
Meeting Federal Requirements 



 ALL students ―proficient‖ by 2014 

 

 Separate annual proficiency goals in reading and mathematics 
 1 % can be proficient at district level using alternate performance standard 
 

 Same Goal on ‗state uniform bar‘ for nine groups 
 All students 
 Five Racial/Ethnic Groups 
 Students with Disabilities (Special Education) 
 Students with Limited English Proficiency (ELL) 
 Students from Low-Income Families (Poverty) 
 

 95 % of students in each group to be assessed 

 

 One other indicator 
 Graduation rate (high schools): 76% (or four percentage point increase) 
 Unexcused absences (Grades 1-8): At or below 1% (If the rate is above 1%, 

any improvement from the previous year is enough. ) 
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• If a group doesn‘t meet the proficiency goal, it makes AYP if it has a 10% 
reduction in those not meeting standard and meets the other indicator 
(―Safe Harbor‖). 
 

• Minimum number of students (N) needed for a student group for 
statistically reliable AYP decisions (30). 
 

• Count only students enrolled for ―full academic year‖ (continuous 
enrollment from October 1 through entire testing period). 

 
• Schools move into improvement if students do not meet standard in the 

same content area and/or other indicator for two years in a row 
(Title I schools are subject to ESEA sanctions). 

 

• Districts move into improvement if students across all grade spans 
(elementary, middle and secondary) in the same content area and/or 
other indicator do not meet state standards. 
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1. Identify schools in improvement, corrective action, or restructuring no later than 
the beginning of the school year following the administration of the state 
assessment on which the school did not make adequate yearly progress (AYP) 
[Section 1116(b)(1)(B) of the ESEA and 34 C.F.R. § 200.32(a)(2)].  This waiver 
would apply only to high schools. 

 

 

2. Provide parents of eligible students with notice of their public school choice 
options at least 14 days before the start of the school year [Section 
1116(b)(1)(E)(i) of the ESEA and 34 C.F.R. § 200.37(b)(4)(iv)].  

 

   This waiver would apply only with respect to parents of students  

  enrolled in Title I-funded high schools that are newly identified for  
 improvement for the 2011–12 school year or that could possibly have 
 exited improvement, corrective action, or restructuring for the 2011–12 
 school year, but did not.   
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 Washington State has sought waivers of these provisions because 

the state must set cut scores on the new mathematics EOC 

assessments, a process which legislatively requires action by our 

State Board of Education (SBE).  

  

 The scales for the new mathematics EOC assessments will then 

need to be bridged to the old (2010) scale to establish a new high 

school uniform bar. 

 

 The SBE is scheduled to set the cut scores in a special meeting on 

August 9, 2011. 
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 Students who take the Grade 10 Math end-of-course (EOC) 
assessment early and meet the proficiency level will have 
their results counted in Grade 10. This provides an incentive 
to help students achieve proficiency as soon as possible. 
Students who have not met proficiency in their 10th grade 
year will be counted as non-proficient for accountability. 

  
  

 Spring 2011, the mathematics EOC assessments replaced 
our prior high school mathematics assessment, administered 
annually to 10th graders.   

 
 EOC assessments are given in Algebra 1/Integrated Mathematics 1 and 

Geometry/Integrated Mathematics 2, which may be taken as early as 7th 
grade, but typically are taken in 9th and 10th grade respectively. 
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Timeline for Determining High School AYP Status 

  

  

  

  

 

DATE 
 

ACTION 
 

August 2–5, 2011 
 
 

Standard setting panels: High School 
 

August 5, 2011 
 

Articulation Committee:  High School 
 

August 8, 2011 
 

National TAC reviews standard setting process 
 

August 9, 2011 
 

State Board of Education sets achievement standards 
Raw-to-scale score tables transmitted from OSPI to 
contractors 
 

August 12, 2011 
 

Bridge study linked to 2011 scale scores 
New uniform bar established, if needed 
 

August 22, 2011 
 

Preliminary school/district/state AYP calculations 
transmitted to districts 
 

No later than August 31, 2011 
 
 

Public release of AYP determinations 
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ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STATE UNIFORM BAR GOALS 
BASELINE BASED ON 3-YEAR AVERAGE 20TH PERCENTILE (2000-2002) 
 

NOTE:  The state uniform bar has changed for 2010–13 based upon new cut scores on the mathematics assessments. 
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Middle School 
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High School 
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BASELINE BASED ON 3-YEAR AVERAGE 20TH PERCENTILE (2000-2002) 
 

 
NOTE:  The state uniform bar may change based upon new cut scores on the high school mathematics assessment. 
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AYP Timeline 

