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Information for Schools Preliminarily Identified 
for Improvement
Schools that are preliminarily identified for school improvement have the opportunity to review the data on which the proposed identification is based.
The questions in part A will help you decide if a request for reconsideration of your preliminary identification for improvement is appropriate.  The checklist in part B may be used as a guide in documenting the additional sets of evidence necessary to demonstrate your school’s annual progress but does not guarantee your removal from the list of schools identified for improvement.
A.
Does our school have additional, standards-based progress evidence that should be considered along with the WKCE proficiency results?  The following provide 
1. A relatively large number of IEP students took the WAA rather than all of the WKCE:
Is the percentage of students with disabilities (IEP) who participate in alternate assessment greater than 2% of the students enrolled at that grade level in your school?
2. A relatively large number of LEP students that took the MECCA rather than all of the WKCE:
Is the percentage of English language learners (LEP) who participate in alternate assessment greater than 0.5% of the students enrolled at that grade level in your school?
3. Students just below the cut-score on the WKCE demonstrated better proficiency using other measures aligned with the state standards:
Is there a large number of students who just missed receiving scores of Basic, and/or a large number of students that just missed receiving scores of Proficient?
4. A small grade enrollment size:
Is there a very small number of students enrolled for the full academic year (FAY)?
Are the students who have been enrolled in your district for more than a year but not a single school demonstrating progress?  Does the whole group data show annual progress?
5. Exceptional Circumstances:
Were all the students enrolled for a full academic year coded properly?  
Were there unusual circumstances (e.g., tornado or another event beyond control) that interfered with the testing administration?
If any of these situations apply, the results from the WKCE paper-and-pencil test might not provide a complete picture of academic progress at your school.  The following checklist provides examples of additional, standards-based evidence for situations such as are listed above.  The above situations are not explanations for lack of adequate yearly progress.  Rather, they may necessitate that you document progress with additional, standards-based progress information.  A Request for Reconsideration with complete documentation must be received by DPI within 30 days (see page 4).
B.
Can our school demonstrate Adequate Yearly Progress?

The following provide some example sets of evidence that may help demonstrate standards-based Adequate Yearly Progress in student achievement for your school.  Describe the trends toward proficiency in accountability data calculations, e.g., the past three years as well as the current year, to show progress.  
#1
A large number of IEP students with disabilities that participate in the Wisconsin Alternate Assessments (students with an IEP that cannot be accommodated on all or part of the WKCE or are in an alternate curriculum).
Example Set of Evidence to Gather: 
· Percent of WKCE students not taking alternate assessments (students enrolled for a full academic year, excluding IEP and LEP students required to take alternate assessments and counted in the Pre-requisite Skill/English category) in each of the proficiency categories for the baseline period and the comparison years.  Did the WKCE students demonstrate annual progress (meet CPI or 90% Rule)?
· IEP rationale for exclusion from the WKCE test.  (The IEP should include Alternate Performance Indicators appropriate for each of the excluded content areas.)
· Using the results of students participating in WSAS through Wisconsin Alternate Assessments, show progress over time has been made in each content area: 

· With one group of students within the same school year (e.g., fourth-grade performance in Fall compared with fourth-grade performance in Spring of the same school year),
· Year-to-year with the same group of students (e.g., fourth-grade performance in compared to third-grade performance in the prior year), OR
· Year-to-year with different groups of students but at the same grade level (e.g., tenth-grade performance in the current year compared to tenth-grade performance in the prior year).
#2
A large number of English language learners (LEP students) that participate in Alternate Assessment (generally students with language levels 1‑3 (levels 1 or 2 beginning in 2002-03) because they cannot be accommodated from all or part of the WKCE).
Example Set of Evidence to Gather: 

· Percent of WKCE students (enrolled for a full academic year excluding IEP and LEP students required to take Alternate Assessments and counted in the Pre-requisite Skill/English category) in each of the proficiency categories for the baseline period and the comparison years.  Did the WKCE students demonstrate annual progress (meet CPI or 90% Rule)?

· Documentation of English proficiency levels for the English language learners participating in alternate assessment
· Number, language levels, and progress of LEP students who have attended school in the United States three years or less and their WKCE participation.  See ESEA s.1111(b)(3)(C)(x) for clarification.
· Can the school demonstrate that most LEP students within the system for four years or longer have been reclassified as fluent English proficient and score proficient or above on statewide measures of achievement (e.g., on the WKCE by grade 8 or reading and math by grades 6 or 7 when available)?  If the percentages of proficient and above students in the comparison period are greater than the baseline period, then provide the revised CPI calculations.
B.
Can our school demonstrate Adequate Yearly Progress? (continued)

· Using the results of students participating in WSAS through alternate assessments, show that progress has been made over time in each content area: 

· With one group of students within the same school year (e.g., fourth-grade performance in Fall 2000 compared to fourth-grade performance in Spring 2001),
· Year-to-year with the same group of students (e.g., fourth-grade performance in 2001‑02 compared to third-grade performance in 2000-01), OR
· Year-to-year with different groups of students but at the same grade level (e.g., tenth‑grade performance in 2001-02 compared to tenth-grade performance in 2000-01)

#3
A sizable number of students were on the border of the category, e.g., they just missed receiving scores in Basic, and/or in the Proficient category and have shown progress on state standards using additional evidence.

