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I.  Student Academic Achievement in Wisconsin

The charts on the following pages provide student achievement data from the 2002-03 school year test administration for grades 4, 8, and 10 on the Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) tests in reading and mathematics, and for 3rd grade Reading.

The WSAS tests used for statewide accountability include:

· Wisconsin Knowledge & Concepts Examinations (WKCE), 
· Wisconsin Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities (WAA-SwD), and the Wisconsin Alternate Assessment for English Language Learners (WAA-LEP). 

The Wisconsin Reading Comprehension Test:  An Assessment of Primary-Level Reading at Grade Three (WRCT) proficiency is also provided.  

Disaggregated statewide reports for the WKCE tests appear at for each grade level tested at www.dpi.state.wi.us/oea/stkce.html#download for the 2002-03 school year.  

Complete School Performance Report data for WSAS including both WKCE & WAA tests are found at:

Grade   4:  www.dpi.state.wi.us/spr/xls/4psr03s.xls 
Grade   8:  www.dpi.state.wi.us/spr/xls/8psr03s.xls 
Grade 10:  www.dpi.state.wi.us/spr/xls/10psr03s.xls  

The percentages of students proficient and advanced on the Wisconsin Knowledge & Concepts Examinations can be viewed on-line at:  www.dpi.state.wi.us/oea/xls/stkce03.xls .

Complete disaggregated statewide reports for WRCT are available at:

Grade  3:  www.dpi.state.wi.us/oea/spr_wrct.html 
	Grade 3 


WRCT Reading
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=60,747)
	81%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	74%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	72%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	62%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	58%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	86%

	Limited English Proficient
	42%

	Students with Disabilities
	48%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	67%

	Migrant
(N=56)
	46%

	Male
	78%

	Female
	84%


	Grade 4 


WKCE/WAA Mathematics 
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=62,390)
	71%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	54%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	66%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	42%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	54%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	76%

	Limited English Proficient
	50%

	Students with Disabilities
	41%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	53%

	Migrant
(N=65)
	32%

	Male
	70%

	Female
	72%


	Grade 4 


WKCE/WAA Reading
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=62,390)
	81%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	69%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	69%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	62%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	63%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	87%

	Limited English Proficient
	51%

	Students with Disabilities
	44%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	68%

	Migrant
(N=65)
	34%

	Male
	77%

	Female
	85%


	Grade 8 


WKCE/WAA Mathematics 
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=66,206)
	73%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	56%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	68%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	31%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	47%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	81%

	Limited English Proficient
	40%

	Students with Disabilities
	31%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	50%

	Migrant
 (N=46)
	41%

	Male
	73%

	Female
	74%


	Grade 8 


WKCE/WAA Reading
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=66,206)
	83%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	73%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	69%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	54%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	60%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	89%

	Limited English Proficient
	39%

	Students with Disabilities
	43%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	65%

	Migrant
(N=46)
	48%

	Male
	81%

	Female
	86%


	High School at Grade 10 


WKCE/WAA Mathematics 
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=71,416)
	69%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	48%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	55%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	23%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	40%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	76%

	Limited English Proficient
	25%

	Students with Disabilities
	21%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	43%

	Migrant
(N=30)
	27%

	Male
	68%

	Female
	70%


	High School at Grade 10 


WKCE/WAA Reading
	Percent of Students Proficient and Advanced
School Year 2002-03

