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Alaska currently has two systems of school designators: a state system and the Federal system.
Alaska law requires schools be given the designations “distinguished,” “successful,” “deficient,”
or “in crisis,” whereas federal law uses terms such as “distinguished,” “proficient,” “in
improvement,” “corrective action,” and “restructuring." Alaska law should be amended to align
itself with Federal law.

This bill holds districts and public schools accountable but does not increase their administrative
burden. Although this bill retains the requirement that a school not meeting adequate
performance must draft a school improvement plan, the bill removes from statute the detailed
descriptions of a school improvement plan. Federal laws, and the regulations adopted by the state
board, already comprehensively and satisfactorily prescribe the required contents of an
improvement plan.

In addition, this bill eliminates unnecessary and unhelpful reports, but keeps the school report
card system intact. For example, current law requires belovv-proficient schools report to the state
board. Yet, the state board already has the school report card from all schools, including those
that are below proficient. This requirement is a paperwork and time burden on schools, districts,
and the state board, while failing to substantially aid in the goal of educating children. Similarly,
current state law requires the Department of Education and Early Development to provide the
legislature with a report, separate from the school report card, on the progress of schools and
districts. Preparation of this report does little to advance the understanding of the legislature or
the public not already accomplished by the school report card. A better approach is to eliminate
these unnecessary reporting burdens ensuring that accountability information is contained in the
school report card, and continuing to refine and rely on this valuable reporting tool.

| urge your consideration and support for this measure.

Representative_Carl_Gatto @legis.state.ak.us



HB 405
Eliminating the “Thick Report”

There are nine components o f the report that is required in AS 14.03.070. These
components are listed below with an explanation ofwhy EED believes this report is no
longer necessary.
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PRINCIPLE 1 Asingle statewide Accountability System applied to all
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decisions for all public
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public schools with no

grades assessed (e.g.,
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STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS



11-The State of skad |n s aschool in Alaska Administrate .. Code AAC (g
schoolsrs also @e%% undert e reersed re o trlgfns oyer%?n]| ort C%X 5(%)
Public. . Charter Scho co espondence schools, alte r?atrve an SPeC|a| |on

S ootjsar rnflu aspub Ic sr(:ﬁo S.. Alask saccountagt ste sa
types of schoals the same way In etermrnrngA equate Year 0gress AY%

eacou tahl sst roduces an AYP dlecision for each public schoal in the state.
Wr ty chm%rnatronso Sgarra]ee con egruratrons ﬁe Included in catculatrng

AYP an makrné an AYP decision In the

The ot dards based stu Fnt sessment S st m in AI ka consists of testing all studen
VT YPc cu lon W egate test afa across
é%rcelnt 0 students

ales annu
‘evgt neac sehoal. Tt‘ﬁ errorm nce core ove
or t emr&year ro Iclent acros | be com are

eaé ectrve A for each year. ore etalls on determining AY
are present In later parts o thsp

At] sc 00ls in Alaska artraé)ate in the asses%me s)ﬁ#m

C 0 only serve stu sro}n Era ot he
%ﬁt ece ves A ents ? ﬁoos will be aﬂﬁ ied 0 tﬁ school, so
schools 6 uging t KZscho ) will receive an annlial AYP determination,

harter schools are consicered ublr schaols in Alask ale required to pz icipate in
t stae assessment stem dwrl recervean de er nafion. Alte atrv
8 |s ro Corfespon nce Boardin sc oos ang s ocated In yR \t
cor rectronaJ aCl rtres 50 artrc iate In state efsnﬁ an Yvr recerveanannual P
determination using the sa e procedures as for all other chools

D”ré” dte]e counta __and W%h%g% rStoAl/EﬁtkearrYV i Stua% thSep\e%lg ItX/l{sé
% 001S. | (t]er ‘ % Icat or

(Ynth the exceptron of VT

sults Of this Studly In the accountablli H/este not vall
es Q sc%oo aska Wi gro 056 an ernate system 10 t %% artment of
n. Until that occyrs, thes

EQuU ca termination
using the same system as ot er schools.

00IS Wi w recelve’ an annual AY




Chapter 1 Standards, Assessments and Adequate Yearly Progress

This section describes the statutory and requlatory requirements concerning AYP
?gv\fve?/U S?oEcEsg less formal interpretations that becam@ apparent through the peer

A. Single Statewide Accountability System

Every state must demonstrate in ifs state Elan that it has developed.and is imple-
menting a single, statewide accountability system that will be effective in ensurin
that all LEAS, [Publlc,elementa_ry schools and public secondary schools make AYP:
The regulations clarify that this single system must be in place for the 2002-08school

Jer,

This single system must be the same accountablhgy system the state uses for al
public elementary schools and secondary schools and for all LEAs in the state, and
must take into account the achievement of all public school students, It must be
based.on the state’s standards, assessments, ancl “other academjc |nd|ca\tors," as
explained in this chapter. In its attempt to hold LEAS and |?ub.|!0 schools accountable
for student achievement and for ensuring AYP, the accountability system must in-
clude both sanctions and rewards (such & teache: bonuses and school recognition).