 

DATE ACTION 

August 12, 2011 
 

Bridge study linked to 2011 scale scores 
New uniform bar established, if needed 
 

August 15, 2011 
 

1st Round of RR closes 

August 19, 2011 
 

AYP appeals received by this date will be reviewed, decisions made, and reflected in 
the initial public release of schools and districts that “need improvement” 

August 26, 2011 
 

2nd Round of RR opens 
 

August 29, 2011 
 

Preliminary school/district/state  
 

No later than  August 31, 2011 AYP calculations transmitted to districts  
Public release of AYP determinations 
 

September 9, 2011 
 

2nd Round of RR closes 
 

September 30, 2011 
 

Final deadline for AYP Appeals Due to OSPI 
 

October 14, 2011 AYP Appeals Determinations Completed 
 

Early November Early November Final AYP Results Posted 
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 Calculating proficiency using an alternate method, such as 

averaging scores across tested grades or years. 

 

 Calculating improvement for Safe Harbor using an alternative 

method (e.g., 19% reduction over 2 years, 27% over 3 years = an 

average of 10% reduction per year). 

 

 Former LEP and Special Education counted for up to 2 years after 

exiting program. 

 

 Including all students in the calculation,  including non-continuously 

enrolled. 
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 Changes in district or school policies, definitions, or practices that 

would change the way data are reported (e.g., unexcused absence 

rate). 

 

 Changes in data systems that result in differences in the way results 

are calculated from one year to the next. 

 

 Any unusual circumstance that affected student performance. 
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School  
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AYP TIMELINE FOR SCHOOLS 
(Consequences apply only to schools receiving Title I funds) 

Sanctions are a District Responsibility 
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Results 
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Results 
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 If a school in school improvement status does not make 

AYP for two consecutive years, the school is identified 
for school improvement. The following must be 
implemented for Title I schools: 

 

◦Develop or Revise School Improvement Plan 

 34 CFR 200.41 
 

◦Public School Choice (14 days before school starts) 

 34 CFR 200.44 
 

◦Set aside 10% of Building Allocation for Professional Development 

 34 CFR 200. 

 

◦Set aside 20% of the District‘s Title I Allocation for PSC/SES  

 34 CFR 200.48 
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Section 1116 (b)(1)(E) 

 

 Public school choice allows parents or guardians 

to transfer their students out of low-performing 

schools into schools that are not in a Step of 

Improvement. 
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14 Days before School starts: 

 

 Inform parents that their student is eligible to attend another public 
school and that transportation will be provided. 

 

 Identify each public school that parents may select. 

 

 Include information on the academic achievement of these schools. 

 

 Provide district/school contact, along with a description of 
procedures and timelines that parents must follow. 

 

 Alert parents that SES will be available and that they may only 
select one option – PSC or SES. 

       34 CFR 200.37 
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 Parents must still be notified 14 days before school starts that their 

child‘s school is in a STEP of Improvement. The notification must 

include: 

 

◦An explanation as to why the district cannot offer this option. 

 

◦Information on SES for schools in Step 2-5, and if the district has 

Step 1 – the district may offer SES. 

 
   Public School Choice Non-Regulatory Guidance 
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 The number of students who were eligible for and who 

participated in PSC. 

 

 For the current school year, a list of available schools to 

which eligible students may transfer. 

 

      
      

   Public School Choice Non-Regulatory Guidance 
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 If a Title I school moves into Step 2-5 of school 
improvement, the school must: 

 

◦Develop/Review the School Improvement Plan  

 Step 2 – Review and adjust plan 
 Step 3 – Write Corrective Action Plan 
 Step 4 – Write Restructuring Plan to implement in 

following year 
 Step 5 Implement Restructuring Plan 
 

◦Continue Public School Choice 
 

◦Implement Supplemental Educational Services 
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Section 1116 (e)(12)(C) 

 

 Supplemental educational services provide additional 

academic assistance for low-income students who are 

attending Title I schools that have not met AYP criteria. 
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 An explanation of what identification means and how their child‘s 
school compares to other schools served by the LEA and SEA in 
terms of the academic achievement of its students. 
 

 The reasons for identification, such as one or more subgroups not 
meeting academic proficiency targets. 
 

 An explanation of what the school, district, and state are doing to 
support the schools.  

 
 An explanation of how parents can be involved in addressing the 

academic issues that led to identification. 
 
 An explanation of the parents‘ option to transfer their child to 

another school in the LEA or to access supplemental educational 
services.  

LEA and School Improvement Non-Regulatory Guidance B-6 
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 Explain how parents can obtain SES for their child. 