	All Students
(N=71,416)
	71%

	American Indian/ Alaska Native
	58%

	Asian/ Pacific Islander
	55%

	Black/African American (not Hispanic origin)
	36%

	Hispanic/ Latino
	45%

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	78%

	Limited English Proficient
	20%

	Students with Disabilities
	27%

	Economically Disadvantaged
	50%

	Migrant
(N=30)
	26%

	Male
	69%

	Female
	75%



II.  Schools Identified for Improvement

A. The chart on the following page lists Title I schools identified for improvement, corrective action, or restructuring under section 1116 for the 2003-04 school year, based upon data from the 2002-03 school year.  The name of the school’s district, the reason(s) for identification, and the school improvement status for the 2003-04 school year are listed for each school.
Wisconsin has 52 Title I schools in seven (7) school districts that are Identified for School Improvement (SiFi).  Sixteen schools are at Level 1 Improvement and must provide public school choice; 30 schools are at Level 2 Improvement status and are required to provide both public school choice and supplemental educational services; and six (6) schools are at Level 3 Corrective Action status providing public school choice, supplemental educational services and select at least one of the prescribed actions.  No Wisconsin schools are in restructuring status in 2003-04.
Eighteen SiFi schools are at the Elementary level, 20 Middle or Junior High, and 14 are High Schools.  Nineteen of the 30 schools identified for Reading met the Annual Yearly Objective (AMO) or Safe Harbor (SH); and 27 of 44 school identified for Mathematics met the AMO or SH in 2002-03.  
Four of the schools missed the Other Academic Indicator, two for Graduation rate and two for Attendance rate.  Nine of the schools identified in Reading did not make their Test Participation targets; 14 of the schools identified in Mathematics missed the 95% Test Participation target with one or more group.
Wisconsin Schools Identified for Improvement or Corrective Action in 2003-04
	School District
	NCES 
LEA Code
	School
	NCES School Code
	Grades Tested
	Enrol lFAY
	Reason Identified
	03 SiFi Status

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Other
	Reading
	Mathematics
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Attendance
	Graduation
	Test Part - cipation
	Proficiency
	Test Part - cipation
	Proficiency
	

	Beloit 
	5501050
	Wright El
	00155
	4
	29
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	
	Level 2 Improved

	Green Bay Area 
	5505820
	Fort Howard El
	00622
	4
	33
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	
	Level 2 Improved

	Kenosha 
	5507320
	Bain El
	00798
	4
	27
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Bay View Hi
	01127
	10
	361
	
	
	Not met
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Bradley Tech & Trade Hi
	01218
	10
	402
	
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Not met
	Level 2
	Level 2

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Juneau Hi
	01194
	10
	173
	
	
	Not met
	Level 1 Improved
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Madison Hi
	01193
	10
	350
	
	
	Not met
	Level 1
	Not met
	Level 1
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Marshall Hi
	01215
	10
	281
	
	
	Not met
	Level 1
	Not met
	Level 3
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Metropolitan Hi
	01042
	10
	37
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	North Division Hi
	01227
	10
	147
	
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Not met
	Level 1
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Pulaski Hi
	01235
	10
	342
	
	Not Met
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Not met
	Level 1
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	South Division Hi
	01247
	10
	216
	
	
	Not met
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Vincent Hi
	02272
	10
	395
	
	Not Met
	Not met
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Washington Hi
	01267
	10
	291
	
	
	Not met
	Level 2
	Not met
	Level 2
	Level 2

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Bell Mid
	01128
	8
	237
	
	
	
	Level 1
	
	Level 3
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Douglas Commnity Acad
	01230
	8
	160
	
	
	Not met
	Level 1 Improved
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Global Learning Center
	01515
	8
	31
	Not Met
	
	
	Level 2
	
	Level 2
	Level 2

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Grand Ave Mid
	02437
	8
	210
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Kosciuszko Mid
	01201
	8
	171
	
	
	Not met
	Level 1
	Not met
	Level 3
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Malcolm X Academy
	01168
	8
	152
	
	
	
	Level 3
	
	Level 2
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Milw Education Center
	00217
	8
	221
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Milwaukee Village Sch
	00679
	8
	39
	
	
	Not met
	
	Not met
	Level 1
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Muir Mid
	01223
	8
	206
	
	
	
	Level 1
	
	Level 3
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Robinson Mid
	01192
	8
	142
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Steuben Mid
	01248
	8
	166
	Not met
	
	Not met
	
	Not met
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Walker International Mid
	01266
	8
	216
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Benj Carson Acad of Sci
	01829
	4 | 8
	79
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Bryant El
	01134
	4
	57
	
	
	
	Level 3
	
	
	Level 3

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Carleton El
	01138
	4
	56
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Cass Street El
	01139
	4 | 8
	74
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Eighty-First Street El
	01154
	4
	39
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Fifty-Third Street El
	01162
	4
	30
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Forest Home Avenue El
	01163
	4
	106
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Garfield Avenue El
	01171
	4
	29
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2
	Level 2

