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Section 1: Introduction

This Requirements Definition Document (RDD) describes the Native American Student Information
System (NASIS) business and functionality requirements. It is prepared in accordance with the Office of
the Chief Information Officer System Life Cycle requirements. NASIS is yet to be deployed as of the
date of this document.

This document was jointly prepared by the Office of Indian Education Programs (OIEP) and the Office of
the Chief Information Officer (OCIO). OIEP participants included school and Central Office staff.
Changes to the RDD are approved through the Education Change Control Board.

The RDD supports the following activities:

Procurement of the system
= Designing and developing the system
= Evaluating the product in all subsequent phases of the life cycle
= Determining the success criteria of the project

1.1  Project Description

The purpose of the Native American Student Information System (NASIS) investment is to improve student
achievement through a student data management system for the Bureau of Indian Affairs Office of Indian
Education Programs (OIEP). NASIS will deliver services tailored to the OIEP Central Office and deliver
separate, but related services to the schools.

The requirement for an information system for OIEP originated in the Educational Amendments of 1978
to P.L. 95-561 (the basic P.L. 95-561 was enacted in 1965). The recent "No Child Left Behind Act™ is
P.L, 107-110, Part D is entitled the "Native American Education Improvement Act". Part D consists
primarily of a compete restatement of the Educational Amendments of 1978 to P.L, 95-561 and adds
suspense dates tied to specific items. The Native American Student Information System will support the
fulfillment of these statutes, the maintenance of the Indian School Equalization Program (ISEP), Average
Daily Attendance/Average Daily Membership (ADA/ADM) reports, student counts and placements required
under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), enroliment information required under No Child
Left Behind (NCLB), lunch program needs and other reports such as those required under Government
Performance and Results Act (GPRA). NASIS will assume the functions currently performed by the OIEP
ISEP system, after which the ISEP system will be decommissioned. NASIS will replace existing information
systems such as WinSchool, Osiris, PowerSchool Original, SASIxp, SchoolMaster, SchoolSpace, Zangle
Desktop, as well as some custom developed applications. Some schools have no automated student
management system in place.

1.2 Background

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) Office of Indian Education Programs (OIEP) school system is
comprised of 187 schools that are located in 23 states and a central office with operations in Washington,
DC; Albuquerque, NM; and Education Line Offices (ELO) around the country. For school year 2003-
2004, there were approximately 47,700 students enrolled in BIA schools and dormitories nationwide. The
schools are K-12 with approximately 60% of the schools being K-8. The largest concentration of BIA
schools is in the northern adjoining corners of New Mexico and Arizona with the next largest
concentration being in South and North Dakota.
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The Director, OIEP is responsible for management and operation of the organization. Reporting to the
Director are Education Line Officers (ELOs) who are in turn responsible for overseeing a subset of the
schools. The main offices of the OIEP are located in Washington, DC and Albuguerque, New Mexico.
Below the main office are the Education Line Offices (ELOs), each of which is managed by an Education
Line Officer.

The number of ELOs is expected to be reduced and a new management level added between the ELOs
and the Director, OIEP in FY06.

1.3  Concept of Operations

NASIS is to be a centralized system (see Figure 1) for supporting teachers, other school staff, students, parents,
and Central Office staff. NASIS will provide the statistical reports needed for the various funding programs,
provide reports required by Federal and State education agencies, and provide the source data to analyze student
performance (along with the tools needed to perform the analysis).

Student
Parents

Figure 1: NASIS

OIEP is different from many other education jurisdictions in that OIEP operates in 23 states and is required by
statute to report regarding those schools to State and Federal education agencies. This is the foremost
requirement to be satisfied by NASIS. This requirement and related requirements are performed in NASIS by
Central Office staff using NASIS Reporting and Analysis Services. NASIS will allow OIEP to store, access,
and analyze data to reformulate academic and residential strategies, align curriculum to standards, analyze
standardized test trends in student performance to identify weakness and success, and create new visions and
ideas to increase academic performance, track progress toward Annual Yearly Progress (AYP); and the related
state tests and benchmark data. NASIS will allow access to student achievement information, making
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possible the distillation of data into reports at school, Education Line Office, Regional Director, OIEP
Central Office, and state levels. ELOs will be able to run reports covering their jurisdictions and OIEP
will run bureau-wide aggregate reports as well as all other reports.

The other primary NASIS requirement, although secondary to the above reporting and analysis
requirement, is the delivery of NASIS Student and School Services. Student and School Services are
similar to those that would be anticipated in most schools systems. NASIS will provide schools with as
complete a feature set as possible to support and satisfy day to day and planning needs. This would
include data input, collection, and reporting for a variety of functions such as, but not limited to,
scheduling, attendance, grade reporting, behavior tracking, test and assessment histories, program
enrollments, and other areas of need. There are some OIEP-unique requirements related to, for example,
transportation and residential/dormitory operations.

To reduce overall life cycle costs and simplify system support, and to take advantage of proven technology,
NASIS is envisioned as a centralized, Web-based system. Other implementations are possible if they can be
shown to be superior.

1.4  Use Cases
The table below summarizes how NASIS is to be employed by the primary types of users.

USER Use

In certain aspects, OIEP is different from schools and school systems across the
country. These differences may have significant impact on the manner that an off the
shelf School Information System must be modified in order to meet the unique needs
of the BIA and the BIA funded schools.

Central Office Analysts
and Planners

The BIA for this project operates as single system, but at the same time each of its
schools is run more or less autonomously, with their own curriculums, and their own
local policies and procedures. It is critical that the system provide a means for the BIA
to gather data consistently and at the same time allow schools sufficient flexibility to
meet their own very different needs.

For the purposes of this project, it is important to understand that the Bureau of Indian
Affairs is similar to a State Education Agency in its reporting requirements. Schools
funded by the Bureau of Indian Affairs must report to the BIA data using data definers
that are commonly reported by all schools in the system. For example Bureau schools
must report to the BIA information on a student’s tribal membership, and in a few
cases where a student is not a tribal member their status as non-Indian. However,
because BIA schools in some cases may receive funding or receive accreditation from
the states where they are located, they must also report to the states. In most cases a
state is not interested in tribal membership but require schools to report on a student’s
ethnicity using that states ethnicity codes. Not all states use the same ethnicity codes,
or definers of ethnicity. The NASIS system must both maintain the tribal membership
fields and at the same time allow locally or state defined fields for ethnicity codes.
This is needed so that the BIA can gather data in a consistent manner and allows the
schools the ability to meet state requirements

Another difference is that the BIA funds several different types of schools and
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Use

programs, each of which has different requirements for a student information system.
For example the BIA funds off-reservation dormitories where students live in a
dormitory environment, but attend a public school during the day. The dorms may
operate on a five or seven day calendar, and have a need to take attendance at differing
predefined hours. The BIA also funds boarding schools that have both residential and
academic programs. The academic programs may run on a five day schedule, the
dormitories may run on either five, six or seven day schedules and may take
attendance at differing times and schedules. The system needs to identify students by
both enrollment in residential and academic programs and to take attendance
separately.

NASIS will have a data warehouse for student and school information and provide
analytical tools, including OLAP, to Central Office staff to perform multidimensional
analyses.

o Create electronic reports for U.S. Department of Education and State
education agencies

e Send reports from NASIS or through the creation of data files that can be
stored on media

e Receive electronic files from agencies and related entities

School Staff
administrators
teachers

counselors
transportation staff
classroom aides
liaison

others as appropriate

Input and access to school level data, and functions by school based on authorized
accesses and permissions. School users will only be able to access their school data.
Example: teachers would see grades of own students, input attendance for own
students; Administrator would have complete access at a school, etc. Below are
example functions. Others are described in this document.

Student demographic information

Schedules, classes, grades

Discipline information

Health information

Special programs information (bilingual. Exceptional child, sports, clubs etc.)
Residential and day attendance

State assessment results

Local assessment results

Reports on all combinations of data

OIEP Senior
Management

e View and/or create reports for individual schools and groups of schools
(excludes individual identifying information)
e View dashboards

Education Line
Offices/Officers

Education Line Offices/Officers will be able to view summary reports for schools
assigned schools, but will not be able to view information that is attributable to a
specific student. View/retrieval access for all data for all schools in that organizational
unit. Reports on schools in combinations of data points in a specific school or by
comparison amongst schools within the agency will be available.
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USER Use

Parents Parents will have view only access to their own child’s data and report card.

e View student’s teacher GradeBook to determine student’s progress or missing
assignments.

e View student’s report card grades, attendance (current day, period and
historical attendance records), discipline, etc

e  Re-set own password

Students e Need ability to view teacher GradeBook to determine progress or missing
assignments.

e Need ability to view their report card grades and attendance records
e  Re-set own password

System Security e  Use security facility to monitor the system security status, to delegate
Manager privileges to perform functions on behalf of the System Security Manager

e Review audit logs and adjust auditing settings
e Review security dashboards

e  Create custom reports

Table 1: Use Cases
1.5 Assumptions and Constraints
151 Assumptions
The following assumptions are made regarding NASIS:

= Schools have high-speed (T1 or better) access to the Internet with the exception of 11 schools that
have MCI satellite connections, the bandwidth of which varies from 512 to 856 kbps.

= All BIA funded schools will utilize the NASIS critical funding and required reporting elements

= All user equipment meets minimum software and hardware requirements required by NASIS

= Supplemental training will be provided via ‘online’ delivery or similar technologies

1.5.2 Constraints
These conditions are outside the control of the project:

= All ELOs have high-speed (T1 or better) access to the internet
= All ‘Stakeholders’ must be computer literate

1.6 Interfaces or Electronic File to External Systems
Applications or systems with which the subject system must interface:

= U.S. Department of Education

= All 23 states’ individual student information systems (import and export) i.e., ADS (New Mexico), SAIS
(Arizona), and SIMS (South Dakota)

= Publishing companies who publish state tests
The Department of Education, state agencies, etc., to generate and export electronic files in the formats
required by said entities, as well as import files - NASIS must be SIF and ODBC compliant to accomplish
this

= WebISEP Indian Student Equalization Program (until it is replaced by NASIS)

= Annual Report website (until it is replaced by NASIS)
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= FACE and Baby FACE manual process and web interface (until it is replaced by NASIS)

= Transportation calculation module website (until it is replaced by NASIS)
ENAN-II Network (used by students, school staff, ELOs, and Central Office staff to communicate with
NASIS)

« ENAN Network via Internet access (for students and parents to communicate with NASIS)

= Any access a vendor may require for system support and/or maintenance

1.7 Methods of Implementation

NASIS is to be a web based student information system that will be phased into use throughout the BIA
education system. For schools that are currently using an electronic student system for school
management of data there will be a transition from the current system to the NASIS system which will
include importing data from the legacy system. For schools keeping paper and pencil records there will be
manual input needed for basis carry-over information.

The phase-in will require training at each level on those functions to be used by the various users at each
organizational level. Adequate training is crucial to deployment of the system. For each school using an
existing program there will be a plan for the transition that must be designed to least impact the
instructional support for the school.

While the system acquired will be an “Off the Shelf” product there will be a need for a test environment
to ensure that all required factors are functional. The contractor must make needed modifications to fulfill
established BIA needs and use of these modifications must be validated in a test environment. Prior to
deployment there will be an in-depth review by subject matter experts to define and customize the product
for BIA use.

1.8 Points of Contact

Points of Contact

System Owner Ed Parisian, Acting Director, OIEP
Business Owner Ed Parisian, Acting Director, OIEP
IA employee with signature authority Ed Parisian, Acting Director, OIEP
Project Manager Allen McCready (OIEP Contractor)
COTR Glenn Allison (OIEP)

OCIO Manager, Education Programs Al Foster (OCIO)

OCIO PMSO Representative Dan Bonner (OCIO Contractor)
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OCIO CP/IC Representative Phil Simons (OIEP Contractor)

2ME, Consolidated AYP Report and Student Pat Abeyta, Peter Camp (OIEP)
ssessments

SME, Boarding Schools, Transportation Kathy Murray (OIEP)

SME, Special Needs Programs Pat Abeyta (OIEP)

SME, Student Demographic Information Kathy Renville (OIEP)

SME, Student Discipline Larry Byers (OIEP)

SME, Face and Baby Face Program Debbie Lente-Jojola (OIEP)

SME, WebISEP Glenn Allison, Joe Herrin (OIEP)

ELOs, ELO Level Reports David Talayumptewa (OIEP)

Contractors Scott Garrett (Wyandotte)

1.9 Document References

Reference Title Location
Consolidated State Performance Report: Parts | and 11 Appendix A
Report of Children with Special Disabilities Receiving Special Education Under Appendix B
Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, As Amended

Personnel (In Full-Time Equivalency of Assignment) Employed to Provide Special Appendix C
Education and Related Services for Children with Disabilities

Part B, Individuals with Disabilities Education Act Implementation of FAPE Appendix D
Requirements

Report of Children with Disabilities Exiting Special Education Appendix E
Report of Children with Disabilities Subject to Disciplinary Removal Appendix F
Report of the Participation and Performance of Students with Disabilities on State Appendix G
Assessments

Review Sheets for AYP for various states Appendix H
Office of Indian Education Programs, Bureau-Wide Annual Report Card Appendix |
Bureau-Wide Annual Report, Part I: School-Wide Participation (complete) Appendix J
School-Wide Annual Report Card Appendix K
AYP Calculation Summary Appendix L
Bureau of Indian Affairs Office of Indian Education Programs State Performance Appendix M
Plan Submitted December 1, 2005

Report of Students Who Receive Early Intervention Services funded by P.L. 108- Appendix N
446 Part B (IDEIA 04)

NASIS to WebISEP Interface Files Appendix O
Federal Register Part 11, Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 25 URL as indicated
CFR Part 30, et al. Implementation of the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001;

Final Rule (http://www.gpoaccess.gov/topics/education.html)
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Reference Title

Location

Program Improvement and Accountability Plan (PIAP)

Upon Request

OMB Circular A-130, Appendix 3.
(http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/circulars/al30/a130trans4.html)

URL as indicated
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Section 2:  System, Technical, and Operational Requirements
2.1  General Architectural Requirements

In order to: 1) minimize system support needs, system cost, 2) enhance security and the user experience,
and 3) position the system for future technological developments, NASIS will embody these
characteristics and employ the best of available and proven technology, to include:

Centralized, Web-based system

Web browser-based user interface

Windows-based user interface

Open standards and open source solutions

School Interoperability Framework (SIF) compliance

Open database connectivity (ODBC) compliance

Online analytical processing (OLAP) tools

Data warehouse for student and school information

Data analysis tools for multi-dimensional data analyses and reports
Messaging for staff, students, and parents

NASIS may be delivered as either a government owned and operated system, a government owned and
contractor operated system, or as a service from an application service provider (ASP). The high level
architectural components are:

o Core NASIS Platform. BIA and the Department of the Interior have standardized on Microsoft
and Oracle software products and Intel/AMD-based server platforms, therefore the core NASIS
components should be consistent with these standards. Should the government select an ASP
solution, the government is neutral on the platform as long as other requirements can be satisfied.

e Network Service. Users will communicate with the core NASIS platform over TCP/IP based
networks. Schools employ the Educational Native American Network -2 (ENAN-2) for external
connectivity, including access to the Internet.

e End-user Platform. The end-user will access NASIS via a Web browser. NASIS will
accommaodate multiple browsers, but as a minimum will support Microsoft Internet Explorer.