This statutory and requlatory language suggests that states cannot continue the
dual systems of dccounta |||tg/ that often"arosé Under IASA, However, states with well-
established accountability systems vehemently objected to having to dismantle state
systems that worked s?emlnglg well. After ,conslderlng formﬁl comments submtted
on the g)ropos_ed re(I;u ations and negotiating informally with states, ED agreed that a
state m g continue 10 Ufe Its current’state acco,untab|ht¥s stem, consistent with
earlier Dear Colleague letters released by ED, if that syStem Integrates the federally-
mandated AYP intoits system. States were,re(auwed fo'submit evidence through the
neer review process that thoroughly described the state’s accountabilit sYste and

demonstrated how it integrated thé AYP provisions required under TltYe

f_Note that while all public schools must be included in AYP determinations, only
public schools receiving Title I allocations are subject to sanctions under §1116 for
school improvement, cOrrective action and restructuring. See Chapter 2)

B. Defining the Measure of Adequate Yearly Progress

1] General requirements

Under NCLB, AYP is measured separatel}/ at the level of school, district, and state
R‘erformance. (The requirement to set AYP for the staleas a whole is new under
CLB.) The measures must he gesigned to narrow the achievement gaps amon?
roups of students in the schools, LEAS and the entire state. A state must craft Ifs
YP measure so that the same high standards of academic achievement apply to all
public elementary school and secondary schogl students In the state, notjust Title |
students. The measure must be statistically valid and reliable, and result in continu-
ous and substantial academic improvement for all students,

The scate assessments must be the primary factor in the state’s measure of AYP, as
under IASA, Among many other topics, peer reviewers hacl to report whether the
state's definition ofAYP \ias based primarily on the academic assessments. Although

The New Title I: The Changing Landscape of Accountability Page 21
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PUBLIC LAW 107-110—JAN. 8, 2002

through other entities such as school support teams or edu-
cational service agencies. _

"(8) Administrative costs—A State educational agency
that receives a grant award under this subsection may reserve
not more than 5 percent of such grant funds for administration,
evaluation, and technical assistance expenses.

"(9) Local awards—Each local educational agency that
applies for assistance under this subsection shall describe how
it will provide the lowest-achieving schools the resources nec-
essary to meet goals under school and local educational agency
improvement, corrective action, and restructuring plans under
section 1116.

“SEC. 100-i. STATE ADMINISTRATION.

"(a) In GENERAL.—Except as provided in subsection (b), to
out administrative duties assigned under parts A, C, and

D of this title, each State may reserve the greater of—

“(1) 1 percent of the amounts received under such parts;

"(2) $400,000 ($50,000 in the case of each outlying area).
"(h) Exception—If the sum of the amounts appropriated for

arts A, C, and D of this title is equal to or greater than
14,000,000,000, then the reservation described in subsection (a)(1)
shall not exceed 1 percent of the amount the State would receive,
if $14,000,000,000 were allocated among the States for parts A,
C, and D of this title.

“PART A—IMPROVING BASIC PROGRAMS OFP-
ERATED BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

20 use 631J.

“Subpart 1—Basic Program Requirements

“SEC. nil, STATE PLANS.

"(a) Plans Required — N _

“(1) In general.—For any State desiring to receive a grant
under this pari, the State educational agency shall submit
to the Secretary a plan, developed by the State educational
agency, in consultation with local” educational agencies,
teachers, principals, pupil services personnel, administrators
(mcludln% administrators of programs described in other parts
of this tit e%,. other staff, and parents, that satisfies the require-
ments of this section and that is coordinated with other pro-
grams under this Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act, the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 1998, the Head Start Act. the Adult Education
and Family Literacy Act, and the McKinney-Vento Homeless
Assistance Act. _

"(2) Consolidated plan—A State plan submitted under
paragraph (1) may be submitted as part of a consolidated
plan under section 9302.

Academic Standards, Academic Assessments, and

Accountahility —

Challenging academic standards —

“(A) In genejlal—Each State plan shall demonstrate
that the State has adopted challenging academic content
standards and challenging student academic achievement |
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standards that will be used by the State, its local edu-
cational agencies, and its schools to carry out this part,
except that a State shall not be required to submit such
standards fo the Secretary. )

"iB) Same standards.—The academic standards
required by subparagraph (A) shall be the same academic
standards that the State applies to all schools and children
in the State. ]

"(C) SUDJECTS.—The State shall have such academic
standards for all public elementary school and secondary
school children, including children served under this Fart,
in subjeLs determined by the State, but including at least
mathematics, reading or language arts, and (be?mmnfq in
the 2005-2006 school year) science, which shall include
the same knowledge, skills, and levels of achievement
expected %Iall children. .

"(D) Challenging academic standards.—Standards
under this. ara?raph_ shall include— )

“(i) challenging academic content standards in aca-

demic subjects that— )
"JI) specify what children are expected to know

and be able to do; )
“(I) contain coherent and rigorous content;

“(I11) encourage the teaching of advanced

skills; and ] ]
“(ii) challenging student academic achievement

standards that— ] ]

(1) are aligned with the State's academic con-
tent standards; , )

“(I1) describe two levels of high achievement
(proficient and advanced) that determine how well
children are masterlné; the material in the State
academic content standards; and ]

“(I11) describe a third level of achievement
(basic) to provide complete information about the
progress of the lower-achieving children toward
mastering the proficient and advanced levels of
zichlevement. ) ) )

"(E) Information.—For the subjects in which students
will be served under this part, but for wnich a State is
not required b% subparagralphs (A), (B), and (C) to develop,
and has not otherwise developed, such academic standards,
the State plan shall describe a stratem' for ensurin% that
students are taught the same knowledge and skills in
such subjects and held to the same expectations as are
all childr?.:n.. . o .

"(F) X|st|n? standards.—Nothing in this part shall
prohibit a State from revising, consistent with this section,
any standard adopted under this part before or after the
%81 of enacLment of the No Child Left Behind Act of

"(2) Accountability,—

"(A) In general—Each State plan shall demonstrate
«hat the Slate has developed and is implementing a single,
statewide State accountability system that will be efTeg)jM
in ensuring that all local educational agencies,
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