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Goodrich El
	01173
	4
	35
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Granville El
	01177
	4
	28
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Hopkins Street El
	01189
	4
	45
	
	
	
	Level 1
	
	
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Kagel El
	01195
	4
	33
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Lloyd Street El
	01208
	4
	75
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	
	
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Maple Tree El
	01214
	4
	31
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Philipp El
	01232
	4
	46
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Thirty-Eighth Street El
	01251
	4
	42
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Twenty-First Street El
	01261
	4
	74
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1
	Level 1

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Westside II El
	01512
	4 | 8
	130
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	Wisconsin Avenue El
	01272
	4
	101
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	WI Consrvatory of Lifelong Learning
	00681
	4 | 8 |10
	112
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milwaukee 
	5509600
	WI Career Academy
	02473
	8 | 10
	55
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Racine 
	5512360
	Mitchell Mid
	01633
	8
	253
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Racine 
	5512360
	Fratt El
	01611
	4
	78
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	Level 1 Improved

	Solon Springs 
	5513980
	Solon Springs Sch
	01911
	4 | 8 |10
	78
	
	
	
	Level 1 Improved
	
	
	Level 1 Improved

	Winter 
	5516860
	Winter Mid
	02315
	8
	36
	
	
	
	
	
	Level 2 Improved
	Level 2 Improved

	Milw CntrlCity Cyber
	5500041
	Non-District Charter-City of Milwaukee
	02171
	4 | 8
	46
	
	
	
	Level 2
	
	Level 2
	Level 2



II.  Schools Identified for Improvement (continued)


B. Several types of intervention were begun by WDPI for schools identified for improvement.  A conference attended by all the Title I Schools Identified for Improvement (SiFi) was held on August 20, 2003.  More than 300 educators came together with the Wisconsin State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Elizabeth Burmaster, Governor Jim Doyle, and other experts to focus on the challenge of closing the gap in achievement between children of color, educationally disadvantaged children, and their peers.  Resources were made available to help schools meet their improvement goals.  They heard from staff in Wisconsin schools experiencing success in closing the achievement gap.  The dialog was productive as the department and the school districts provided support for these SiFi schools. 
WDPI is also conducting an intensive effort to address the problems of SiFi schools.  A pilot project with seven from Milwaukee Public Schools (MPS) that had been identified for improvement is being conducted over three years.  The project, Cultivating Leadership and Achievement for Successful Schools (CLASS) has the following goals:
· To improve student achievement in reading and math.

· To identify school improvement interventions that have the greatest positive impact on student achievement.

· To develop collaboration and problem-solving among the stakeholders.

· To build the capacity of school staff to successfully continue the improvement process.

· To develop a network of knowledgeable and effective school improvement professionals.

Of the seven schools, four are elementary, two middle and one is a high school.   The CLASS project provides:

· A full-time School Improvement Implentor for each school. 

· A full-time Literacy Coach for each school.

· Data retreats for all schools in Summer 2002 and again in the Summer of 2003.

· A full-time Data Support Specialist to work with the 7 schools.

· Professional development, including:

· Monthly meetings with the School Improvement Implementors and Literacy Coaches

· Quarterly meetings with the Principals

· Balanced Literacy graduate course for up to 20 teachers from each school.

· Using Data for Student Achievement graduate course for 2 staff from each school

· Mini-grants of $8,000 - $10,000 per school for needs identified by their education plans

· Training in the use of Marco Polo curriculum program.

· Training on WINSS, the Characteristics of Successful Schools, online surveys and the interactive School Improvement Planning tool.
The tables that follow describe measures being taken to address the achievement problems of Wisconsin schools identified for improvement and corrective action.
Wisconsin Public Schools – Levels of Accountability

	Accountability Levels
	AYP
	Federal Title I Sanctions
	State Requirements

	Non-Title I Schools
	Title I 
Schools
	Participation, Reading, Math, Graduation/ Attendance Indicators
	Two-Year School Improvement Plan
	School Choice
	Supplemental Educational Services
	Corrective Action
	Restructuring
	All Schools
	Additional Title I Requirements

	Satisfactory 
	Met AYP for two consecutive years. 
	