NASIS will support two primary functional needs. Implicit in fulfilling these requirements is a data
warehouse with OLAP tools. More information on functional needs may be found in subsequent sections
of this document and in the appendices.

o Federal and State Reporting. The foremost requirement of NASIS is to support the reporting
requirements levied on OIEP by the US Department of Education and the State education
agencies. OIEP is distinct from many other school systems in that it operates in 23 states and
must exchange data with the states, including the required reports. Because vendors design
school information systems to operate at the school level up to the state level, there do not appear
to be solutions on the market that can readily accommodate OIEP’s needs, although the technical
feasibility exists.
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e Student and School Services. There are many student/school information system solutions and
many of these are generally consistent with OIEP requirements.

2.2 Environment
2.2.1 Equipment Environment

e The BIA and Department of the Interior have standardized on Intel/AMD servers, so the NASIS
processing environment will be consistent with those standards.

e The core NASIS components will be located together in an industry best practices data center
facility.

e The data center will be secured to ensure only authorized individuals are allowed access to the
facility.

e The data center critical operational parameters will be monitored on a 24x7 basis.

e The majority of the OIEP schools and student population are in Arizona and New Mexico. South
and North Dakota are next largest student concentrations, but are substantially smaller the New
Mexico and Arizona areas. Physical proximity to the user population is advantageous.

2.2.2 Software Environment

e BIA and the Department of the Interior have standardized on Microsoft and Oracle software
products, therefore the core NASIS components will be consistent with these standards.

o Users will access NASIS using a Web browser

o NASIS will employ XML compliant data structures.

2.3 Performance

2.3.1 Response Time

Assuming negligible network delays, screens, when selected, will display with minimal delay and will not
be an encumbrance to performing functions. Reports will be sent to the chosen printer within a timeframe
that is measured in seconds as opposed to minutes. Response time for queries and updates should be
almost immediate. The system should be able to meet user needs for handling transactions.

2.3.2 System Availability

The system must be available to users 24 hours a day, seven days a week, year round. Additionally, a separate
Service Level Agreement (SLA) must be established that will clarify the System Availability, Recoverability,
and Performance. This will be developed in coordination with the provider and OIEP.

Routine system maintenance and upgrades must be scheduled in advance and proper notice must be given
before a scheduled system outage. Proper notice is defined as one week.

2.3.3 Data Currency
Once data is entered, the information shall be available immediately.

10
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2.3.4 Recoverability

In the event that the system is unavailable to users because of a major system failure, the maximum time
period required for restoring function and data is 8 hours. The system must be capable of being restored
to a prior condition existing just prior to system failure.

In the event of destruction of the processing site, the backup site should be available within 12 hours of failure.
A Disaster Recovery Plan is required, and must be approved by BIA. It must be updated and tested annually.
2.3.5 Scalability

The current student population is approximately 47,000 students. The number of students is not expected to
change significantly. Access to NASIS by parents will increase the user population accordingly.

2.3.6  Adaptability

NASIS will be capable of evolving with technological developments. NASIS will employ open standards
and open source technology.

2.3.7  System Status Monitoring

In the event that NASIS is operated outside of BIA facilities, BIA shall have the ability to monitor the
status of the system via reports or dashboards. Data required by BIA includes operational status, number
of active users, number of sessions/users per day, number of open trouble tickets (cumulative and by
category), and general trouble ticket statistics.

2.3.8 Reliability

The minimum acceptable level of availability is 99.99%.

2.3.9 Capacity

The system must be able to store, provide access to, and generate reports from student records as needed.
2.3.10 Data Retention

All data for BIA schools must be retained permanently. Therefore, copies of the data must be furnished to BIA
at monthly intervals for data storage purposes if NASIS is delivered via an ASP.

All student records will be kept in the system a maximum of five years after graduation, or until the student
reaches age 27, at which time said records will be turned over to BIA for data storage.

All data furnished and turned over to BIA will be in a mutually agreed format which is, at minimum, SIF and
ODBC compliant such that BIA will be able to store and access the data at a later time.

2.4 Security
2.4.1 General

The data storage facility must ensure that the data is not visible for anyone outside of the IA Schools. This
requires the following:

= NASIS will have a capability for defining rights to data and functions.

= No other interface can be added to the system without prior approval and/or notification of BIA.

= NASIS and supporting contractor staff will comply with the Federal Information Security
Management Act (FISMA), and DOI and BIA information security policies.

11
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NASIS will undergo the DOI OMB Circular A-130, Appendix 3 certification and accreditation

process.

= NASIS will be subject to the annual security review required by OMB Circular A-130, Appendix
3. (http:/www.whitehouse.gov/omb/circulars/al30/al130trans4.html)

= NASIS will comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act and the Family Educational Rights
Privacy Act (FERPA)

= NASIS will comply with the requirements of the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability
Act (HIPAA).

= NASIS will provide security controls as described in National Institute of Standards and
Technology (NIST) Standards Publication (SP) 800-26, Security Self-Assessment Guide for
Information Technology Systems.

= A contingency plan will exist, be updated annually, and be tested annually.

2.4.2 ldentification and Authentication

Use of the system will be controlled through a log-on process requiring a user ID and a password. The
password parameters will be configurable, including length of password, use of alphabetic and numeric
characters, password re-use, password expiration, and account lockout due to failed log-on attempts.

NASIS will have a user-administered password reset capability.

Parental access to student data over the Web may use a simplified access capability if the student
identifying information is limited to a student ID number.

2.4.3 Audit Trail

The system will have the ability log events and transactions. Logging parameters will be customizable.
If NASIS is delivered by ASP, then BIA will have online access to audit facilities or be provided audit
log reports on a daily basis. The system shall record logon failures and successes.

244  Alerts

The system will generate alerts for selected significant events.

2.45 Network Perimeter Security

If NASIS is in an OIEP facility, the government will provide network perimeter security. If in an ASP
facility, the vendor will provide network perimeter security.

2.4.6  ASP Security

If NASIS is delivered via an ASP, the system and the supporting infrastructure will be subjected to
periodic tests by the government. The vendor will be required to provide certifications or test data
demonstrating its compliance with applicable Federal and State statutes.
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Section 3: Requirements Matrix

The following requirements matrix provides a method for tracking requirements and their implementation. Each requirement is included
in the matrix. The matrix contains the following fields:

= Requirement ID — a unique number which will be used to trace the requirement through the Life Cycle
= Source Reference — an external reference such as a law or specific document
= Module — a unit of requirements pertaining to an overall subject area
Type — based on a pre-defined categorization scheme which will be used to help prioritize and measure requirements
= Category — A further delineation of a specific category
= Function - the specific function within a category
Function Description — a text description of the function
= Business Objective - being met by the requirement
- Data/Requirement Source — source for the specific data and data types to fulfill the requirement as well as any forms which may
indicate particular data fields required
= Priority — High, Medium, or Low
Key for Source/References:
A = Public Law 107-110
B = Public Law 108-446
C = Federal Register Pt. Il, DOI, BIA, 25 CFR Part 30, et al., Implementation of the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001; Final Rule
D = PIAP (Program Improvement and Accountability Planning)
E = Student Transportation SY report to OIEP

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
1 Announcement |Student|Enrollment [Summon |Automated call slips and Locate Enrollment High
Requirements |Enroll S messages Individual Application
ment Students Forms
2|A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Attendan [The ability to print Access Teacher Record|Low
Requirements |nt Reports  |ce Attendance Scan forms Attendance Book
Report Scanform History
S S

13



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0

17 February 2006

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
3A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Daily The ability to provide an Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Call Absent List with selection  |Attendance Book
Report Report |options that include History
S parent/guardian contact
information.
41A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Teacher's [ The ability to provide a Class |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Summary|Attendance List with Attendance Book
Report of selection options of Start History
S Attendan |Date, Weeks, Section ID, and
ce indicators for whether or not
to include the Signature Line.
5A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Attendan [The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports ce teachers who have/have not |Attendance Book
Report Collectio |submitted attendance for the |History
S n Status |current day.
6|A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Student [The ability to provide an Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports Attendan |Attendance Profile report Attendance Book
Report ce Detail |with selection options that  |History
S include Daily Attendance
History, Period Attendance
History, Absence Reasons,
Start and End Dates.
7IA Attendance Releva |Attendance [Master  [The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Absence [all students’ absences with  |Attendance Book
Report List selection options that include |History
S Date Range, a choice of

Absence Reasons, Grade

Range.
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
8|A Attendance Releva |Attendance |[Excessiv |The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports |e all students’ absences with  |Attendance Book
Report Absence |selection options that include [History
S Report  [number of occurrences,
choice of Absence Reasons
and a date range.
9A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Attendan [The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |ce Phone |students absent with option to |Attendance Book
Report contact |include parent/guardian History
S List contact information.
10|A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Monthly [The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Attendan |students with summary of  |Attendance Book
Report ce Hours |attendance hours History
S Report |attended/absent by month
111A Attendance Releva |Attendance [School  [The ability to provide a Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |ADA, |summary of students Attendance Book
Report ADM  |attendance by Date, Minute, [History
S Reports |Student, etc.
12|A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Student |The ability to provide aby  |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Attendan |student summarizing total Attendance Book
Report ce number of days absent, History
S Summary|attended for a given date
range.
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
13|A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Ability to|The ability to provide a list of |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports  |[filter students who have met a Attendance Book
Report reports |certain number of absences |History
S for by Date, Minute, Student, etc.
various |as needed
intervals
of time
(10 days,
etc.) as
needed
14|A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Absentee [The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports Report  |students absent with option to |Attendance Book
Report include date range, absence [History
S reason code
15/A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Attendan [The ability to provide list Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports ce Count |counting students absent and |Attendance Book
Report Report |attendance History
S
16|A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Consecut [The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports ive students absent for X number |Attendance Book
Report Absences|of consecutive school days. [History
S Reports
17|A Attendance Releva |Attendance [Perfect [The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Attendan |students with perfect Attendance Book
Report ce Report|attendance with selection History
S options that include grade
range and date range.
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
18|A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Student |The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports Daily students’ daily attendance Attendance Book
Report Attendan |with selection options that  [History
S ce Reportjinclude absence reasons.
19/A Attendance Releva |Attendance \Weekly |The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Attendan |students' attendance, absence |Attendance Book
Report ce by week with option for History
S Summary|signature line, date range.
Report
20/A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Period  |The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Attendan |students’ attendance by Attendance Book
Report ce period with option for History
S Verificati|signature line, date range.
on
Report
21|A Attendance Releva |Enrollment |Student |By Date, Minute, Student, Funding Registrar High
Requirements |nt Reports ADM etc. Instructional  |Records
Report and ADA Planning
S Reports
22|A Attendance Student|Attendance |Rapid  |The ability for attendance Track Teacher Record{High
Requirements |Assess Entry clerks to enter attendance instruction time|Books
ment data using printed rosters
Inform
ation
23| A Attendance Student|Attendance |School |The ability to create multiple (Track time Teacher Record{High
Requirements |Assess Calendar |school calendars (such as Books, Dorm
ment S academic, residential, and Attendants
Inform vocational)
ation
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
24| A Attendance Student|Attendance |Multiple |[The ability to make Track time Teacher Record|High
Requirements |Assess Calendar |assignments on more than Books
ment Assignm |one calendar for each student
Inform ent as needed
ation
25|A Attendance Student|Attendance |Class The ability for Teachersto  |Track Teacher Record{High
Requirements |Assess Entry record Attendance for instruction time Books
ment students by
Inform classroom/meeting
ation period/section.
26|A Attendance Student|Attendance |Scan The ability to use bubble Track Teacher Record|Low
Requirements |Assess sheets to scan in attendance |instruction time|Books
ment
Inform
ation
27|A Attendance Student|Attendance |Student |The ability to review and edit [Track Teacher Record{High
Requirements |Assess History |student attendance data one |instruction time|Books
ment student at a time
Inform
ation
28| A Attendance Student|Attendance |Attendan [The ability for teachers, Track Teacher Record|High
Requirements |Assess ce Data |principals, and ELOs to instruction time|Books
ment Verificati|electronically verify
Inform on attendance data and signify
ation that they have done so
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
29| A Attendance Releva |Attendance |Student |System generated notification |Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements/ |nt Reports  |Attendan |(letter/email/message) Attendance Book
Announcement |Report ce/ notification when student History
Requirements |s Performa |misses more than x number of
nce Alert |days, has been suspended for
more than x number of days,
has been suspended for 10 or
more days and is on an IEP,
grades are C or below, is
truant, calls in sick or goes
home sick, etc.
30[ A Central Office Defined locked down fields
Needs
31A D Discipline Behavi [Reporting Ability to identify student High
Requirements |or misbehavior by type — Major
Referrals — Verbal language,
physical contact, non-
compliance, minor disruption,
property misuse, minor -other
32/A D Discipline Behavi |Reporting Report by student Expulsions, High
Requirements |or Suspensions
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
33JA D Discipline Behavi |Reporting Ability to identify student High
Requirements |or misbehavior by location —
classroom, playground,
common areas,
hall/breezeway, cafeteria,
bathroom/restroom, gym,
library, bus loading zone,
parking lot, field trip, office,
other location, unknown
location
34A D Discipline Behavi [Reporting Ability to track student High
Requirements |or discipline referrals by person
making the referral
35A D Discipline Releva |Behavior (Behavior Know Incident High
Requirements |nt Reports  |History School/Student |Reports
Report Report Behavior
S Patterns
36|/A D Discipline Releva [Behavior (Behavior |Ability to list all details Know Incident High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Detail |entered by incident, student, |School/Student [Reports
Report Report |date range, actions, and Behavior
S behavior type. Patterns
37AD Discipline Student|Behavior |Behavior |The ability to track the Track Student [Student File  |High
Requirements |Assess behavior history of a student |behavior
ment
Inform
ation
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
38AD Discipline Student|Behavior |Incidents [The ability to track behavior [Track Student [Student File  |High
Requirements |Assess incidents by type, and note  |behavior
ment time occurred, 24/7, 365 days
Inform a year
ation
39AD Discipline Student|Behavior |Expulsio |Ability to assign actions for (Track Student |Student File  |High
Requirements |Assess n and expulsions and suspensions, |behavior
ment Suspensi |and have those actions actions and
Inform on reflected on the attendance |attendance
ation calendar
40/IDEIA  |Discipline Student|Behavior |Expulsio |Ability to have the system  (Track Student |Student File  |Medium
Requirements |Assess n and generate a “red flag” if a behavior
ment Suspensi [student on an IEP has met or |actions and
Inform on exceeded 10 days of attendance
ation suspension in a school year
41A D Discipline Behavior |Reportin |Ability to identify student High
Requirements g misbehavior by type- Major

