-6a.
In Assurance 7, an SEA must assure that it will annually make public its lists of reward schools, priority schools, and focus schools prior to the start of the school year. Must an SEA meet this requirement in a year that it administers new assessments, results from which may not be available until after the beginning of the following school year?

The Department expects that an SEA will annually make public its lists of reward schools, priority schools, and focus schools prior to the start of the school year.  For a year in which it is not possible for an SEA to meet this expectation because it has administered new assessments, achievement standards for which are being set during the summer following the first test administration, the Department expects that an SEA will make public its lists of reward, priority, and focus schools as soon as feasible after final assessment results are available (but see E-3 regarding an opportunity to pause identification of reward schools for one year, prior to 2015–2016). (Added February 27, 2015)
E-3. 
Through its renewal request, may an SEA that annually assigns schools a rating or grade as part of its system of differentiated recognition, accountability, and support amend its ESEA flexibility request to indicate that it will not assign a new school rating or grade for the 2015–2016 school year, following the administration of new college- and career-ready aligned assessments in 2014–2015?

Yes.  A number of SEAs that are preparing to implement new assessments aligned to college- and career-ready standards in 2014–2015 have asked the Department about the possibility of “pausing” the implementation of their school rating or grading systems following the administration of those new assessments.  An SEA that is interested in such a pause may, through its renewal request, amend its ESEA flexibility request to indicate that it will not assign schools new ratings or grades based on assessments administered in 2014–2015.  The SEA would indicate that, instead, schools will retain their 2014–2015 grade or rating in 2015–2016 and will continue to implement appropriate interventions based on the continued grade or rating.  An SEA that identifies reward schools based on its school grading or rating system may also indicate that it will not recognize a new cohort of reward schools for one year (i.e., for 2015–2016) while it pauses the implementation of its school rating or grading system.  

The SEA should also clarify that it will resume annually assigning schools a rating or grade, and annually recognizing reward schools, based on the 2015–2016 assessments.  In addition, the SEA will need to demonstrate that, even if it pauses its own State grading or rating system, it will meet the ESEA flexibility renewal requirements regarding the identification of priority and focus schools (see question E-6) and the ESEA and ESEA flexibility requirements to report performance for all students and all student subgroups against AMOs. (Modified February 27, 2015) 
E-6a.
If an SEA wishes to identify its next cohort of priority and focus schools based on two years of data from a new assessment that will be administered for the first time during the 2014–2015 school year, may it wait until after the 2015–2016 school year to identify its next cohort of priority and focus schools?
No.  As is explained in question E-6, an SEA has two options for when it must identify its next cohort of priority and focus schools: either at the time it submits its renewal request or no later than January 31, 2016.  If an SEA knows now that it will not want or be able to submit new lists of priority and focus schools in January 2016 because it will not want to rely on only one year of data from a new assessment being administered in 2014–2015 or does not want to rely on data from two different assessments, it must submit its new lists of schools at the time it submits its renewal request.

Note that, for an SEA that submits new lists of priority and focus schools with its renewal request the next time it would be required to update its lists is in time for implementation beginning in 2018–2019.  If an SEA wishes to update its lists again sooner, for example, as soon as it has two years of data from its new college- and career-ready aligned assessments available, it is welcome to do so. (Added February 27, 2015)
E-11.
When must a school that was previously identified as a priority or focus school but has not yet met the SEA’s exit criteria begin implementing more rigorous interventions and supports?

A school that was previously identified as a priority or focus school and has implemented interventions (for three years in the case of priority schools) but has not yet met the SEA’s exit criteria must begin implementing more rigorous interventions and supports by the start of the school year immediately following the school’s identification as a school that has not met, or cannot possibly meet, the exit criteria.  In order to meet this requirement, even if an SEA waits to submit its new lists of priority and focus schools until January 31, 2016, the SEA must determine, prior to the start of the 2015–2016 school year, which priority and focus schools will remain on the lists because they have not yet met the SEA’s exit criteria.  
For example, an SEA might require a priority school to demonstrate improved achievement over at least two consecutive years in order to exit status.  If a priority school in that State that implemented an intervention aligned with all of the turnaround principles in 2012–2013, 2013–2014, and 2014–2015 did not have improved achievement in 2013–2014, it cannot possibly exit priority status based on results of assessments administered during the 2014–2015 school year.  Therefore, that priority school should be prepared to implement more rigorous interventions and supports in 2015–2016.  On the other hand, a priority school in the same State that implemented interventions over the same three years and did have improved achievement in 2013–2014 could exit improvement status based on results of assessments administered during the 2014–2015 school year (i.e., if it improves achievement for a second consecutive year).  If it turns out, however, that the school does not have improved achievement in 2014–2015, the school would begin implementing more rigorous interventions and supports by the start of the 2016–2017 school year. (Modified February 27, 2015)
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