	
	
	
	
	Recognition will be provided to the schools that have made the greatest gains in closing the achievement gap or those with high poverty that have consistently exceeded their AYP objectives. 

	
	Met AYP this year,  missed AYP previous year. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Missed AYP this year, met AYP previous year. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Continuous Improvement
	Continuous Improvement
	Level 1 SIFI: 

Missed AYP for 2 consecutive years.
	2-year plan in place at start of next school year 1
	Implement at start of next school year 2
	
	
	
	Keep a 2-year school improvement plan on file in the district.
	Also submit documentation of school choice provisions to DPI.

	
	
	Level 2 SIFI: 

Missed AYP for 3 consecutive years.
	Updated 2-year plan in place at start of next school year 1
	2nd year of school choice2
	Implement at start of next school year 3
	
	
	
	Also submit documentation of school choice and supplemental educational service provisions.

	
	Corrective Action
	Level 3 SIFI:

Missed AYP for 4 consecutive years. 
	Updated 2-year plan in place at start of next school year 1
	3rd year of school choice2
	2nd year of supplemental educational services3
	Take corrective action. 4 
	
	May request consultation and review of 2-year school improvement plan. 
	Also submit documentation of corrective action, school choice, and supplemental educational service provisions to DPI.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Work collaboratively with DPI School Support Teams assigned to assist schools/districts with greatest need.6

	
	Restructuring
	Level 4 SIFI:

Missed AYP for 5 or more consecutive years. 
	Updated 2-year plan in place at start of next school year 1 
	4th year of school choice2
	3rd year of supplemental educational services3

	2nd year of corrective action4
	Restructuring plan with alternative governance in place by next year. 5
	Submit 2-year school improvement plan for review, consultation, and/or intervention.
	Also submit documentation of restructuring plan, corrective action, school choice, and supplemental educational service provisions to DPI.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Work collaboratively with DPI School Support Teams assigned to assist schools/districts with greatest need.6


SIFI:  School Identified for Improvement
All Schools’ requirements refer both Title I and non-Title I schools.

1Use existing district/school improvement plan format, or access the DPI School Improvement Template on the WINSS website. 

2Districts provide a choice of at least two schools that are not in SIFI status, if two such schools exist in the district. Transportation must be provided until AYP has been met for two consecutive years. 

3 Districts/schools select from the list of DPI-approved supplemental service providers. 

4 Corrective action includes at least one of the following: replace relevant school staff, institute new curricular program, decrease school-level management, appoint an outside expert to advise the school on its progress, extend the school year or school day, or restructure the internal organization of the school. 

5Alternative governance may include any of the following: reopen as a charter school, replace all/most of the school staff relevant to the failure to make AYP, enter into a contract with a private management company, or other major restructuring that makes fundamental reform to the school’s staffing and governance.

6 Assistance from School Support Teams will be prioritized to the neediest schools as resources and funding allow. The neediest schools will be identified through a combination of factors including: years in SIFI status, percentage of students who have not met proficiency, level of poverty, and recent trends in achievement data showing degree of growth
State, District, and School Responsibilities for Supporting 
Schools Identified for Improvement
Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction DRAFT 11/17/03

	Accountability Levels 
	State Responsibilities
	District Responsibilities
	School Responsibilities 

	General Services
	Satisfactory

Met AYP on all objectives for past two years

         OR

Met AYP on all objectives this year, missed on one or more previous year

         OR

Missed on one or more AYP objectives this year, met same objective previous year


	Web/Print Resources: DPI provides access to web and print materials to support best practices in design and implementation of effective school improvement processes and curriculum/instruction practices:

· Needs assessment and data analysis

· Print/electronic test results

· WINSS school and district data

· WINSS needs assessment surveys

· Strategic planning

· WINSS school improvement planning tool

· DPI Characteristics of Successful Schools guide

· DPI curriculum guides

· DPI best practice topic guides*
· DPI toolkits – various topics

· Implementation 

· Phone consultation

· Connecting people to resources

· Evaluation and feedback 

· Consolidated application review

· Analysis of end-of-year reports

· Individualized feedback by request

AYP Notification: DPI sends notification of AYP status to all districts and schools annually. DPI provides assistance with understanding how adequate yearly progress is determined, how to identify potential areas of concern, and how to communicate AYP information to stakeholders. 
	Continuous Improvement: District provides support to schools to maintain effective educational practices and support their efforts toward continuous improvement: 

· Data: Understand and use data effectively at the classroom, school, and district levels

· Professional Development: Develop and implement effective professional development practices that are focused, relevant, job-embedded, and provide opportunities to apply skills and reflect on practice

· Curriculum: Ensure curriculum alignment and articulation within and across grade levels and departments

· Highly Qualified Teachers: Ensure that highly qualified staff are teaching core academic areas

· Scaffolded Supports: Monitor student support structures and develop new strategies as needed to help all students be successful

· Policies/Practices: Evaluate and /or adjust  policies and practices so as to encourage staff collaboration focused on student achievement

· Families: Seek meaningful ways to encourage family and community involvement

· Resource Use: District targets resources as needed to ensure that all schools are able to adequately address their achievement issues related to the academic objectives. 

	Continuous Improvement : School maintains effective educational practices and continuous improvement: 

· Needs Assessment: Understand and use school and district assessment results to identify areas of strength and areas of need

· Classroom Assessment: Develop and implement classroom assessments to monitor and adjust instruction

· Professional Development: Implement effective professional development practices that are  focused, relevant, job-embedded, and provide opportunities to apply skills and reflect on practice

· Structured Collaboration: Provide opportunities for staff to collaborate around student achievement issues, resulting in specific products as a result of this collaboration time

· Implementation Checkpoints: Continuously monitor and adjust strategies for student support as needs of the school change

· Families: Seek ways to meaningfully involve family and community members in the education of their children

· Resource Use: School targets resources as needed to ensure that the school is able to adequately address the achievement issues related to the academic objectives. 

	Continuous Improvement 
	SIFI Level 1

Missed one or more AYP objectives for the past two consecutive years


	On-line School Improvement Tool:  DPI provides sample school improvement planning tool and related resources on the WINSS School Improvement website. This plan format is suggested, not required. A district or school may continue to use an existing school improvement plan format providing it addresses all required components. 

Funding Priority: DPI provides prioritized funding for grant opportunities: Comprehensive School Reform, Reading First, other opportunities.

Consultation: DPI provides general consultation and phone/email support  concerning school improvement, content/curriculum, school climate, student interventions and prevention strategies, and family/school/community partnerships. 
Reporting Requirements: DPI requires district to provide evidence of compliance with school choice requirement and parental communication. 

School Improvement Funds: DPI provides Title I School Improvement grants to all districts with Title I SIFI schools, using a per-pupil allocation.  Upon request, DPI assists district with planning effective use of these funds to target needs in SIFI schools.* 
School Improvement Rubric: DPI provides a self-assessment rubric for use by school and district teams to aid in identification of strengths and needs related to implementing comprehensive school improvement. *

District DPI School Improvement Liaison: DPI assigns each district with one or more SIFI schools a DPI staff member to  serve as liaison to that district for general school improvement support. *

	Plan Approval: District approves the school’s two-year school improvement plan. 

District Technical Assistance Plan: District clarifies district-level financial and technical support that will be directed to the school to assist with its improvement efforts. The school includes this  in its improvement plan. 

School Choice Identification: District assists with the identification of a minimum of two district schools, if available, that are not identified for improvement. These schools may be designated “choice” alternatives for children who qualify from Title I schools identified for improvement. Lack of capacity may not be cited as a reason to not supply a choice option.

School Choice Transportation: District arranges for transportation to choice schools for parents who elect this option. Parents are guaranteed this option for a minimum of two years. Once a Title I school has met AYP for two consecutive years, it does not have to provide school choice. The district must reserve 15%  of the district’s Title I allocation for this purpose, if needed to meet the demand. 