Referrals (Inappropriate
language, vocal aggression,
non-compliance,
lying/cheating,
harassment/bullying/Disrupti
on, Tardy, Skip class/truancy,
property damage,
forgery/theft, code violation,
possession of alcohol,
possession of drugs,
possession of combustible
items, vandalism, arson,
possession of weapons, other
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
behavior
42|A Facilities Supple |Facilities |Facilities |Ability to manage school Managed
mental facilities Facilities
Functio
ns
43 Food Service |Food |Food Setup  |The means to setup rates, ID Cafeteria Medium
Requirements (Service|Services food items, and preferences |Free/Reduced/ |Records
S for school breakfasts, Paid
lunches, dinners, and snacks
44 Food Service |Food |Food Cafeteria |The means to establish ID Cafeteria Medium
Requirements (Service|Services |Policies |inventory alerts and/or Free/Reduced/ |Records
S student spending restrictions |Paid
45 Food Service |Food |Food Guests |The ability to track ID Cafeteria Medium
Requirements |Service|Services individuals who are not part |Free/Reduced/ |Records
S of the school system but Paid
routinely purchase breakfast,
lunch, dinner, and snacks at
the school
46 Food Service |Food |Food Accounts|The ability to track and ID Cafeteria Medium
Requirements |(Service|Services |/Payment|update payments made on Free/Reduced/ |Records
S S food service accounts Paid
47 Food Service |Food |[Food Free, The ability to maintain ID Cafeteria High
Requirements |Service|Services |Reduced, |student eligibility for free, Free/Reduced/ |Records
S and Paid |reduced, and paid Paid
Lunch  |Breakfast/Lunch/Dinner/Snac
k
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
48 Food Service |Food |[Food Verificati|The means to annually ID Cafeteria High
Requirements |Service|Services |on validate school breakfast, Free/Reduced/ |Records
S lunch, dinner, and snack Paid
eligibility IAW federal policy
49 Food Service |Food |[Food Eligibilit [The ability to print Eligibility [ID Cafeteria High
Requirements |Service|Services |y Rosters |Rosters Free/Reduced/ |Records
S Paid
50 Food Service |Food |Food Eligibilit {The ability to print Eligibility {ID Cafeteria High
Requirements |Service|Services |y Letters |Letters Free/Reduced/ |Records
S & Labels Paid
511A Food Service |Releva |Food Daily Ability to list studentsand  [Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ [High
Requirements |nt Service Detail  [summary of breakfast, lunch, |Status Paid
Report [Reports Reports [dinner and snack counts for Breakfast/Lunc
S free, reduced and paid status. h/Dinner/Snack
52|A Food Service |Releva |Food Daily Ability to list summarized Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Summary|count of students and Status Paid
Report |Reports  |Reports |[summary of breakfast, lunch, Breakfast/Lunc
S dinner and snack counts for h/Dinner/Snack
free, reduced and paid status
by day.
53/A Food Service |Releva |Food Monthly |Ability to list summarized  |Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Summary|count of students and Status Paid
Report |Reports Reports [summary of breakfast, lunch, Breakfast/Lunc
S dinner and snack counts for h/Dinner/Snack
free, reduced and paid status
by month.
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
54|A Food Service |Releva |Food Meal Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Rates Status Paid
Report |Reports  |Reports Breakfast/Lunc
S h/Dinner/Snack
55|A Food Service |Releva |Food Account Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ [High
Requirements |nt Service Status Status Paid
Report [Reports Reports Breakfast/Lunc
S h/Dinner/Snack
56|A Food Service |Releva |Food Account Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ [High
Requirements |nt Service Balance Status Paid
Report |Reports Reports Breakfast/Lunc
S h/Dinner/Snack
57|A Food Service |Releva |Food Letters & |Ability to generate letters and |Track Lunch  |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Labels |mailing letters to student Status Paid
Report [Reports contacts. Breakfast/Lunc
S h/Dinner/Snack
58|A Food Service |Releva |Food Food Ability to provide list of per |Track Lunch |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Service |homeroom teacher showing |Status Paid
Report |Reports  |Rosters |[free, paid, reduce breakfast, Breakfast/Lunc
S lunch and dinner. h/Dinner/Snack
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
59|A Food Service |Releva |Food Free, To include reports by meal, |Track Lunch |Reduced/Free/ |High
Requirements |nt Service Reduce |i.e., breakfast, lunch, dinner, |Status Paid
Report |Reports  |Lunch, |and snack Breakfast/Lunc
S and Paid h/Dinner/Snack
Count
60 Food Service |Student|Food Free, Provides for free and reduced |ID Cafeteria High
Requirements |Demog |Services |Reduced, |breakfast, lunch, dinner, and |Free/Reduced/ |Records
raphics and Paid |snack codes as well as Paid
/Inform Lunch |entering “paid” or leaving the
ation field blank, and a “notes”
field
61 Relev
ant Teacher |Ability to create teacher
Gradebook |Report|Grade Gradebo|gradebook by course and |Track Teacher
A Requirements|s Reports  |oks section. Achievement |Records High
62 Provides the ability to track
Teacher |individual student progress
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|by assignment by class or
Requirements k ok by section
63 Teacher |Has capability to create
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebolassignment groups with
Requirements k ok variable weights
64 Teacher |Can exclude individual
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebojassignments from
Requirements k ok calculations
65 Ability to post grades from
Teacher [the gradebook to the
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|grading module for report
Requirements Kk ok cards
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
66 Teacher |Gradebook rosters should
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebofreflect scheduling changes
Requirements Kk ok in a real-time fashion
67 Gradebook should have
Teacher [the ability to accept input
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|of either alpha or numeric
Requirements Kk ok grades
68 Ability to create
calculations on any
subgroup of assignments
Teacher |based on various criteria
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|such as date range and
Requirements k ok group
69 Teacher |Ability to publish
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebolassignment data to the
Requirements Kk ok parent web portal
70 Teacher
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|Ability to assign any value
Requirements Kk ok to an assignment
71 Teacher |Ability to attach notes or
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebojcomments to an
Requirements k ok assignment
72 Teacher
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebo|Ability to add assignments
Requirements Kk ok to multiple sections at once
73 Teacher |Ability to print progress
Gradebook Gradeboo |Gradebojreports with ID numbers
Requirements Kk ok instead of names
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
T4|A Grading Releva |Academic |Transcrip|The ability to provide Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt History t Report |transcripts for students. Academic Books, Student
Report |Reports History (Indiv |Curr Folder
S or Sch)
75|A Grading Releva |[Academic |GPA/Ran|The ability to provide Access Teacher Record|High
Requirements |nt History k Report |current/cumulative GPA and |[Academic Books
Report [Reports Class Rank list. History (Indiv
S or Sch)
76|A Grading Releva |[Academic [Require [The ability to provide list of |Access Teacher Record{High
Requirements |nt History ments  [students who have not met  |[Academic Books
Report [Reports  [Status  [the course/credit History (Indiv
S Report  |requirements for graduation. |or Sch)
T71A Grading Releva |Grade Marks  [The ability to provide a tally |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Listing |of each mark given by a class./Achievement |Records
Report by Class
S Report
78|A Grading Releva |Grade Marks  [The ability to provide list of |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Listing |students by mark. i.e. all Achievement |Records
Report by students who received mark
S Student |lower than C.
Report
791A Grading Releva |Grade Current |The ability to calculate Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Term current term GPA and to Achievement |Records
Report GPA/Ho |determine Honor Roll and
S nor Roll |provide list.
Report
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
80|A Grading Releva |Grade Progress [The ability to provide Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Report  |progress report by student for |[Achievement |Records
Report all classes.
S
81|A Grading Releva |Grade Multi The ability to provide Report |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Term Cards displaying multiple Achievement |Records
Report Report  |terms.
S Card
82|A Grading Releva |Grade Report  [The ability to provide list of |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Card defined comments used for  |Achievement |Records
Report Commen |Report Cards.
S t Listing
83|A Grading Releva |Grade Credit  |Number of credits toward Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Distributi|graduation Achievement |Records
Report on
S Report
84|A Grading Releva |Grade Single  |The ability to provide Report |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Term Cards displaying a single Achievement |Records
Report Report  |term.
S Card
85|A Grading Releva |Grade Grade |The ability to provide tally of |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Count or |marks by grade or by teacher |Achievement |Records
Report by
S teacher
86|A Grading Releva |Grade Class The ability to provide list of |Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports Ranking (students by class rank with  |Achievement |Records
Report the option of by student or by
S rank.
87|A Grading Releva |Grade Standard Track Teacher High
Requirements |nt Reports |s Achievement |Records
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.|Source/

Reference

Module

Type

Category

Function

Function Description

Business
Objective

Data/
Requirement
Source

Priority

Report
S

88

Grading
Requirements

Reporti
ng

Requir
ements

Reports diploma list

89

Grading
Requirements

Student
Assess
ment
Inform
ation

Marks
Reporting
Setup

Timeline

Ability to setup when and
how often a grade report is
done

90

Grading
Requirements

Student
ASSess
ment
Inform
ation

Marks
Reporting
Setup

Definitio
ns

The ability to define grades

91

Grading
Requirements

Student
AsSess
ment
Inform
ation

Marks
Reporting
Setup

Track
Marks

Assign Mark Definitions to
tracks

92

Grading
Requirements

Student
Assess
ment
Inform
ation

Marks
Reporting
Setup

Mark
Values

Ability to track the marks that
are to be collected and assign
weighted values
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
93/A Grading Student|Marks Commen |Ability to setup predefined
Requirements |Assess |Reporting |ts comments from the teacher to
ment |Setup be included on the students
Inform report card
ation
94|A Grading Student|Marks Report  Setup multiple report card
Requirements |Assess |Reporting |Card definitions (ex Academic,
ment  |Setup Definitio |Citizenship, and Attendance,
Inform ns Standards of Learning, Skills)
ation in a drop down menu
95 Grading Tracki Provides the ability to create
Requirements |ng a graduation plan
96|A Grading Academic |Student |The ability to provide an Track Gradebook/Sch |High
Requirements History History |editable list of student's Achievement |ool wide Test
transcripts
97|A Grading Academic |Calculate the ability to calculate GPA [Track Gradebook/Sch [High
Requirements History GPA and Class Rank Achievement |ool wide Test
98|A Grading Academic |Require |The ability to track and verify [Track Gradebook/Sch [High
Requirements History ments  |graduation requirements Achievement |ool wide Test
99|A Grading Academic |Narrative|The ability for teachers or Track Gradebook/Sch |{High
Requirements History Editor  |students to create comments |Achievement |ool wide Test
for students
100|A Grading Grading  |Student |The ability to edit marks by |Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements Marks |individual students and their
schedules
101|A Grading Grading  [Class The ability to edit marks by |Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements Marks  [faculty member and their
courses
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
102|A Grading Grading  |Mark The ability to post the grades |Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements Processin|and print report cards
g
103|A Grading Grading |Calculate |Calculate final grades Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements Final
Marks
104|A Grading Grading  |Calculate |Calculate attendance for Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements Attendan |report cards
ce
105|A Grading Grading |Postto |The ability to make grades a |Post Grades  |Gradebook High
Requirements History |part of student history
106|A Grading Grading  |Postto |The secure ability to make |Correct Grades |Gradebook High
Requirements History |changes to grades as a part of
student history, when a grade
changes
107|A Health Releva [Health Immuniz |Ability to list students not Provide for Medical High
Requirements |nt Reports  |ation meeting all immunization Student Needs |Records
Report Require |requirements
S ments
Report
108|A Health Releva |Health Medical [Ability to list students with  |Provide for Medical High
Requirements |nt Reports History |Medical History Student Needs |Records
Report Report
S
109|A Health Releva [Health State Ability to list Student State  |Provide for Medical High
Requirements |nt Reports Immuniz (Immunization Compliance  |Student Needs |Records
Report ation Report
S Complia
nce
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Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
110|A Health Releva |Health Health  |Ability to create a report Provide for Medical High
Requirements |nt Reports Roster  |based on Health conditions, |Student Needs |Records
Report Writer  |visits, with option of grade,
S date/range, or any other
student criteria
111|1A Health Student|Health Health  [The ability to track student  |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess Informati |health providers Status
ment on
Inform
ation
112|A Health Student|Health Medical [The ability to store, edit, add |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess History |health records Status
ment
Inform
ation
113|A Health Student|Health Immuniz |The ability to track student  |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess ations Immunizations records Status
ment
Inform
ation
114|A Health Student|Health Immuniz |the ability to setup a timetable|Know Health High
Requirements |Assess ations  |for immunization Status
ment Rules
Inform
ation
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115|A Health Student|Health Office  |The ability to track visitsto  |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess Visits  |the Nurses office 24/7, Status
ment including weekends. The
Inform method would include a date
ation field automatically populated
with the current date; time in,
time out; referred by; health
code/description populated by
typing a number or choosing
from a dropdown list, and the
staff name in a dropdown list.
116|A Health Student|Health Screen |The ability to assign a result |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess Result  |code to a screening test Status
ment Edit
Inform
ation
117|A Health Student|Health Screenin |The ability to track Know Health High
Requirements |Assess as screenings Status
ment
Inform
ation
118/A Health Student|Health Providers|The ability to track health Know Health High
Requirements |Assess providers Status
ment
Inform
ation
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119|A Health Student|Health Immune. |The ability to rapidly enter  |Know Health High
Requirements |Assess Entry immunization by clerical staff|Status
ment
Inform
ation
120 Health Student Provides identification of
Requirements |Medica medical doctor and clinic
I
Inform
ation
121 Health Student Tracks required
Requirements |Medica immunization data for each
I student
Inform
ation
122 Health Student Tracks DPT, Polio, MMR,
Requirements |Medica hepatitis, vermicelli, Hib date
I due and date received
Inform
ation
123 Health Student Tracks health officials contact
Requirements |Medica reason and action codes
I
Inform
ation
124 Health Student Tracks school accidents by
Requirements |Medica type and code
I
Inform
ation
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125 Health Student Tracks multiple screening
Requirements |Medica dates for vision and hearing
I
Inform
ation
126 Health Student Tracks student medical risks
Requirements |[Medica and health history
I
Inform
ation
127 Health Student Tracks student dispensation
Requirements |Medica of medications or special
I medical treatment procedures
Inform
ation
128 Health Student Tracks school insurance
Requirements |Medica premiums for students
I
Inform
ation
129 Health Student Tracks blood type of students
Requirements |Medica
I
Inform
ation
130 Health Student Tracks physician names,
Requirements |Medica contact information
I
Inform
ation
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131 Health Student Tracks dental screenings
Requirements |Medica
I
Inform
ation
132 Health Student Provides health notes section
Requirements |[Medica for professional comments
I
Inform
ation
133 Health Student Tracks general health profile,
Requirements |Medica e.g., height, vision, weight
I
Inform
ation
134 Health Student Tracks President’s Physical
Requirements |Medica Fitness Profile
I
Inform
ation
135 Health Student On-line access to health
Requirements |Medica information by approved
I personnel
Inform
ation
136 Health Student Tracks multiple PPD entries
Requirements |[Medica and chest x-rays
I
Inform
ation
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137 Health Student Identifies students with
Requirements |Medica medical alerts /allergies
I
Inform
ation
138 Health Student Tracks EMS (911) calls for
Requirements |[Medica illness and injury
I
Inform
ation
139 Health Student Tracks student visits to clinic
Requirements |Medica by type and code
I
Inform
ation
140 Health Student Tracks students with special
Requirements |Medica dietary needs
I
Inform
ation
141 Health Tracki Tracks required
Requirements |ng immunization data for each
student
142 Health Tracki Tracks DPT, Polio, MMR,
Requirements |ng hepatitis, vermicelli, Hib date
due and date received
143 Health Tracki Tracks student immunization
Requirements |ng exemption by reason code,