 

 Identify each provider (district, regional, statewide, distance learning). 

 

 Briefly describe the services, qualifications and evidence of 
effectiveness for each provider. 

 

 Indicate providers that are able to serve students with disabilities or 
ELL students. 

 

 Include an explanation of benefits of receiving SES. 

 

 Describe the procedures and timelines that parents must follow to 
select a provider. 

       34 CFR 200.37  
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 Notify parents about the availability of SES. 
 

 Help parents choose a provider, if requested. 
 

 Determine which students should receive services if not all 
students can be served. 
 

 Enter into an agreement with the provider selected by a 
parent. 
 

 Assist the SEA in identifying potential providers. 
 

 Provide SEA with information needed to monitor the quality 
and effectiveness of the services. 
 

 Protect the privacy of students who receive SESs. 
      [Section 1116(e)(2)(A-D)] 
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AYP TIMELINE FOR DISTRICTS 
(Consequences apply only to districts receiving Title I funds) 

State Responsibility 

District 

Improvement Plan 

District 

Improvement Plan 

State Offers 
Technical Assistance  

  
and MAY take 

Corrective Action 
  

  
State    

MUST  Take 
  

Corrective Action 

  
  

  

Step  1   
Step  2 

  

1 2 
AYP AYP 

AYP AYP 

 Identified for District Improvement 

 

WASL 

Results 

WASL 

Results 
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The district  must: 
 

Step 1 - Develop the District Improvement Plan 
 
◦No later than 3 months the district must develop or 

review and implement. 
 
◦Must consult with parents, school staff, and others in 

development. 
 
◦Set aside 10% of their Title I allocation for professional 

development. 
 

       34CFR 200.52 
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District Corrective Action–Step 2   
 
   

 

 Review District Improvement Plan and 

implement corrective actions.  
 

 Must have a hearing on the corrective action or actions to be taken 

no later than 45 days from identification. 

 

 

       34 CFR 200.53 
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Annual District/School Report Card 

The Report Card must include the following: 

 

– Reading, Mathematics and Science Assessment 
Data. 

 

– Accountability Data. 

 

– Teacher Quality Data. 

 

– NAEP results. 
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OSPI Contacts 

 Bob Harmon, Assistant Superintendent 

 Special Programs, Secondary Education, School Improvement, and 

Federal Accountability 

 360-725-6170 

 bob.harmon@k12.wa.us 

 

 Gayle Pauley,  

 Director Title I/LAP/CPR 

 360-725-6100 

 gayle.pauley@k12.wa.us  
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Washington State 

Statewide System of Support 

 

August 9, 2011 

 
Tonya Middling, 
Director of  
School Improvement 
 
Office of 
Superintendent of 
Public Instruction 



Funding 

• All federal, no state 

– Title I, Part A (1003a) funds 
• 2008--$7,674,117 

• 2009--$7,976,863 

• 2010--$7,629,511 

– Title I, School Improvement Grant (1003g) 
• 2008--$7,158,614 

• 2009--$7,737,971 

• 2010--$7,585,698 

– ARRA (SIG only) 
• 2009 through September 2013--$42,476,886 
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Washington Performance Management Framework 
(WPMF)  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 

Targeted Assistance 
 

Tier III Schools  
&  

Districts with  
Clusters of Low-Achieving 

Schools 

Basic Assistance 
 

ALL other Districts & 
Schools in improvement 

in Washington State 

Targeted Assistance 
 

Districts with  
Clusters of Schools  

with Low-Achieving Sub-
Groups 

Intensive Assistance 
District wide initiative 

Turnaround 
Assistance  

Tier I & Tier II 
Schools 

Absolute Performance 
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Washington Performance Management Framework 

 
 
 

Turnaround 

Assistance   
 

Supports include— 

 

Targeted assistance plus:  

 

Support for tiered evaluation 

systems 

 

Targeted turnaround 

leadership training 

 

Methods that boost 

graduation rates and reduce 

dropouts among 

 

Cross-district/school 

networking 4 times per year 

 

Monitoring monthly and 

quarterly 

 

Intensive 

Assistance 
 

External Partners provide 

customized services and 

supports as follows: 
 

Comprehensive Needs 

Assessment/Action Planning 

using online DIP/SIP tool 

(Tracker), and 

Implementation and 

Monitoring 3x/year.  