School Choice Parent Notification: District ensures that the school notifies parents of their options related to school choice in writing, in a language they can understand, by the beginning of the school year.

Reporting: District provides information to DPI concerning compliance with choice requirement. 

Needs Assessment Support: District encourages schools to use DPI self-assessment rubric to identify areas of focus for school improvement initiatives. District might supply staff time toward that purpose, or help support use of district-wide technical assistance teams.*

	Improvement Plan: School completes two-year school improvement plan and keeps on file: 

1)  Timeframe: 

· Write within 3 months of notification of final SIFI status

· Implement no later than the beginning of the school year, or within 3 months if notification did not allow for that time

· Updated each year of SIFI status

2) Components of the Plan: 

· Specific Objectives – establish specific, annual, measurable objectives for substantial progress by each group of students, so that they will all meet proficiency levels by 2014

· Strategies – scientifically-based strategies to strengthen core academic subjects and improve achievement, including as appropriate extended day/year

· District Support - Specify district  support providing financial and technical assistance

· Policy/Practices – adopt/adjust as needed to assure all groups of students will be proficient in core academic subjects

· Professional Development – strategies to ensure all core academic teachers are highly qualified, directly address problem that caused school to be identified for improvement, provide increased opportunity for participation, ensure that not less than 10% of Title I funds at the school are directed to professional development, and incorporate a teacher mentoring program

· Parent Involvement – describe how parents will be notified of Title I sanctions, and strategies to promote effective involvement

School Choice Parent Notification: Title I schools notify parents in writing, no later than the start of the school year, concerning their options for school choice and related transportation arrangements. 





	 
	SIFI Level 1, (continued)
Missed on one or more AYP objectives for the past two consecutive years


	 Plan Review: Upon district request, review and provide feedback on building-level  improvement plans or district plans for providing technical assistance to their SIFI schools. *

	School Improvement Fund Application: District submits Title I School Improvement grant application, detailing how funds will be used to provide technical assistance to SIFI schools. District works collaboratively with the school to identify needs and appropriate strategies for use of these funds.*
	School Choice Time Requirement: Title I schools must provide the school choice option for a minimum of two years to students who qualify. Once the school makes AYP two consecutive years it does not need to continue with choice. 

Needs Assessment: School may choose to use state self-assessment rubric to aid in identifying areas of focus as they plan their school improvement initiatives.* 


	
	SIFI Level 2

Missed on one or more AYP objectives for the past three consecutive years


	
	All of the above, plus:

Supplemental Educational Services Implementation Process: District assists Title I schools with the identification of supplemental educational service providers for qualifying students. 

Parent Notification: District ensures that parents receive adequate, timely information about both school choice and supplemental educational service options. 

Reporting: District provides information to DPI concerning its compliance with the school choice and supplemental educational services options. The district must provide 5-15% of the district’s Title I allocation, or the equivalent from other funds, for school choice transportation. It must provide 5-15% for supplemental educational services, to a maximum requirement of 20% for both options.


	All of the above, plus:

Supplemental Educational Services: Title I schools must continue to provide school choice, and in addition must provide supplemental educational service options to qualifying students. 

Parent Notification: Title I schools notify parents by the beginning of the school year about both school choice and supplemental educational service options. 



	Intensive Support
	Corrective Action 

SIFI Level 3
	All of the above, plus:

Reporting Requirements: DPI requires district to provide evidence of compliance with corrective action, supplemental educational services, school choice requirement, and parental communication. 

Ongoing Technical Assistance Team Participation Upon Request: Upon district request, DPI staff participate as ongoing member(s)  of the district’s technical assistance team to that school, providing support as needed based on identified areas of need.* 


	All of the above, plus:

Direction for Corrective Action: District works collaboratively with the school to guide decisions related to appropriate corrective actions.*
Reporting: District provides evidence of how the district is working with the school to take appropriate corrective action to address the needs evident in the school.*
	All of the above, plus:

Corrective Action Implementation: School implements corrective action including at least one of the following:

· Replace relevant staff

· Institute new curricular program

· Decrease school-level management

· Appoint outside expert to advise school on its progress

· Extend school year or school day

· Restructure internal organization of the school



	
	Restructuring
SIFI Level 4
	All of the above, plus:

Required On-Site Review: State conducts mandatory on-site review with DPI-led team, with suggestions for restructuring.*

	All of the above, plus:

Direction for Restructuring: District works collaboratively with the school to guide decisions related to appropriate restructuring.*

Reporting: District submits plan to DPI detailing how it is supporting Level 4 schools in planning for and implementing restructuring efforts.*
On-site Review Process: District participates in on-site school review process with DPI-led team.*
	All of the above, plus:

Restructuring Plan: School must develop a plan for restructuring. The plan must be in place by the next school year. Alternative governance may include any of the following: 

· Reopen as a charter school

· Replace all/most of the school staff relevant to the failure to make AYP

· Enter into a contract with a private management company

· Other major restructuring that makes fundamental reform to the school’s staffing and governance

On-site Review Process: School participates in on-site review process with DPI-led team.*



* indicates a potential strategy not currently part of the Wisconsin Accountability Plan
.


III.  Public School Choice and Supplemental Educational Services

A. Public School Choice

1.
Please provide the number of Title I schools identified for improvement, corrective action, and restructuring from which students transferred under the provisions for public school choice under section 1116 of Title I during the 2002-2003 school year. 
Please see chart on next page

2. 
Please provide the number of public schools to which students transferred under the provisions for public school choice under section 1116 of Title I during the 2002-2003 school year.
Please see chart on next page

3. 
Please provide the number of students who transferred to another public school under the provisions for public school choice under section 1116 of Title I during the 2002-2003 school year.

Please see chart on next page

B. Supplemental Educational Services

1.
Please provide the number of Title I schools identified for improvement, corrective action, and restructuring  whose students  received supplemental educational services under section 1116 of  Title I during the 2002-2003 school year. 

Please see chart on next page

2. Please provide the number of students who received supplemental educational services under section 1116 of Title I during the 2002-2003 school year. 
Please see chart on next page

	Public School Choice
2002-2003 School Year
	Supplemental Services
2002-2003 School Year
	

	No. of Students Participating in Public School Choice
	No. of Public Schools from Which Students Transferred
	No. of Schools to Which Students Transferred
	No. of Students Receiving Supplemental Services
	No. of Schools Whose Students Received Supplemental Services
	

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	Augusta HS

	0
	0
	0
	77
	1
	Beloit

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	Milwaukee Charter

	5
	1
	2
	18
	1
	Green Bay

	30
	1
	12
	7
	1
	Kenosha

	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Menominee Indian

	57
	30
	42
	633
	29
	MPS

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	Princeton

	19
	3
	9
	NA
	NA
	Racine

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	Solon Springs

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	Westfield

	0
	0
	0
	NA
	NA
	White Lake

	0
	0
	0
	15
	1
	Winter

	111
	35
	65
	750
	33
	



IV.  Highly Qualified Teachers

In the September 1, 2003, Consolidated State Application submission, States provided information on the percentage of classes in core academic subjects taught by “highly qualified” teachers in the aggregate and in “high-poverty” schools. For the 2002-2003 school year, please now also provide the percentage of classes in the core academic subjects taught by “highly qualified” teachers (as the term is defined in Section 9101(23) of the ESEA) in “low-poverty” schools. (Section 1111(h)(1)(C)(viii) defines “low poverty” as schools in the bottom quartile of poverty in the State).   

Percentage of classes in core academic subjects taught by “highly qualified” teachers in “low-poverty” schools during the 2002-2003 school year.  

	% of Classes Taught by HQT
State Aggregate
02-03 SY
	% of Classes Taught by HQT
High-Poverty Schools 
02-03 SY
	% of Classes Taught by HQT 
Low-Poverty Schools
02-03 SY
	Note: % are expressed in terms of FTE teachers, not Classes taught

	98.2
	96.4
	99.4
	

	
	
	
	

	% of Teachers Receiving High-Quality Professional Development 
02-03 SY
	
	
	

	100%
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	% of Qualified Title I Paraprofessionals
02-03 SY
	
	
	

	35%
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