including expiration if
temporary exemption
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144 Health Tracki Tracks health officials contact
Requirements |ng reason and action codes
145 Health Tracki Tracks school accidents by
Requirements |ng type and code
146 Health Tracki Tracks multiple screening
Requirements |ng dates for vision and hearing
147 Health Tracki Tracks student medical risks
Requirements |ng and health history
148 Health Tracki Tracks student dispensation
Requirements |ng of medications or special
medical treatment procedures
149 Health Tracki Tracks school insurance
Requirements |ng premiums for students
150 Health Tracki Tracks blood type of students
Requirements |ng
151 Health Tracki Tracks physician names,
Requirements |ng contact information
152 Health Tracki Tracks dental screenings
Requirements |ng
153 Health Tracki Tracks general health profile,
Requirements |ng e.g., height, vision, weight
154 Health Tracki Tracks President’s Physical
Requirements |ng Fitness Profile
155|A Limited Limite |English Primary |Ability to input English High
English d Proficiency |Languag |primary/secondary language |Language
Proficiency English e Learners
Profici
ency
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156|A Limited Limite |English English |Ability to record assessment |English High
English d Proficiency Proficien |results for level of English  |Language
Proficiency English cy skills Learners
Profici
ency
157|A Limited Limite [English English |Ability to track Limited English High
English d Proficiency |Proficien |[English Proficiency (LEP)  |Language
Proficiency English cy status Learners
Profici
ency
158|A Limited Limite |English English |Ability to track students English High
English d Proficiency [Proficien |receiving services for English |Language
Proficiency English cy Language Learner (ELL) or |Learners
Profici learning tribal language
ency
159B Limited Special |[English Primary |ldentifies prior ELL/LEP English High
English Progra [Proficiency |Languag |[status in previous Language
Proficiency ms — e years/schools Learners
Other
than
Special
Educati
on
160 Parent/Guardia |Supple [Remote Parent  |Parent access to selected data [Parent Internet High
n Requirementsimental |Access Remote |in the system via the Web Involvement
Functio Access
ns
161 Parent/Guardia |Supple [Remote  |Teacher [Teacher access to selected  |Staff Internet High
n Requirementsimental |Access Remote |data in the system via the Effectiveness
Functio Access |Web
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ns
162 Scheduling Archivi Maintains historical file on
Requirements |ng student entry/withdrawal
dates from courses/sections
163|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Career  |The ability to match career  |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Plans plans to automated course Students
selection, assigning courses
to career plans
164|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Course  |The ability to allow students |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Requests [to request courses Students
165|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling [Master  [The ability to provide a grid |Schedule Student/School |High
Requirements |la Schedule |type display and interface of |Students
faculty, period, and cycle day
information for actual
meeting days and times of
course
166|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling [Student |The ability to modify a Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Schedule |students schedule based on  |Students
course Request or Courses
Available
167|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Assign  |The ability to assign students |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Students |to a teacher Students
168|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Section |The ability to associate Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Linking [Master Schedule course Students
sections with one another
169|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Student |The ability to edit student Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Schedule |schedule information Students
Editor
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170|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Team The ability to group students |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Editor |into course selections Students
171|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Team Definition of group course  |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Definitio [selections: definition of Students
ns student groupings by
academic abilities
172|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Student |The means to transfer student |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Schedule [schedules in to student Students
Loader |classes
173|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling [Mass The means to make changes |Schedule Student/School |High
Requirements |la Requests [to a number of course Students
requests at one time
174|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Mass The ability to change or drop |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la Schedule |schedules for a group or set  |Students
S of students
175|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |Next The system must have the Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la School |ability to register a student for|Students
Term next school term during a
Registrati|current school term
on
176|A Scheduling Curricu|Scheduling |School- |The means to track students |Schedule Student/School [High
Requirements |la to-Work |that are working for class Students
credits and the ability to track
comments about the school to
work experience
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177\A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling (Course |The ability to print list of all |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports Directory|course information; course  |Students Request
Report Report  |ID, course title, course short Requirements
S title, mandatory and inactive
indicators, course duration,
department, college prep
indicatory, credit, max credit,
academic type, school type,
gender requirement, grade
range low and high, up to
three subject areas, up to
three college areas, up to
three university areas, and
have the ability to display
multiple alternate codes with
a given course.
178|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling [Master  [The ability to print all Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |scheduled course that Students Request
Report Report  |includes course id, course Requirements
S title, section id, teacher,
room, beginning and ending
periods, term code, credit
value, maximum students,
and total students.
179 Scheduling Releva [Scheduling [Master  |Ability to print a teacher Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |schedule matrix Teachers Request
Report Report Requirements
S
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180 Scheduling Releva |Scheduling [Master  |Ability to print a facility Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |schedule matrix Facilities Request
Report Report (Rooms) Requirements
S
181|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling (Course |Ability to produce a report to |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports Request |determine scheduling needs |Students Request
Report List & Requirements
S Tally
Report
182|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Student |Ability to print a report by  |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Course |student or by course or by Students Request
Report Request [class Requirements
S List
Report
183|A Scheduling Releva [Scheduling [Student |Ability to print a report by  |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |student schedule report with |Students Request
Report Report  |options of Perm ID, last Requirements
S name, first name and grade
range.
184|A Scheduling Releva [Scheduling |Class Ability to printa report by  Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports Rosters [class that includes selection |Students Request
Report Report |options of section id range Requirements
S and grade range fields. It
shall also include indicators
for hide totals and if the
report shall include the perm
id, gender, grade, ethnic code,
birth date, enter date and
home language.
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185|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Class Ability to print a report of Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Adds & |Enrollment history for all Students Request
Report Drops  [students who have been Requirements
S Listing |added/dropped from a
Report  [section. The history shall
include the student name,
perm id, gender, and grade,
enter date and leave date.
186|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Conflict |Ability to print a report Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports Matrix |displaying scheduled course [Students Request
Report Report |conflicts. Requirements
S
187|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Unsched |Ability to print a report Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports uled displaying students with Students Request
Report Course |unscheduled course requests. Requirements
S Request
Report
188|A Scheduling Releva [Scheduling [Student |Key demographic data as Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Locator |well as schedule and home  |Students Request
Report Report  [room assignment to Requirements
S determine current student
location
189|A Scheduling Releva [Scheduling |Class The ability to provide list of |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Size class’s total count and display|Students Request
Report Report  |count of male and female. Requirements
S
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190|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Student |The ability to calculate and |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |display the count of students, |Students Request
Report Analysis |meeting periods, terms, days Requirements
S Report |of the week to analysis
scheduling needs.
191|A Scheduling Releva [Scheduling [Student [The ability to provide list of |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports  |Schedule |student schedules with option |Students Request
Report Listing |of grade, period or term. Requirements
S Report
192|A Scheduling Releva |Scheduling |Unsched |The ability to provide list of |Schedule Student High
Requirements |nt Reports uled meeting period unscheduled. [Students Request
Report Period Requirements
S Report
193 Scheduling Reporti Prints teacher class list with
Requirements |ng class counts
Requir
ements
194 Scheduling Reporti Prints class list with locker
Requirements |ng number
Requir
ements
195 Scheduling Reporti Ability to expand data items
Requirements |ng in available report formats to
Requir include counselors and class
ements counts
196 Scheduling Reporti Lists colleges applied to and
Requirements |ng results of application
Requir
ements
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197 Scheduling Reporti Prints student list by means of
Requirements |ng program completion
Requir
ements
198 Scheduling Reporti Prints name of teacher on
Requirements |ng teacher’s class lists
Requir
ements
199 School Needs Local modifiable value fields
200(A School to Work|Releva |School to  [Monthly Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Activity- Planning Records
Report |Reports Counselo
S r
Meetings
Report
201|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Monthly Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Activity- Planning Records
Report |Reports  |Evaluatio
S ns Report
202|A School to Work|Releva |School to  (Monthly Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Activity- Planning Records
Report |Reports Letters
S Sent
Home
203|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Monthly Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Activity- Planning Records
Report [Reports  [Thank
S You
Letters
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204|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |School- |Monthly, Yearly, and All Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work to-Work Planning Records
Report |Reports Summari
S es
205|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Course Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Roster by Planning Records
Report |Reports Course
S
206|A School to Work|Releva [School to  [Course Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Roster Planning Records
Report |Reports By
S Profile
207|A School to Work|Releva [School to  [Occupati Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work on Roster Planning Records
Report |Reports
S
208|A School to Work|Releva [School to  [Occupati Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work ons and Planning Records
Report [Reports  [Workpla
S ces
209|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Student Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Pathways Planning Records
Report |Reports
S
210(A School to Work|Releva (School to  |Student Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Work Planning Records
Report [Reports Profiles
S
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211|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Student Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work Work Planning Records
Report |Reports Tracking
S (By
Student)
212|A School to Work|Releva [School to  (Workpla [By Type and/or Date Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work ce Planning Records
Report |Reports Rosters
S
213|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Workpla |By Student, Workplace, and [Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work ce Visits |Career Focus Planning Records
Report |Reports Reports
S
214|A School to Work|Releva |School to  |Workpla Transition Teacher High
Requirements |nt Work ces and Planning Records
Report |Reports Occupati
S ons
Listings
215 Security Progra Provides multiple inquiry
m features by all unique fields
Access to authorized users — read
only
216 Security Progra Ability to query by any
m student profile data element
Access by authorized users — read
only
217 Security Progra Provides on-line access to
m demographic information to
Access authorized users — read only
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218 Security Progra Restricts/grants access of 3
m information as appropriate
Access
219 Security Progra Provides security system for
m confidential information
Securit
y
220 Security Securit |Security  |Group  |Granting access to school High
y Permissi |data to an individual based on
ons membership in a group, e.g.,
PE teachers, coaching staff,
etc.
221 Security Securit |Security  |Permissi |Means to grant access based High
y ons on roles and responsibilities
to school data to school
administrators, faculty,
parents, or students by Field,
Button, Tab, or Screen(s) at a
local level by a sysadmin
222 Security Securit |Security User Support positive user High
y Identificalidentification through user
tion login with ID and password at
a local level by a sysadmin
223 Security Securit |Security  |Assignin |Support assigning access High
y g Access |rights to the module, screen
Rights |and data field level
224 Security Securit |Security  |Security |Support security High
y Auditing/|auditing/logging of user’s
logging [actions in the system
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225 Security Supple |Remote School  |School Administration access |Accountability |Internet High
mental |Access Administ [to selected data in the system (School
Functio ration  |via the Web Management
ns Remote
Access
226/B Special Needs |Releva |Federal All The ability to generate The ability to  [IEP Documents|High
Requirements |nt Reports Federal |Federal reports as necessary |generate
Report Reports |(e.g., Civil Rights Report, Federal reports
S including [Impact Aid Report, and as necessary
IDEA 04 |Census Reports)
618 data
227/B Special Needs |Releva [Special Special |The ability to generate reports|Provide for IEP Documents|High
Requirements |nt Education |Educatio |for Special Education with  |Student Needs
Report [Reports n Report |options available from
S student demographics
228|A Special Needs |Releva [Special Special |The ability to list summary of |Provide for IEP Documents|High
Requirements |nt Education |Educatio |special education needs by  |Student Needs
Report [Reports n grade, disability, service,
S Summary|resource, school.
Report
229|A Special Needs |Releva |Special Special |Ability to list special Provide for IEP Documents|High
Requirements |nt Education |Educatio |education assessment data,  |Student Needs
Report |Reports  |n both school-wide assessments
S Programs|and individual special
/Testing |education assessments
Report
230/B Special Needs |Reporti|Special Special |Prints list by disabilities and |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |ng Education |Educatio [environmental codes of Education
Requir ((SPED) n (SPED)|students by school, by class, |(SPED)
ements by age, and by grade
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231|B Special Needs |Securit |[Security  |Security |The ability to grant or restrict |Special High
Requirements |y Administ |access to any tab or field in  |[Education
ration  |regards to Special Education |[(SPED)
(SPED).
232|B Special Needs |Special |Special Transitio |Ability to record 1 year post |Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |n school activity Education
on (SPED) (SPED)
233B Special Needs |Special [Special Transitio |Ability to track graduation  |Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |n plan and timelines Education
on (SPED) (SPED)
234/B Special Needs |Special [Special Related |Ability to track attendance  |Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Services [and receipt of related services |Education
on (SPED) identified on an IEP (SPED)
235/B Special Needs |Special |Special Service |Ability to document schedule,|Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Documen|location, and receipt of Education
on (SPED) [tation  |services as identified onan  |(SPED)
IEP
236/B Special Needs |Special |Special Referral |Ability to securely retain Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Data special education referral data|Education
on (SPED) (dates, reasons for referral, |(SPED)
etc.)
237|B Special Needs |Special |Special Referral |Ability to input special Special High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Data education assessment data, |Education
on (SPED) both school-wide assessments|(SPED)
and individual special
education assessments
238|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |The means to define Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Programs|attributes of special programs [Needs
on (SPED)
(SPED
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)
239B Special Needs |Special [Special Program [The ability to track the related|Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |History |details and placement history |Needs
on (SPED) of a student
(SPED
)
240|B Special Needs |Special |Special Program [The means for tracking Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Recomm |programs that teachers, Needs
on (SPED) endation |parents, social workers, etc.,
(SPED may recommend students or
) what is required by the IEP
241B Special Needs |Special [Special Special |The ability to enroll students |Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio (in Special Education Needs
on (SPED) n Programs
(SPED Enrollme
) nt
242B Special Needs |Special [Special Service |The ability to define non- Meet Student |IEP Documents|{High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Definitio |curricular services that are  |Needs
on (SPED) n used in conjunction with
(SPED special education programs
) such as Student Services
243 B Special Needs |Special |Special Incident |Ability to track number and [Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Report |type of incidents for special |Needs
on (SPED) needs children as are reported
(SPED for non-disabled peers
)