State assessment 

longitudinal data analysis; 

ELL analysis, Achievement 

gap analysis, annual surveys 

aligned to 9 Characteristics 

of HPS 

School and classroom 

practices studies, transcript 

analysis, college eligibility 

and college persistence data 

 ToT training model for 

instructional and 

assessment practices to 

build local capacity 

 Guided facilitation and 

technical assistance  
 

Targeted Assistance 
 

Individualized contractors with 

specialized expertise in the 

areas of reading, 

mathematics, special 

education, ELL and 

instructional practices form the 

Washington Improvement and 

Implementation Network 

(WIIN) and deliver the 

following services to Tier I and 

Tier III schools in the bottom 

quintile:  

Comprehensive Needs 

Assessment/Action Planning 

using online DIP/SIP tool 

(Tracker). 

PK-12 reading/math gap 

analysis; includes ELL and SE 

Facilitate curriculum 

alignment to state standards, 

develop curriculum and pacing 

guides with lesson objectives 

and formative assessments; 

includes ELL and SE 

MBA/RBA (benchmark 

assessments) 3x/year 

Professional development 

on classroom walk through 

protocols and high yield 

strategies.  

 

Basic Assistance 
 

 

Schools in the bottom half 

of Tier III are supported 

through OSPI‘s partnership 

with 9 Educational Service 

Districts. Services are 

intentionally aligned to 

those offered through the 

WIIN Center.  

 

All districts and schools in 

Washington State can 

access SI's Web-based 

Resources (Research & 

Studies, Improvement 

Processes & Tools and 

Needs Assessments & 

Diagnostic Tools, PD 

Modules) to support their 

improvement efforts. 

Additional resources 

include summative, growth, 

and trend data on state 

assessments for individual 

students and for schools 

and districts on the OSPI 

Report Card; and  

Curriculum 

and Assessments.   

 

 

  
 



Service Delivery Models/Programs 

 
 

Cohort I: 
Sunsets end of 

2010-2011 school 

year (44 schools 

representing 5 

districts) 

 

Cohort II: 
Sunsets end of 

2011-2012  

school year 

(40 schools 

representing 3 

districts) 

Cohort I (SIG): 
18 schools 

representing 9 

districts 

 

Cohort II (SIG): 
6 schools 

representing 6 

districts; and 

RAD (6696 

legislation): 

4 schools 

representing 4 

districts 

Bottom 20% of 

Tier III schools: 
67 schools 

representing 37 

districts 

Bottom 20-50% 

of Tier III 

Schools:  
Up to 200 Title I 

schools in a step of 

improvement 

representing up to 

55 districts 
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School Improvement Grants (SIG) 

• Purpose: Turn around lowest 5% schools 
nationwide (PLAs)  

• Renamed from SIG to MERIT in August 2010 

– Models of Equity and Excellence through Rapid 
Improvement and Turnaround 

– State Turnaround Office—5 assigned liaisons 

• Cohort I: 14 Transformation; 3 Turnarounds 
and 1 Closure 

• Cohort II: 9 Transformation; 1 Turnaround   
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SIG Partners 

• State Board of Education 

• ESDs 

• WEA 

• OSPI (TPEP)  

• AWSP 

• BERC 

• CEE 

• Riverside Publishing 
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Raising student 
achievement to 

new heights 

Summit Districts develop district knowledge, skills, and capacity to lead and 
support consistent, sustained, and dramatic increases in student achievement in 
all district schools. 

The purposes of the Summit Initiative are to: 
 
Increase the capacity of participating districts 
to accelerate achievement for all students 
across the district system of schools. 

 
Develop and field test program elements 
intended to strengthen and expand the 
knowledge base, tools, and training of WA 
educators in support of a systems approach that 
can, with sufficient funding, be scaled 
statewide. 

 Clover Park 

 Mount Adams 

 Mount Vernon 

 Othello  

 Renton 

 Sunnyside 

 Tukwila 

 Wapato 
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Summit District Improvement 
Initiative 

 ... raising student achievement to new heights 

Areas of Focus: 

Effective Leadership 

Quality Teaching and Learning 

Support for System-wide Improvement 

Clear and Collaborative Relationships 
 

.ŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ h{tLΩǎ /ƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ LƳǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ 
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Summit Partners 

External Partners 

 Baker Education Research  

Consultation (The BERC Group) 

 Center for Educational  

Effectiveness (CEE) 

 Teachscape 

 WestEd 

 WEA 

Cohort One Districts 08-09 

 Mount Adams 

 Mount Vernon 

 Othello 

 Renton 

 Wapato 

Cohort Two Districts 09-10 

 Clover Park 

 Sunnyside 

 Tukwila 
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School-level alignment and 
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District 