Example Set of Evidence to Gather: 

· The numbers of students in the following approximate scale-score ranges:
	Grade
	WKCExamination
	Near Basic
	Near Proficient

	4th Grade
	Reading
	589-599
	614-624

	
	Language
	588-598
	620-630

	
	Mathematics
	570-580
	612-622

	
	Science
	576-586
	608-618

	
	Social Studies
	597-607
	616-626

	
	
	
	

	8th Grade
	Reading
	644-654
	661-671

	
	Language
	629-639
	658-668

	
	Mathematics
	663-673
	707-717

	
	Science
	651-661
	681-691

	
	Social Studies
	638-648
	659-669

	
	
	
	

	10th Grade
	Reading
	655-665
	683-693

	
	Language
	656-666
	682-692

	
	Mathematics
	705-715
	733-743

	
	Science
	674-684
	707-717

	
	Social Studies
	663-673
	681-691


· Scale scores for these students scoring just below each of the cut-scores.
· Evidence that the WKCE scores may have been misclassified or are unavailable due to parent excuse.  Examples are:
· Off-level TerraNova results from the two most recent prior years for these students, in scale scores or NCEs

· Results from other standardized assessments from the two most recent prior years or the current year for these students, in NCEs

· Percent of students enrolled in the school for a full academic year by proficiency category, after you have reclassified any of these “border” students using other evidence.  If the percentage of proficient and above students in the comparison period are greater than the baseline period, then provide the revised CPI calculations.
#4
Your school has a small number of students enrolled for a full academic year.

Example Set of Evidence to Gather: 

· The number of students enrolled for a full academic year (FAY) compared with total number of students enrolled at the grade.
B.
Can our school demonstrate Adequate Yearly Progress? (continued)

· Evidence of academic progress for the cohort of FAY students who have been enrolled in your school system over time (e.g., in K,1-4; in grades 5-8, or 8-10 depending on the school’s grade span).  Look at comparisons with the whole group data (include numbers).
· If a large number of students are not classified as being enrolled for a full academic year (FAY) and they are representative of the schools’ academic achievement each year, then calculate progress indicators (CPI) using the percent of all students enrolled (regardless of FAY) in each proficiency category.  Include the number of all students enrolled in the school.  

· Evidence comparing the performance of the comparison period (current and prior year) students to the performance of the baseline period (e.g., 1999-00 and 1998-99 students), showing how one or two students (omit names and identifying characteristics) may be influencing your accountability calculations.  Summarize information from multiple measures in a logical way to demonstrate progress.

Possible sources of data include:
· Individual WKCE results of all students; possibly calculate annual yearly progress without those one or two students.  
· Results of other assessments in the current grade or in prior grades, including other standardized tests or classroom assessments, for all students
· Attendance and behavior data for all students as related to achievement.  
· Evidence showing how your school is helping these students (identified in above example) to make academic progress.  This evidence can include (omit names and identifying characteristics):

· Demonstrated progress of these one or two students from fall to spring of the same year, OR
· Demonstrated progress of these one or two students from one year to the next

#5
Students mis-coded in full academic year (under or over counts). 
Example Set of Evidence to Gather: 

· Number of students who were miscoded and the explanation for the error.
· Correct percentages of students enrolled for a full academic year in each of the proficiency categories.  Calculate the annual progress indicators using the corrected information.  If the percentage of proficient and above students in the comparison period are greater than the baseline period, then provide the revised CPI calculations.
If Adequate Yearly Progress in student achievement can be demonstrated for your school using examples such as those listed, summarize the progress information for the school 
(Do not include information that identifies individuals.  Provide group data only.) and send to:

Connie Colussy, Assistant Director

Successful Schools Team/Division for Reading & Student Achievement

Department of Public Instruction

125 South Webster Street,  P O Box 7841

Madison, WI  
53708-7841
Your Request for Reconsideration with complete documentation should be supplied to DPI within 30 days from the district administrator’s receipt of the Preliminary WKCE Review information that has identified your school as “In Improvement” status. 
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