52



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0

17 February 2006

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
244|B Special Needs |Special |Special Student |The ability to track related  |Meet Student |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Services |services provided to a student [Needs
on (SPED) Manager [such as tutoring, counseling,
(SPED or therapy
)
245B Special Needs |Special [Special Special |Tracks students by each Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio |disability code Education
on (SPED)  |n(SPED) (SPED)
Data
246|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |Accommodates all I-SEP and |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio |state disability codes Education
on (SPED) |n(SPED) (SPED)
Data
247|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |Provides user definable fields |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio Education
on (SPED) |n(SPED) (SPED)
Data
248|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |lIdentifies students by Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio |environment by which served [Education
on (SPED) n (SPED)|disabilities (SPED)
Data
249|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |lIdentifies the requirement for |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Educati|Education |Educatio |a student to be enrolled [by  |Education
on (SPED) n (SPED)|related service(s)] in adaptive |(SPED)
Data physical education, OT, PT,
or psychological service or
any other IEP identified
related service
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250|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |Provides table-driven special |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Progra |Education |Educatio |program designations Education
ms— |(SPED) n (SPED)|assigned by school (SPED)
Other
than
Special
Educati
on
251|B Special Needs |Special |Special Special |Provides table-driven special |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements |Progra |Education |Educatio |program designations Education
ms— |(SPED) n (SPED)|assigned by district or state |(SPED)
Other
than
Special
Educati
on
252|B Special Needs |Special [Special Special |Provides for eligibility codes |Special IEP Documents|High
Requirements [Progra |Education |Educatio for multiple services (GT, Education
ms— |(SPED) n (SPED)|ESL, Special Ed) (SPED)
Other
than
Special
Educati
on
253/B Special Needs [Supple |SPED SPED  |Automated means to record, |SPED IEP Documents|High
Requirements |mental |Individual |Individuajmonitor, and update Compliance
Functio|Education |l individual education plans for
ns Plan (IEP) |Educatio [special needs children
n Plan
(IEP)
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254|A Staff Staffin |Faculty Faculty |Ability to track teachers, Schedule Staff |Master High
Requirements |g Info administrators, clerical staff, Schedule
food service workers,
counselors, and other
personnel in the school and
dormitories
255(A Staff Staffin |Faculty Teacher |Enter Classrooms and Schedule Staff |Master High
Requirements |g Info Classroo |Teacher Assignments Schedule
m
Assignm
ent
256|A Staff Staffin |Faculty Teacher |Enter Teacher Certifications |Know Staff Certification  |High
Requirements |g Info Qualifica |and Dates (multiple) Documents
tions
257| A Staff Teacher certification and date
Requirements
258| A Staff Assistant’s education level
Requirements
259|A Staff Staffin |Faculty Teacher |Ability to report number of  |Meet the Transcripts and
Requirements/ |g Info Qualifica|core classes taught by highly |requirements of|Certification
Scheduling tions and |qualified teachers by Title Il of
Requirements Course |comparing certifications from |NCLB
Comparis|staff demographics to master
on schedule
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260|A State Releva |State State The ability to generate state |The ability to |IEP Documents|High
Requirements |nt Reports Reportin |unique reports for each state |generate state
Report g Report |that has a BIA school (SD, |unique reports
S MD, OK, MT, WY, MN, WI, |for each state
IA, AZ, CA, NV, NM, UT, |that has a BIA
ID, OR, WA, FL, ME, MS, |school, as
NC, LA, KS, ND) necessary
261 State Reporti Provides reports required by
Requirements |ng the 23 different states (SD,
Requir MD, OK, MT, WY, MN, WI,
ements 1A, AZ, CA, NV, NM, UT,
ID, OR, WA, FL, ME, MS,
NC, LA, KS, ND)
262 Student All All Reports|Multiple |The ability to create reports
Functional Report Filtering [based on multiple filtering
Requirements |s options
263 Student Archivi Maintains on-line historical
Functional ng file for students
Requirements
264 Student Archivi Maintains a student historical
Functional ng file for students until they
Requirements turn age 27, then sends it to
archive
265 Student Archivi Maintains same ID number
Functional ng when inactive students are
Requirements reenrolled
266 Student Archivi Maintains historical file on
Functional ng student entry/withdrawal

Requirements

dates from schools

56



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
267 Student Archivi Maintains historical file of 3
Functional ng student photo for all school
Requirements years in BFS
268 Student Autom Provides for automatic
Functional ation transfer of a student’s data
Requirements from one school to the next
for BFS transfers
269 Student Autom Assigns a graduation year for
Functional ation ninth grade students
Requirements
270 Student Autom Flags inactive students who
Functional ation register at a new school.
Requirements Alerts school when
previously inactive student
registers
271 Student Autom Validates, at time of
Functional ation registration, that the student’s
Requirements address is valid for the
school’s attendance
boundaries and to provide all
of the student’s transportation
information (e.g. bus number,
stop, pick-up, drop-off, etc.)
272|A Student Comm |Communit |Addresse |Track Geo Codes Contact Enrollment High
Functional unity |y s/ School Families Application
Requirements |Demog |Demograph|Map Forms
raphics |ics
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273|A Student Comm [Communit |Address |Keep track of student Contact Enrollment High
Functional unity |y Edit addresses for a school district |[Families Application
Requirements |Demog |Demograph Forms
raphics |ics
274 Student Data Provides pre-registration of
Functional Entry students prior to school year
Requirements
275 Student Data Allows for Central
Functional Entry Registration of students
Requirements
276 Student Data |[Customizat [Modifiab [The ability to create and
Functional Tracki |ion le Data |modify new data fields as
Requirements |ng Fields |defined by schools or OIEP
277 Student Parent |Reports  |Custom |Ability to create custom
Functional and letters  |letters and/or labels that
Requirements |student and incorporate existing data
demogr labels [fields
aphics
278 Student Parent Allows parents to indicate
Functional Demog how to address them and/or
Requirements |raphics their mail (i.e., titles — Dr.,
Gen., etc.)
279 Student Parent Provides for mailing
Functional Demog documents (i.e., report cards,
Requirements |raphics interims, PTA notices, etc.) to

all or selected adults
associated with the student.

58



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
280 Student Parent Maintains detailed
Functional Reques information of programs/
Requirements |ts activities that, by parent
request, a student is to be
excluded from, e.g., Family
Life Education, guidance,
video taping, photographing,
birthday or holiday
celebrations, etc.
281 Student Parent Identifies students whose
Functional Reques directory information may not
Requirements |ts be released and excludes
these students from mass
mailing
282 Student Progra Provides for students to be
Functional m enrolled in multiple locations
Requirements |Access
283 Student Progra Allows unlimited student
Functional m enrollment for each school
Requirements |Access
284 Student Progra Provides system-wide records
Functional m of a withdrawn student
Requirements |Access
285 Student Progra Provides reentry of a
Functional m previously enrolled student
Requirements |Access without reentry of basic data
with the same student data
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286|A Student Releva [Enrollment |Student |The ability to provide mailing |Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Mailing (labels with options of Grade, |Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report Labels |Gender, Section ID, Student |Planning
S Group, and show Student
Name, Show Parent Names,
include Re: Contact Allowed,
Educational Rights, Has
Custody, Lives With, and
Mailings Allowed indicators.
287|A Student Releva [Enrollment [Student [The ability to provide Student|Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Data Data Labels that include Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report Labels |options to display from Planning
S student demographic
information.
288|A Student Releva |Enrollment |househol |The ability to provide mailing|Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports d labels per family household. |Instructional |Records
Requirements |Report Mailing Planning
S Labels
289(A Student Releva |[Enrollment |Student |The ability to provide Student|Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Directory [and Parent Directory with Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report options based on Grade Planning
S Range, Gender, Section ID,
Parent Relations the Student
Lives with, whether the
Parent/Guardian has Custody,
whether the Parent/Guardian
is Allowed Contact, whether
mailing of student
information to the
Parent/Guardian is allowed.
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290|A Student Releva [Enrollment |Student |The ability to provide a Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Birthday (student birth list with options |Instructional  |Records
Requirements |[Report List of Birth Month, Grade Range, |Planning
S Gender, Age and Class.
291|A Student Releva |Enrollment |Student |The ability to list student Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports  |Status  |enrollment history with in the |Instructional ~ |Records
Requirements |Report Changes |Central Database regardless |Planning
S of schools or organizations
attended within the BIA. The
enrollment history shall
include Enter Date and Code,
Leave Date and Code,
Effective Date and Grade.
292|A Student Releva [Enrollment [Student [The ability to list student by |Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Advisor |advisor assignment Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report List Planning
S
293A Student Releva |Enrollment |Student |The ability to provide list of |Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports  |Contact |students that include Contact |Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report Report  [name, Contact Phone Planning
S Number, Contact Address
and Relationship type,
294|A Student Releva [Enrollment [Student [The ability to provide list of |Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Locker |students displaying student |Instructional |Records
Requirements |Report Assignm |locker assignment and locker [Planning
S ent combination if used.
Report
295|A Student Releva |[Enrollment |[Enrollme [By Grade, Section, Date, etc. |Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports nt Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report Reports Planning

61



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

Data/
Req.|Source/ Business Requirement
ID |Reference Module Type |Category |Function|Function Description Objective Source Priority
S
296|A Student Releva [Enrollment [Student |Ability to print list of students|Funding Registrar High
Functional nt Reports Roster  |by class. Instructional  |Records
Requirements |Report Writer Planning
S
297|A Student Releva |Other Access |By School Staff, Teachers,
Functional nt Reports Statistics |Parents, or Students
Requirements |Report
S
298|A Student Releva |Other Ad Hoc |The ability to develop
Functional nt Reports Reportin |additional reports on an as
Requirements |Report g needed basis
S
299(A Student Releva |Student  |[SBA Develop Varied High
Functional nt Body System School Profile
Requirements |Report |Reports Rosters
S
300(A Student Releva |Student  |[SBA Develop Varied High
Functional nt Body Payment School Profile
Requirements |Report |Reports Summari
S es
301A Student Releva |Student  |[SBA Develop Varied High
Functional nt Body Transacti School Profile
Requirements |Report |Reports on
S Summari
es
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302|A Student Releva |Student SBA Develop Varied High
Functional nt Body Student School Profile
Requirements |Report |Reports Account
S Reports
303 Student Reporti Provides display of
Functional ng demographic information to
Requirements |Requir authorized users — read only
ements
304 Student Reporti Provides grouping of students
Functional ng into families, within the same
Requirements |Requir or other Bureau Funded
ements Schools (BFS)
305 Student Reporti Provides identification of 3
Functional ng oldest/youngest/only child in
Requirements |Requir family in the school
ements
306 Student Reporti Provides identification of the 3
Functional ng number of students in a
Requirements |Requir family both within the school
ements as well as within other
Bureau Funded Schools
307 Student Reporti Provides for multiple inquiry
Functional ng features to enroll inactive
Requirements |Requir students
ements
308 Student Reporti Identifies all receiving
Functional ng schools by student address
Requirements |Requir
ements
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309 Student Reporti Provides listing of post
Functional ng graduate activities
Requirements |Requir
ements
310 Student Reporti Reports on withdrawn
Functional ng students by school site,
Requirements |Requir transfer code, dropout, other
ements
311 Student Reporti Reports on students taking
Functional ng courses in multiple locations
Requirements |Requir
ements
312 Student Reporti Reports on students who are
Functional ng over/under age for current
Requirements |Requir grade
ements
313 Student Reporti Prints address labels for
Functional ng mailings
Requirements |Requir
ements
314 Student Student School |The ability to track student  |Monitor Student Body |Medium
Functional Body Accounts |activities' accounting Student Body |Funds
Requirements |Accou information Funding
nting
315 Student Student Fee The ability to assign fees for |Monitor Student Body |Medium
Functional Body Assighm |SBA items Student Body |Funds
Requirements |Accou ent Funding
nting
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316 Student Student Chapter - |Lists chapter affiliation
Functional Demog -Used for|(Navajo)
Requirements |raphics Navajo
tribal
members
317 Student Student Provides a unigue student
Functional Demog alphanumeric identification
Requirements |raphics number
/Inform
ation
318 Student Student Provides alternative student
Functional Demog number - social security
Requirements |raphics number
/Inform
ation
319 Student Student Provides alternative student
Functional Demog number — tribal identity
Requirements |raphics number
/Inform
ation
320 Student Student Provides alternative student
Functional Demog number — state id number
Requirements |raphics
/Inform
ation
321 Student Student Ability to import and store
Functional Demog student photo
Requirements |raphics
/Inform
ation
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322 Student Student Identifies student
Functional Demog employment and salary
Requirements |raphics information
/Inform
ation
323 Student Student Provides unique address
Functional Demog fields for house/ building no.,
Requirements |raphics rural route r P.O. Box or
/Inform descriptive address and for all
ation addresses, as well as field for
identifier for federal land
status
324 Student Student Provides unigue address
Functional Demog fields for 9 digit zip code, city
Requirements |raphics and state
/Inform
ation
325 Student Student Provides for emergency
Functional Demog contact(s) information for
Requirements |raphics each student as needed
/Inform
ation
326 Student Student Provides for backup
Functional Demog emergency contact
Requirements |raphics information for each student
/Inform
ation
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327 Student Student Must accommodate at least 2
Functional Demog addresses (mailing, residence)
Requirements |raphics per student
/Inform
ation
328|A Student Student|Enrollment |Student |The ability to show Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll Profiles |consolidated information on a|Individual Application
Requirements |ment student Students Forms
329|A Student Student|Enrollment |Student |Ability to manage student Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll Editor  |demographic data Individual Application
Requirements |ment Students Forms
330|A Student Student|Enrollment |Counselo|Assign counselors to students [Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll rs Individual Application
Requirements |ment Assignm Students Forms
ents
331A Student Student|Enrollment [Extracurr (The ability to track students |Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll icular extra-curricular activities Individual Application
Requirements |ment Activities Students Forms
332/A Student Student|Enrollment |Student |A procedure must be in place |Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll Unique |which assigns a new student a|Individual Application
Requirements |ment Alphanu |unigue alphanumeric Students Forms
meric identifier.
Identifier
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333|A Student Student|Enrollment |No The system must not allow a |Locate Enrollment High
Functional Enroll dually  |student to be dually enrolled |Individual Application
Requirements |ment enrolled |in residential program (two  |Students Forms
Students |schools).
in
academic
program
334 Student Student Provides medical alert
Functional Medica information — both yes/no as
Requirements || well as reason
Inform
ation
335 Student Supple |Remote Student |Student access to selected Student Internet High
Functional mental |Access Remote |data in the system via the Accountability
Requirements |Functio Access |Web.
ns
336 Student Tracki Tracks students who leave
Functional ng BFS, destination and reason
Requirements
337 Student Tracki Flags inactive students who
Functional ng register at a new school.
Requirements Alerts previous school when
previously inactive student
registers.
338 Student Tracki Tracks educational level of
Functional ng parent or guardian
Requirements
339 Student Tracki Tracks students by tribal
Functional ng code, age, grade, teacher