Needs 

Analysis 

Plans for 

Action in 

Priority Areas

Performance 

Agreement

College Attendance 

and Persistence

Assessment –

Intervention – Monitoring 

Technical Assistance

Summit District Improvement Initiative Year One

Professional Learning: Leadership and Quality Instruction

District- and School-based Technical Assistance

Action Plan Implementation

Monitoring Implementation 

and Impact
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WIIN Grant 

Eligible Participants  

• Greatest Need: 

– The lowest 20% Title I receiving schools 

• Greatest Commitment 

– Schools and districts willing to change practices 
for better results for kids 

Awards 

• Up to $50,000 in year 1; $25,000 in year 2 
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Washington Improvement and 
Implementation Network (WIIN) Center 

The purposes of the WIIN are to: 
• Provide effective professional development supports to Tier I, 

II, and III schools and their districts; PD emphasizes evidence-
based practices and innovations. 

• Build individual and collective local capacity to implement 
evidence-based practices. 

• Develop effective structures and conditions in schools and 
districts essential to continuous improvement of teaching and 
learning. 

• Scale up evidenced-based practices and develop common 
language, shared understanding and common practices 
statewide. 
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Integral Components of WIIN 
Services 

 

• Professional 
Development 

• Technical Assistance 

• Monitoring 
Implementation                                       
and Impact 
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Improvement Framework 

 

• Deeper K-12 
Reading/Math Gap 
Analysis 

• Action Planning 
using Online Tool 

District Needs 
Assessment 

• Identify 
Essential 
Standards 

• Align Curriculum 
Materials 

• Develop Pacing 
Guides 

• Conduct Testing 
Blueprinting 

Standards-Based 
Instruction 

• Train to use 
online data 
management 
system 

• Administer 
Benchmark 
Assessments 

• Train to analyze 
results 

Assessments 

• Online CWT 
data collection 
tool 

• Instructional 
Strategies 
Cycle 

• Coaching 

Classroom 
Walkthrough/ 
Instructional 

Strategies 

• Exemplar Lesson 
Design 

• Formative  & 
Interim  
Assessments 

Data-Based 
Professional 

Collaboration 

YEAR 1 

Reflects systems to support instruction for all students  (Tier I of RTI)  
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Mathematics Systems Improvement Framework 
•Identification of students in a tiered model 

•Diagnostic Assessments 

•Instructional Interventions 

•Progress Monitoring Assessments 

•Instruction is monitored and adjusted based on assessment data. 

Intervention 

•Data-based decision making cycle is used to inform practice at multiple levels 

•Common summative, interim, and formative assessments 

•Universal Screening 

Assessment 
System 

•Shared vision of high quality mathematics instruction 

•Instruction is monitored and on-going PD is provided 

•Formative assessment process is used to guide instructional practice 

•Common assessment data is used to collaboratively make 
instructional decisions 

High Quality 
Mathematics Instruction 

•WA State Mathematics Standards 

•Standards-aligned instructional materials and curriculum 
guides 

Core Mathematics Program 

•Needs assessment, goal setting, and action 
planning 

•Use of data to monitor implementation 

•Support for professional collaboration at all 
levels 

Mathematics Leadership & Current 
Research 
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Mathematics Improvement 

• Math Gap Analysis 
• Standards & Instructional Materials Alignment 

– Unpack standards 
– Analyze alignment of instructional materials 
– Identify alignment gaps 

• Curriculum Guide Development 
– Pacing & sequencing of instructional materials so that all standards are 

addressed 
– Intentionally address alignment gaps that may exist 
– Standards-based lesson objectives & formative assessments 
– Provides teacher support to ensure all students receive access to 

standards-based instruction 

• Technical Assistance Focused on Implementation  
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Mathematics Benchmark Assessments 
(MBAs) 

Provide a bridge between classroom formative assessments and 
the end-of-year summative assessments, and provide 
information to: 

– Evaluate student learning of specific state mathematics 
standards 

– Identify patterns of student need to inform changes to the 
mathematics curriculum and instruction through 
collaborative dialogue 

– Identify specific student misconceptions or errors as they 
relate to the content in the specific standards being 
assessed 
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For additional information regarding 
School Improvement resources, go to: 

 
http://www.k12.wa.us/Improvement/WIIN/default.aspx   

 
or call  

(360) 725-6000 
 

dan.newell@k12.wa.us 
tonya.middling@k12.wa.us  

bill.mason@k12.wa.us 
 

 

Thank You!    
 

http://www.k12.wa.us/Improvement/WIIN/default.aspx
mailto:dan.newell@k12.wa.us
mailto:tonya.middling@k12.wa.us
mailto:bill.mason@k12.wa.us