Requirements
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340 Student Tracki Maintains retained/promoted
Functional ng status in cum record for each
Requirements student
341 Student Tracki Tracks a student’s grade level
Functional ng based on subject/grade
Requirements requirements (e.g., Eng 9, 10,
11, 12) using multi
configurations
342 Student Tracki Tracks student’s siblings
Functional ng within school Agency and
Requirements Bureau-wide
343 Student Transp Allows students to cross
Functional ortatio attendance zones for specific
Requirements |n reasons
344 Student Transp Identifies school attendance
Functional ortatio zone based on home address
Requirements |n for out-of-district students
345 Student Transp Compares school choice
Functional ortatio locations with authorized
Requirements |n consent database
346 Student Transp Identifies students in
Functional ortatio membership who reside
Requirements |n outside the school boundaries
and the reasons for their
membership
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347 Student Transp Identifies students in
Functional ortatio membership who reside
Requirements [n inside the school boundaries
but are in membership in
another BF school and their
reasons for membership
348 Student Ability to import/export any
Functional data
Requirements
349 Student Ability to search to find blank
Functional data fields
Requirements
350 Student Ability to make “mass
Functional changes”
Requirements
351 System Needs |Contin |Continuing |Continui |Highly desirable that there be
uing |Learning |ng a vendor product user group
Learni |Facilitation |Learning |and that the vendor have
ng Facilitati [periodic conferences/events
Facilita on that provide BIA staff an
tion opportunity to learn from the
efforts of others and to learn
from the vendor staff.
352 System Needs |Contin [Continuing [Continui [Highly desirable that High
uing |Learning |ng documentation be task related
Learni |Facilitation |Learning |so that user can use it to
ng Facilitati [complete a relevant task
Facilita on
tion
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353 System Needs |Custo |Custom Custom |The ability to create custom |Ability to Set High
m Fields Fields  |(user definable) fields, pages, |Up Data File
Fields and screens that can store
data and be used in reporting
354 System Needs |Data Provides infinite number of
Entry records for the student
database
355 System Needs |Data Allows data audits to be
Entry written in at the data entry
level
356 System Needs |Docum |Documenta|Documen|Written or online user
entatio |tion tation documentation shall be
n provided. Documentation
shall be sufficient to
familiarize a new user with
operation of the system
without other assistance or
resources.
357 System Needs |ODBC |ODBC ODBC |0ODBC Compliant Data Export  |Code High
Compl |Complaint |{Complia and Import
aint nt
358 System Needs |Operati|Operational|Complia |System must be SIF, ODBC, |Data
onal nce and XML compliant management
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Reference

Module

Type

Category

Function

Function Description

Business
Objective

Data/
Requirement
Source

Priority

System Needs

Operati
onal

User
Interface

User
Interface

The application should have a
modern, easy to use, intuitive
user interface. Online user
help will be provided through
context sensitive windows,
user guides, and a help
facility. Users should not
have to refer to information
resources external to those
provided by the application in
order to operate the
application

360

System Needs

Reporti
ng

Requir
ements

Provides table driven choices
for the fields mentioned in
requirements with a source
reference “A-110"

361

System Needs

Securit
y

Security

Web
Security

The proposed system will
support access through the
internet such as parental
access to grades and
attendance, please describe
Web security features of the
system

High

362

System Needs

Ability to translate BIA codes
to state and school level
codes

363

System Needs

Development of locked value
fields in consultation with

project team
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364 System Needs Ability to create ad hoc
reports in a timely manner
365 System Needs Ability to access data and
generate reports
366|A Test History  [Releva |Test Test The ability to list test Know Test High
Requirements |nt History Definitio |definitions. Achievement |Companies
Report |Reports n Report Reports
S
367|A Test History  [Releva |Test Student |The ability to provide list of |Know Test High
Requirements |nt History Test student test history with Achievement [Companies
Report [Reports history |option to select by class, Reports
S Report  [student, or test.
368|A Test History  [Releva |Test Student |Ability to provide list of Know Test High
Requirements |nt History Missing |students missing (a) test Achievement [Companies
Report |Reports Test result. Reports
S Report
369|A Test History  [Releva |Test Test Ability to create a report Know Test High
Requirements |nt History History |based on test results with Achievement [Companies
Report |Reports Roster  |option of grade, date of test, Reports
S Writer  |results, ethnic and any other
student criteria.
370|A Test History  |Releva |Test SOL Ability to list Student State  |Know Test High
Requirements |nt History Reportin |Standards of Learning test  |Achievement |Companies
Report [Reports  |g (State |results. Reports
S or OIEP)
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3711A Test History  |Student|Testing Test The ability to define test Track CRT Large Scale High
Requirements |Assess |History Definitio |(statewide assessments as Results Assessments,
ment  |Menu n well as local assessments) electronic
Inform reports
ation
372|A Test History  |Student|Testing Test The ability to track test Track CRT Large Scale High
Requirements |Assess [History History |results Results Assessments
ment  (Menu
Inform
ation
373|A Test History  |Student|Testing Class The ability to track test scores|Track CRT Large Scale High
Requirements |Assess |History Entry by class and by student, Results Assessments,
ment  |Menu schools, etc., in various sets electronic
Inform as needed reports
ation
374|A Test History  |Student|Testing Standard |Recording and tracking SOL |Track CRT Large Scale High
Requirements |Assess [History s of requirements (State or OIEP) [Results Assessments
ment  |Menu Learning
Inform (SOL)
ation Entry
375|A Test History  |Student|Testing Standard |Ability to import and export [Track and Large Scale High
Requirements |Assess |History s of tests and results for SOL report CRT Assessments
ment  |Menu Learning |requirements (State or OIEP) |Results
Inform (SOL)
ation Entry
376 Test History Tracking and reporting test
Requirements history
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377E Transportation |Transp |Report Transport|Ability to run a summary
Requirements |ortatio ation report which includes the data
n Report  |in the previous requirement,
and the ability to filter said
report by date
378 Transportation [Transp Provides for assignment of
Requirements |ortatio bus routes based on student’s
n address
379E Transportation [Transp Identifies students who
Requirements |ortatio require methods of
n transportation other than
school bus (taxi, commercial
train/air/bus) with all relevant
information per trip, i.e.,
Transportation type (car, van,
bus, train, plane, etc.),
confirmation number, fare,
flight/bus/etc. number, state
of origin, distance in miles
(improved and unimproved
miles), whether the
transportation is chartered or
commercial, any chaperone
fare costs, and number of one
way trips, as well as trip dates
380 Transportation |[Transp Includes separate address for
Requirements |ortatio pick-up and delivery of
n students (sitter, etc.) in
addition to multiple
student/parent, home/mail
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address
381 Transportation |[Transp Identifies students who
Requirements/ |ortatio require an attendant/aide
Special Needs |n during transportation
Requirements
382 Transportation [Transp Identifies students with
Requirements/ |ortatio special transportation needs
Special Needs |n (such as wheelchair access)
Requirements
383 WebISEP Data Student name (Last, First, WebISEP
Requir Middle)
ement
384 WebISEP Data Student’s Title (Jr., 111, etc.) |WebISEP
Requir
ement
385 \WebISEP Data Lengthy student name WebISEP
Requir
ement
386 \WebISEP Data Student’s nicknames WebISEP
Requir
ement
387 WebISEP Data Student’s previous names WebISEP
Requir
ement
388 WebISEP Data Date of Birth WebISEP
Requir
ement
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389 WebISEP Data Place of Birth WebISEP
Requir
ement
390 WebISEP Data Proof of Birth WebISEP
Requir
ement
391 \WebISEP Data Birth Indian children are issued a
Requir Documen{numbered birth document
ement t Number|similar to a Social Security
card
392 \WebISEP Data Sex WebISEP
Requir
ement
393 WebISEP Data Marital status WebISEP
Requir
ement
394 \WebISEP Data Ethnic group WebISEP
Requir
ement
395 WebISEP Data Country of citizenship WebISEP
Requir
ement
396 \WebISEP Data Tribal  |Four digit code for 347 WebISEP
Requir Code American Indian tribes
ement
397 WebISEP Data Dwelling location WebISEP
Requir
ement
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398 WebISEP Data Type of residence WebISEP
Requir
ement
399 \WebISEP Data “Student lives with” WebISEP
Requir designation — multiple areas
ement
400 WebISEP Data Transport status WebISEP
Requir
ement
401 WebISEP Data Residential student WebISEP
Requir
ement
402 WebISEP Data Type of School (Contract, WebISEP
Requir Grant, Bureau Operated, Co-
ement operative)
403 \WebISEP Data Day School, Boarding, or WebISEP
Requir Peripheral Dorm, Exceptional
ement Residential
404 \WebISEP Data Multiple addresses, including |WebISEP
Requir post office boxes and 9 digit
ement zip code for schools and
students
405 \WebISEP Data Parent/guardian names (last, |WebISEP
Requir middle, first separately)
ement
406 WebISEP Data Parent/guardian names WebISEP
Requir (multiple names)
ement
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407 WebISEP Data Parents’ birthplaces (city, WebISEP
Requir state, country)
ement
408 \WebISEP Data Names of other significant  |WebISEP
Requir adults
ement
409 WebISEP Data Telephone numbers (home, |WebISEP
Requir parents’, work, emergency
ement with extensions, day care)
410 \WebISEP Data Siblings (names, ages, sex)  |WebISEP
Requir
ement
411 WebISEP Data Historical file of multiple WebISEP
Requir address locations
ement
412 \WebISEP Data Historical file of multiple WebISEP
Requir guardians
ement
413 \WebISEP Data Student’s|Code for student’s primary  |WebISEP
Requir prime  |speaking language
ement (home)
language
414 \WebISEP Data Primary |Denotes student’s primary ~ |WebISEP
Requir Languag |speaking language
ement e
descripti
on
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415 WebISEP Data Secondar |Denotes student’s secondary |WebISEP
Requir y speaking language
ement Languag
e
descripti
on
416 WebISEP Data Student’s|Code for student’s secondary |WebISEP
Requir secondar |speaking language
ement y (home)
language
417 WebISEP Data English proficiency code WebISEP
Requir
ement
418 WebISEP Data ESL code (ELL) WebISEP
Requir
ement
419 \WebISEP Data School name of enrolling WebISEP
Requir student
ement
420 WebISEP Data Student assignment code WebISEP
Requir
ement
421 WebISEP Data Entry code WebISEP
Requir
ement
422 WebISEP Data Date of entry WebISEP
Requir
ement
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423 WebISEP Data Original BFS date of entry  |WebISEP
Requir
ement
424 WebISEP Data Ninth grade date of entry WebISEP
Requir
ement
425 \WebISEP Data Withdrawal code and reason |WebISEP
Requir
ement
426 WebISEP Data Grade level WebISEP
Requir
ement
427 WebISEP Data Special education status WebISEP
Requir
ement
428 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Multiple special education
ement codes
429 \WebISEP Data Gifted WebISEP
Requir and Indicates the type of program
ement Talented |exceptional students
Code participate in
430 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement ISEP support Yes/No
431 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Sub-school assignment
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432 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Homeroom assignment

433 WebISEP Data Teacher code WebISEP
Requir
ement

434 \WebISEP Data Access Code WebISEP
Requir
ement

435 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Homebound status

436 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement E-mail name field

437 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Counsel or name field
ement (Assigned Counselor)

438 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Pager and/or cell phone
ement number field

439 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Entry date at current school

440 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Address and phone of
ement alternate contact

441 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Parent/person not allowed
ement access to student
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442 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Parent/guardian preferred
ement language

443 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Person with legal custody

444 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Other languages spoken by
ement student

445 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Parent/guardian English
ement proficiency code

446 WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir
ement Parent/guardian employer

447 \WebISEP Data WebISEP
Requir Parent/guardian military
ement status and location

448 \WebISEP Data Bus Assignment WebISEP
Requir
ement

449 \WebISEP Data Flight Assignment WebISEP
Requir
ement

450 WebISEP Data Okay to Checkout Student  |WebISEP
Requir Yes/No
ement

451 \WebISEP Data Signed acceptable use policy |WebISEP
Requir (AUP) and date signed
ement
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452 WebISEP Data Tribal Agency (drop down  |WebISEP
Requir list)
ement
453 WebISEP Data Tribal ~ |Name that corresponds to WebISEP
Requir Name |BIA code
ement
454 WebISEP Data Location [BIA specific school identifier WebISEP
Requir Code used in other DOI databases
ement
455 WebISEP Data Verificati|Denotes how the student has [WebISEP
Requir on of been verified as an Indian
ement Indian
Members
hip
456 WebISEP Data Half Part time students who may |WebISEP
Requir Time be involved in a work/study
ement program — used in ISEP
reporting
457 WebISEP Data Absent  |This code is used in ISEP WebISEP
Requir Not reporting. Schools may
ement Counted |submit a waiver request form
for students coded as a “4”
458 WebISEP Data Type Indicates the type of ISEP WebISEP
Requir Program |program student is enrolled in
ement — used for ISEP count
459 \WebISEP Data Residenti Type of program
Requir al
ement Exceptio
nal
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460 WebISEP Data Languag |Type of special education
Requir e program
ement Develop
ment
461 WebISEP Data Speech |Applicable even if HI service
Requir Impaired |code or Moderate service
ement Service |code has a value
Code

Figure 2: Requirements Matrix
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CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE
REPORT:
Parts | and Il

for
STATE FORMULA GRANT PROGRAMS
under the
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT
As amended by the
Mo Child Left Behind Act of 2001

For reporting on

School Year 2004-2005

No Child

LEFT BEHIND

PART | DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2006
PART Il DUE APRIL 14, 20086

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
WasHinGTON, DC 20202
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INTRODUCTION

Sections 5302 and 9302 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), ag amended
by the Mo Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLE) provide fo States the opfion of applying for and
reporting on multiple ESEA programs through a single consolidated application and repor.
Although a central, practical purposs of the Consolidated State Application and Report is o
reduce “red tape” and burden on States, the Consolidated State Application and Report are also
intended 1o have the important purpose of encouraging the integration of State, local, and ESEA
programs in comprehengive planning and senvice delivery and enhancing the likelihood that the
State will coordinate planning and service delivery across mulliple State and local programs.
The combined goal of all educational agencies - State, local, and federal -- is a mare coherant,
well-integrated educational plan that will result in imgroved teaching and lgarning.

The Conzdlidated State Application and Report includes the following ESEA programs:

Title I, Part & — Improving Basic Programs Operated by Local Educational Agenciss

Title 1, Part B, Subpart 3 — Willam F. Goodling Even Sfant Family Literacy Programs

Title |, Part C — Education of Migratory Children

Title 1, Part D — Prevenfion and infenanbion Programs for Children and Youth Who Are

Negiected, Dalinquent, or Af-Risk

Title I, Part F — Camprehensive School Refarm

o Title I, Part A — improving Teacher Guality Stafe Grants ( Teacher and FPrincipal Training
and Recruiting Fund)

o Title ll, Part D — Enhancing Education through Technology

= Title lll, Part & — Engiish Languags Acguwsiion, Languags Enhancement, and Academic

Achievemesnt Act

Title I\, Part &, Subpart 1 - Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities State Grants

Title IV, Part &, Subpart 2 — Safe and Drug-Free Schoals and Communities Nalional

Activities (Community Service Grant Program)

Title IV, Part B — 217 Cenfury Communify Learming Centers

Title ¥, Part A — Innovative Programs

Title 1, Section 6111 — Grants for Sfafe Asssssments and Related Activities

Title %1, Part B — Rural Education Achievemsnt Program

O 0O O 0

[w]

[w ]

O O O 0

The MCLE Consoclidated State Performance Report for the 2004-2005 school year consists of
twio information collections. Part | of thie report iz due to the Depariment by Februany 28, 2006.
Part Il is due to the Depariment by April 14, 2006,

PART |

Part | of the Consclidated State Report, which States must submit to the Department by
February 28, 2008, requests information related o the five ESEA Goals, established in the
June 2002 Consolidated State Application, and information required for the Annual State Report
to the Secretary, as described in section 1111{h}4) of ESEA. The five ESEA Goals eatablished
in the Juns 2002 Consclidated State Application are as follows:

= Performance goal 10 By 2013-2014, all students will reach high standards, ata
rinirmurt attaining proficiency or better in readinglanguage arts and mathematics.
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Performance goal 2: All limited English proficient students will become proficient in
English and reach high academic standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better
in reading/language arts and mathematics.

Performance goal 3: By 2005-2008, all students will be taught by highly qualfied
teachers.

Performance goal 4: All studentz will be educated in leaming environmenis that are
zafe, drug free, and conducive 1o learning.

Performance Goal 5. All studenis will graduate from high school.

PART Il

Part Il of the Consclidated State Performance Report congzistz of information related fo State
activities and ocutcomes of specific ESEA programs for the 2004-2005 achool year. Par Il of the
Consclidated State Performance Report is due to the Depariment by April 14, 2006. The
information requested in Part Il of the Consolidated State Performance Report for the 2002-
2005 school year necessarily varies from program to program. However, for all programs, the
specific information requested for this report meets the following criteria.

1. The information is needed for Degartment program performance plans or for other
program needs.

The information is not available from another source, including program evaluations.

The information will provide valid evidence of program cutcomes or results.

The Consolidated State Performance Report iz the best vehicle for collection of the
data.

Ll

The Degartment iz continuing to work with the Performance-Based Data Management Initiative
{FBDMI) to sireamline data collections for the 2002-2005 school year and beyond.

tad
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GEMERAL INSTRUCTIONS AND TIMELINES

All States that received funding on the basis of the Consolidated State Application for the 2004-
2005 school year must respond fo this Conzolidated State Performance Report (CSPR). Part |
of the Report iz due to the Department by February 28, 2006, Part || of the Report is due to the
Department by April 14, 2006. Both Part | and Part 1| should reflect data from the 2004-2005
zchool year, unless otherwize noted,

The format states will use to submit the Consolidated Siate Performancs Report has changed o
an online submisgion. This online submigsion system is being developed through the Education
Crata Exchange Metwork (EDEM) and will make the submission process less bundensoms.
Pleaze see the following aection on transmittal instructions for more information on how to
sulmit this year's Consolidated State Performance Report.

TRANSMITTAL INSTRUCTIONS

The Conzclidated State Performance Report (CSPR) data will ke collected online from the
SEAs, using the EDEMN web site. The EDEN web zite will be modified to include a separaie
area (sub-domain) for CSPR data entry. This arsa will utilize ECEN formatting to the extent
poasible and the data will ke entered in the order of the cumrent C5PR forms. The data eniry
soreens will include or provide access to all instructions and notes on the cument CSPR forms;
additionally, an effort will b2 made to design the screens (o balance efficient data collection and
reduction of vizual clutier.

Initially, & state user will log onto EDEM and be provided with an opfion that takes him ar her to
the “200<-05 CSPR". The main C5PR screen will allow the user to select the section of the
C5PR that he or she neads to either view or enter data.  After selecting a section of the CS5PR,
the uzer will be presented with a screen or 22t of screens where the user can input the data for
that section of the CSPR. A uzer can only select one section of the C5PR at a ime.  Aftera
siate has included all available data in the designated sections of a paricular C5PR Par, a lead
state user will cerlify that Part and tranamit it to the Department. Onees a Part has been
transmitted, ED will have access to the data. States may atill make changes or additicns to the
transmitted data, by creating an updated version of the CSPR. Detailed insfructions for
transmiting the 2004-2005 C3PR will be found on the main C5PR page of the EDEN websits
(https/EDEMN.ED.GCVFEDEMPortal).

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1985, no perzons are reguired fo respond to a
collection of information unless it dizplaye a valid OME control number. The valid OME control
nurnier for this information collection is 1810-0814. The time required to complete this
information collection iz estimated to average 182 hours per responae, including the time o
review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and
review the information collection. If you have any comments concarning the accuracy of the
time estimates(s) contact School Support and Technology Programs, 400 Maryland Avenus,
SW, Washington, DC 20202-6140. Questions about the new electronic CSPR submisgion
process, should be directed to the EDENM Fartner Support Center at 1-877-HLP-ECQEM (1-877-
57-33385).
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OME Mumber: 1810-0614
Expiration Date: 07/21/2005

Consolidated State Performance Report
For
State Formula Grant Programsa
under the
Elementary And Secondary Education Act
az amended by the
Mo Child Left Behind Act of 2001

Check the one that indicates the repor you are submitting:
Fart |, 2004-2005 Part II, 2004-2005

Mame of Siate Educational Agency (SEA) Submitting This Report:

Address:

Person to contact about this report:

Mame:

Telephone:

Fa:

e-miail;

Mame of Authorizing State Official: (Print or Type):

Signature Date

wh
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CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE REPORT: PART |

For reporting on

School Year 2004-2005

No Child

LEFT BEHIND

PART | DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2006
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1.1. STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT

Section 1111(b}1) of ESEA requires States to adoot challenging academic content and
achievement standards in mathematics, readinglanguage arts, and science and to
develop assessments in mathematics, readinglanguage arts, and science that meet the
requirements of section 1111(b)(3) in the required grade levels. In the following
sections, States are asked to provide a detailed description of their progress in meeting
the MCLB standards and assessments requirements.
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1.1.1. Please provide a detailled description of the Siate’s progress in adopting
challenging academic content standards in scignce that meet the requirements of
section 1111{l){1).

STATE RESPONSE
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1.1.2 Please provide a detailed description of the State's progress in developing and
implementing, in consultation with LEAS, assessments in mathematics,
reading/language aris, and science that meet the requirements of section
1111{b)(3}) in the required grade levels. Please provide in your response a
description of the State’s progress in developing altemate assessments for
students with disahilities, including alfemate assessments aligned to alternate

achisvement standards and those aligned to grade-level achievement standards.

STATE RESPONSE
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1.1.3 Please provide a detailed descrption of the State's progress in setting, in
consultation with LEAs, academic achievement standards in mathematics,
reading/language arts, and science that meet the requirements of saction
1111y 1). If applicable, please provide in your response a description of the

State’s progress in developing altemate achievement standards for students with
the most significant cognitive disahilities.

STATE RESPONSE

L]
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1.2 PARTICIPATION IN STATE ASSESSMENTS
Participation of All Students in 2004-2005 State Assessments

In the following tables, please provide the total number and percentage for each of the
listed subgroups of students who participated in the State’s 2004-2005 school year
academic assessments.

The data provided below for students with disabilities should include participation resuits
from all stedents with disahilities as defined under the Individuals with Disabilitiies
Education Act and do not include results from students coversd under Section 504 of
the Individuals with Disakbilities Education Act of 1973,

11

96



é}?.\

oy
==
a

MENT.,,
& \n:ﬂ.: ""fb

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

OMB NO. 1810-0614

1.2.1 Student Participation in 2004-2005 School Year Test Administration
1.21.1 2004-2005 School Year Mathematics Assessment

Total Number of Percent of Students
Students Tested Tested

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Native

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Studentz with Digakilities

Limited Engligh Proficient

Ecanomically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

=  Addibional racial’ethnic groups or combinations of racialiethnic groups may be repored that are
consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLEB.

1.2.1.2 2004-2005 School Year Reading/Language Arts Assessment

Total Number of Percent of Students
Students Tested Tested

All Students

American Indian' Alaska Mafive

Agian' Pacfic lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Digakbilities

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

»  Addibional racial'ethnic groups or combinations of racialiethnic groups may be repored that are
caonsistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLEB.

[
[E*)
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1.2.2 Participation of Students with Disabilities in State Assessment System

Students with disabilities (as defined under IDEA) paricipate in the State’s assessment
system either [y taking the regular State assessment, with or without accommodations,
vy taking an alternate assessment alioned to grade-level standards, or by taking an
altemate assessment aligned to alternate achievement standards. In the following table,
please provide the total number and percentage of students with disabiliies who
participated in these various assessments.

The data provided below should include parficipation results from all students with
disahilities as defined under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act and do not
include results from students covered under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973

1.2.2.1 Participation of Students with Disabilities the in 2004-2005 School Year
Test Administration — Math Assessment

Total Number of Percent of Students
Students with with Disabilities
Digabilities Tested Tested

Regular Assesament, with or
without accommodations

Alternate Asssssment Aligned to
Grade-Level Achisvement
Standards

Allemate Asssssment Aligned to
Alternate Achisvement Standards

1.2.2.2 Participation of Students with Disabilities the in 2004-2005 School Year

Test Administration — Reading/Language Arts Assessment

Total Number of Percent of Students
Students with with Dizabilities
Digabilities Tested Tested

Regular Assessment, with or
withiout accommodations

Alkermate Assessment Alioned to
Grade-Level Achisvement
Standards

Allemate Asssasment Aligned to
Alternate Achisvement Standards

tad
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1.3 STUDENT ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT

In the following charts, please provide student achievement data from the 2004-2005
school year test administration. Charts have been provided for each of grades 3
through 8 and high school to accommodate the varied State assessment systems in
mathematics and readinglanguage ars during the 2004-2005 school year. States
should provide data on the total number of students tested as well as the percentage of
students scoring at the proficient or advanced levels for those grades in which the State
administered mathematics and reading/language arts assessments during the 2004-
2005 school year.

The data for students with disabilities should include paricipation results from all
students with disabilities as defined under the Individuals with Disahilities Education Act,
including results from altemate assessments, and do not include results from students
covered under Section 504 of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act of 1973,

14
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1.3.1 Grade 3 - Mathematics

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American IndiandAlaska Mative

Asian/Pacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Disabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrarit

Mals

Female

" Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLE.

1.3.2 Grade 3 - Reading/Language Arts

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American IndiandAlaska Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Disabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrarit

Mals

Female

" Addiional racialfethnic groups or combinations of racialfiethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLE.
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1.3.3 Grade 4 - Mathematics

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Studentz with Digabilities

Limited English Proficient

Ecaonomically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

" Addiional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial'sthnic categories that you use undear NCLE.

1.3.4 Grade 4 - Reading/Language Arts

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/alaska Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Malg

Female

" Addiional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.3.5 Grade 5 - Mathematics

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Digabilities

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

" Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLE.

1.3.6 Grade 5 - Reading/Language Arts

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Native

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizakilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Male

Female

" Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLEB.

102



ST,

53? " 1824

oy
==
a

L ¢

OF [NpIa

%
-."I'?
o

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

17 February 2006

OMEB MO, 13100614

1.3.7 Grade 6 - Mathematics

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American IndianfAlaska MNative

Asian/Pacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Disabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrarit

Mals

Female

" Addional racialfethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under MCLEB.

1.3.8 Grade 6 - Reading/Language Arts

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American IndianfAlaska MNative

Asian/Pacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hizpanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Disabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrarit

Mals

Female

" Addional racialfethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLB.

103



ST,

53? " 1824

oy
==
a

L ¢

OF [NpIa

%
-."I'?
o

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

17 February 2006

OMB MO 1810-0614

1.3.9 Grade 7 - Mathematics

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

= Addiional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLB.

1.3.10 Grade 7 -Reading/Language Arts

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alaska Native

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrarit

Male

Female

" Addiional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racial/ethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.3.11 Grade & -Mathematics

Total Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alaska Native

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited Engligh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

" Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under MCLEB.

1.3.12 Grade 8 - Reading/Language Arts

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited Engligh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

Additional racial’ethnic groups or combinations of racial’ethnic groups may be reported that are

caonsistent with the major racial/sthnic categories that you use under NCLEB.
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1.3.13 High School - Mathematics

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alaska Native

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Studenis with Disakilities

Limited Englizh Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Male

Female

= Additional racialfethnic groups or combinations of racialfethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLEB.

1.3.14 High School - Reading/Language Arts

Tetal Number of
Students Tested

Percent of Students
Proficient or
Advanced

School Year 04-05

All Students

American Indian/Alazka Mative

Asian/Pacific lslander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic

Students with Dizabilities

Limited English Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged

Migrant

Mals

Female

Additional racial’ethnic groups or combinations of racial’ethnic groups may be reported that are

consistent with the major racial/ethnic categories that you use under NCLEB.
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1.4 SCHOOL AND DISTRICT ACCOUNTABILITY

1.4.1 For all public elementary and secondary schools and disiricts in the State (Title |
and non-Title 1), please provide the total number and percentage of all schools
and districts that made adequate yearly progress (AYF), hased on data from the
2004-2005 school year.

Total number of public | Total number of public | Percentage of public
elementary and elementary and elementary and
secondary schoaols secondary schools secondary schools
School [Title | and non-Title 1) |[Title | and non-Title 1) in){Title | and noen-Title 1) in
Accountability in State State that made AYP State that made AYP
Based on 2004-
12005 School
"ear Data
Tetal number of public | Total number of public | Percentage of public
elementary and elementary and elementary and
secondary districts secondary districts secondary districts
District [Title | and non-Title 1] |[Title | and non-Title 1) in|{Title | and noen-Title 1) in
Accountability in State State that made AYP State that made AYP
Based on 2004-
12005 Schoal
‘ear Data

1.4.2 For all Title | schools and districts in the State, please provide the total number
and percentage of all Title | schools and districts that made AYP, based on data

from the 2004-2005 schoaol year.

Total number of Title | | Percentage of Title |
Title | School | Total number of Title | | schools in State that schools in State that
Accountability schools in State made AYP made AYP
Based on 2004-
12005 School
‘ear Data
Total number of Title | Percentane of Title |
Title | District | Total number of Title | | districts in State that | districts in State that
Accountability districts in State made AYP made AYP
Based on 2004-
12005 School
‘ear Data

27
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143

14341

Title | Sehools Identified for Improvement

In the followng chart please provide a list of Tile | schools dentifed for
improvemant, corective action, or restructuring under section 1116 for the
2005-2006 school year. based upon data from the 2004-2005 schoo year. For
each school Bsted, please provide the name of the schoo's district, the areas in
which the school missed AYF (e.g.. missing reading proficiency farget, reading
parbicipaton rate, other academic indicator), and the school irmprovement
status for the 2005-2006 school year (e.g., school in need of improvement year
1, school in need of improverrent year 2, correctve action, restructuring -
planning, resfructuring - implementation). Additonally, for any THle | schoaol
identied for improvement, comeciive action, or restructuring for the 2005-2008
school year, that made AYP based upon data from the 200£-2005 school year,
please add "Made AYP 2004-2005."

108



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

OMB MO. 1810-0814

1.4.3.1 Title | Schools Identified for Improvement, Corrective Action, and Restructuring (in 2005-06 based on
the data from 2004-05)

Areas) in which school missed AYE

FeadingiLanguage Ars Malhematics Oiher Academic Indicator
Academic
Indlicator Schoaol
{elementany! | Graduation | Imgrovement
District Mame & School Name & Proficiency | Particlpation | Profciency | Participation micdle Rate (nigh Slatus far 5Y
NCES/CCD ID Cooe NCES/CCD ID Code Target Rata Tangel Rae SCnools) £chood] 2005-2006
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1.43.2 Briefly describe the measures being taken fo address the achisvement
problems of schools identified for improvement, comective action, and
restruciuring.

1.4.4 Title | Districts Identified for Improvement.

1.4.4.1 Inthe following chart, please provide a list of Title | districts identified for
improvement or comective action under section 1116 for the 2005-2006
scheol year, based upon data from the 2004-2005 school year. For each
digtrict listed, please provide the areas in which the district missed AYF
(2.g., missing reading proficiency target, reading participation rate, other
academic indicator), and the district improvement status for the 2005-2008
school vear (e.g., district in nesd of improvement year 1, district in need of
improvement year 2, corrective action). Additionally for any Title | district
identified for imgrovement or comective action for the 2005-06 school vear
that mads AYP based on data from the 2004-05 school year, pleaze add
“Made AYF for 2004-05"

[
uh
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1.4.41 Title | Digtricts Identified for Improvement and Corrective Action [in 2005-06 bazed on the data from
2004-05)

Areais) In which disiric: miszad AYP

Reading/Language Aris Maihamatics Siher Academic Indicasor
Academic
Indicator District
(elementary’ | Graduation | Improvement
Disirict Mame & Froficiency | Pariicipadon | Proficiency | Participation migdiz Rate (high | Siabus for SY
RCES/CCD ID Code Tampet Rale Tangst Rale schools) schood) 2005-2006
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1.4.4.2 Briefly dezcribe the measures being taken to address the achievement
problems of districts identified for improvement and corrective action.

1.4.5 Public School Choice and Supplemental Educational Services
1.4.51 Public School Choice

1. Pleage provide the number of Title | schools identified for improvement, cormective
aclion, and restructuring from which students transferred under the provisicons for
public school choice under section 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005 school year.

2. Please provide the number of public schools to which students transferred under the
provizions for public school choice under section 1118 of Title | during the 2004-2005
school year. How many of these schools were charter schools?

3. Please provide the number of student= who fransfemed to another public school
under the provigions for public achool choice under gection 1118 of Titke | during the
2004-2005 school vear.

4. Please provide the number of students who were eligible to transfer to another
public school urder the provisions for public school choice under section 1116 of Title |
during the 2004-2005 school year.
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Optional Information:

5. If the State has the following data, the Depariment would be intereated in knowing
the following:

6. The number of students who applied to transfer to another puilic school under the
provigions for public school choice under saction 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005
school year.

7. The number of students, among those who applied to transfer to ancther public
schoo! under the Title | public school choice provisions, who were actually offered the
opporiunity to trangfer by their LEAs, during the 2004-200% school year.

1452 Supplemental Educational Services

1. Pleage provide the number of Title | achools identified for improvement, cormective
action, and restructuring whose students received supplemental educational services
under zection 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005 school year.

2. Pleaze provide the number of students who received supplemental educational
services under section 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005 school year.

3. Please provide the number of students who were eligible 1o receive supplemental
educational services under section 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005 school year.
Optional Information:

If the State has the following data, the Department would be interested in knowing the
following:

4. The number of students who applisd to receive supplemental educational services
under zection 1116 of Title | during the 2004-2005 school year.
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1.5 TEACHER AND PARAPROFESIONAL QUALITY

1.51 Inthe following table, please provide data from the 2004-05 school year for
classes in the core academic subjects being taught by “highly qualified”
teachers (as the term iz defined in Section 9101(23) of the ESEA), in the
aggregate for all scheols and in “high-poverty” and “low-poverty” elementany
schools (as the terms are defined in Section 111 1(h){1 ) C){vii} of the ESEA).
Section 1111{h}1}C)vii) defines “high-poverty” schools as schools in the top
quartile of poverty in the State and “low-poverty” schools as achools in the
bottom guartile of poverly in the State. Additionally, please provide information
on classes being tauaht Iy highly qualified teachers by the elementary and
secondary school level.

Total
Mumber of | Mumber of Core | Percentage of Core

Core Academic Classes| Academic Classes
Academic | Taught by Highly | Taught by Highly
School Type Classes |Qualified Teachers| Qualified Teachers

All Schools in State

Elementary Level
High-Poverty
Schools
Low-Poverty Schools

All Elementary
Schools

Secondary Level
High-Poverty
Schools
Low-Poverty Schools

All Secondary
Schools

Definitionz and Instructions

What ars the core academic subjecis?
English, reading or language arts. mathematics, science, foreign
languages, civics and government, economics, arts, history, and
geography [Title X, Section 9101{11)]. While the statute includes the arts
in the core academic subjects, it does not specify which of the arts are
core academic subjects; therefore, States must make this determination.
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How is a teacher defined?

An indvidual who provides instruction in the core academic arsas to
kindergarien, grades 1 throuagh 12, or un-graded classes, or individuals who
teach in an environment other than & clagsroom setiing (and who maintain daily
student attendance records) [from MCES, CCD, 2001-02]

How is a class defined?
& class s a setling in which organized instruction of core academic course
content is provided to one or more students (including cross-age groupings) for
a given period of time. (A course may be offered to more than cne class).
Instruction, provided by one or more teachers or other staff members, may be
delivered in person or via a different medium. Classes that share space should
bie congidered as separate classes if they function as separate units for more
than 50 percent of the time [from MCES Mon-fizcal Dieta Handbook for Eary
Childhood, Elemnentary, and Secondary Education, 2003].

Should 6th, Tth, and 8" grade classes be reported in the elementary or secondary

category?
States ars rezponzible for determining whether the content taught at the middle
school level mests the competency requirements for elementary or secondary
instruction. Ses Question A-14 in the August 3, 2005, Non-Regulatory
Guidance for additional information. Report classes in arade 6 though 8
conzistent with how teachers have been dassified to determine their highly
qualified status, regardless if their schools are configured as elementary or
middle schools.

How showd States count feachers (including specialists or resowrce teachers) in
elementary classes?
States that count self-contained classrooms as one class should, to avoid owver-
representation, also count subject-arsa specialists (e.g., mathemalics or music
teachers) or resource teachers as teaching one class.

Cn the ather hand, States using a depatmentalized approach to instruction
where a self-contained classroom is counted multiple times (once for each
sukbject taught) should also count subject-area specialists or resource teachers
as teaching multiple classes.

How showld States count feachers in ssl-contfained multiple-subjsct secondary
classes?
Each core academic subject taught for which students are receiving credit
toward graduation should be counted in the numerator and the denominator.

30
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For example, if Englizh, calculus, history, and science are taught in a s=if-
contained classroom by the same teacher, count these as four classes in the
denominator. If the teacher is Hiahly Qualified in Enalish and history, helshe
would be counted as Highly Gualified in two of the four subjects in the
numerator.

1.5.2 For those classes in core academic subjects being taught by teachers who are
not highly qualified as reported in Question 1.5.1, estimate the percentages of
those claszes in the following categories (note: percentages should add to 100
percent of the classes taught by not highly qualified teachers).

Reason For Being Classified as Not Highly Qualified Percentage
1. Elementary school classes taught by certified general education
teachers who did not pass a subject-knowledge test or (if eligible)
have not demonstrated subject-matter competency through
HOUSSE
2. Elementary school classes taught by certified special education
teachers who did not pass a subject-knowledge test or have not
demonstrated subject-matter competency through HOUSSE

3. Elementary school clagses taught by teachers who are not fully
certified (and are not in an approved alternative route program)

4. Secondary school classes taught by certified general education
teachers who have not demonstrated subject-matter knowledge
in those subjects (e.g., out-of-field teachers)

5. Secondary school classes taught by certified special education
teachers who have not demonstrated subject-matter competency
in those subjects

6. Secondary school clagses taught by teachers who are not fully
certified (and are not in an approved alternative route program)

7. Other [please explain)

il
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1.53 Please report the State poverty quartile breaks for high- and low-povery
elzmentary and secondary schoolzs used in the table in Guestion 1.5.1.

High-Poverty Schools Low-Poverty Schools

Elementary Schools More than % Less than Yo

Powverty Metric Used

Secondary Schools More than % Less than Yo

Powverty Metric Used

Definitionz and Instructions

Howr are the poverly quariies defermined?
Separately rank order elementary and secondary schools from highest o lowest
an your pereent poverty measurs. Divide the list into 4 equal grouzs. Schoolz in
the first (highest group) are high-poverty schools. Schoolz in the last group
{lowest group) are the low-poverty schools. Generally, states use the
percentage of students who qualify for the free or reduced price lunch program
for this calculation.

Since the poverfy dafa are collected af the school and not classroom level, how do we
classily schools as either elementary or secondary for this purpose?
States may include as elementary schools all schools that serve children in

grades k-3 (including K-8 or K-12 schools) and would therefore include as
secondary schools those that exclusively serve children in grades 6 and higher.

32
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1.54 Paraprofessional Quality, NCLE defines a qualified paraprofessional as an
employes who provides instructional support ima program supparted by Title |,
Part A funds wiho has (1) completed two years of study af an institution of
higher education; (2) obtained an associate’s (or higher) degree; or (31 meta
rigorous standard of quality and be able fo demonsirate, through a formal State
or local academic assessment, knowledge of and the ability 1o assist in
instructing reading, writing, and mathematics (or, as appropriale, reading
readiness, writing readiness, and mathematics readiness) (Section 1119(c) and
{d).) For more information on qualified paraprofessionals, please refer o the
Title | paraprofessionals Guidance, available at:

In the following chart, please provide data from the 2004-2005 school year for
the percentage of Title | paraprofessionals (excluding those with sole dufies as
franslators and parental involvement assistants) who are qualifisd.

Percentage of
School Year Qualified Title |
Paraprofessionals

2004-2005 School Year

i3
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1.6 English Language Proficiency

1.6.1.1 English Language Proficiency (ELP) Standards

Has the State developed ELP standards (k-12) as required under Section 3113(b){2) and
are these ELP standards fully approved, adopted, or sanctioned by the State governing

body?

Developed Yes No

Approved, adopted, sanctioned Yes Na

Operationalized Yes No {e.g., Are standards being used by district

and school teachers?)

Please provide a detailed description of the State’s progress in establishing,
implementing, and operaticnalizing English Language Proficiency (ELP) standards for
raising the level of ELP, that are derived from the four domains of speaking, listening,
reading, and writing, and that are aligned with achievement of the challenging State
academic content and student academic achievemnent standards described in section
1111{b){1).

STATE RESPONSE

34
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1.61.2 Alignment of Standards

Pleaze grovide a detailed description of the State’'s progress for linkingfaligning the
State Englizh Proficiency Standards to the State academic content and student
academic achievement standardz in English language arsfreading and mathematics.

STATE RESPONSE
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1.6.2 English Language Proficiency (ELP) Assessments

1. The expectation for the full administration of the new or enhanced ELP
assessment(s) that are aligned with the State’s English language proficiency
(ELP) standards as required under Section 3113({b){2) is spring 2006. Please
indicate if the State has conducted any of the following:

* An independent alignment study
¢ Other evidence of alignment

2. Provide an updated description of the State’s progress in developing and

implementing the new or enhanced ELP assessments. Specifically describe how the
State ensures:

1.
2.

3.
4.

The annual assessment of all LEP students in the State in grades k-12;

The ELP assessment({s) which address the five domains of listening, speaking,
reading, writing, and comprehension;

ELP assessments are based on ELP standards;

Technical quality [validity, reliability, ete.)

STATE RESPOMSE

36
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1.6.3 English Language Proficiency Data

In the following tables, please provide Englizh language proficiency (ELP) data from the 2004-2005 school year test
adminisiration. The ELP data should be aggregated at the State level.

States may use the sample format below or ancther format to report the reguested information. The information following
the chart i= meant to explain what is being requested under each column.

1.6.3.1 English Language Proficiency (ELP) Assessment Data
2004-2005 Data for ALL LEP Students in the State
Taotal number
Total number of aﬂd . Taotal number and percentage of ALL students identified as LEP at each level of
percentage o . - i
Nameof ELP | ALLStudents | oy e oo English language proficiency
Assessment(s) | assessed for ELP identified as Murnber and Mumber and Murnber and Mumber and
LEP Percentage at Percentage at Percentage at Percentage at
Basic or Level Intermediate or Advanced or Level | Proficient or Level 4
1) ) 1 Lewvel 2 3
i b= i3 i4] (5] (il (7l
# g % # % % # % %
# # a # % % # % %

(1) In colurmn one, provide the name(s) of the Engsh Language Proficiency Assessment(s) used by the State.
12} In celumn two, provide the total numbser of all students assessed for limted English proficiency ("assessed” refers to the number of students
evaluated using State-selected ELP assessment(s)).
2} In colurmn three, provide the total number and percentage of all students identified as LEP by each State-selected ELP assessments)
(Maentified” refers fo the number of students deterrmined o be LEP on State-selecisd ELF assessments).
4-T} In columns four-seven, prowvide the total number and percentage of all students identified as LEP at each level of English language
proficiency as defined by State-selected ELP assessmeni(s]. The number (#) and percentage (3] of columns 4-7 should equats to the
number (#] and percentage (%) of all students identfied as limied English proficient in column 3.
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1.6.3.2

38

Data Reflecting the Most Common Languages Spoken in the State

2004-2005 Data of the Most Common
Languages Spoken by LEPs

Mumber and Percentage
of ALL LEF Students in
Language the State

%

e

ra

10.

n the above chart, liat the ten most commaonly spoken languages in your State.
ndicate the number and percentage of LEP studenis that speak each of the

languages listed

in table 1.6.4.1.
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1.6.3.3 English Language Proficiency (ELP) Asseszment Data
2004-2005 Data for LEP Students in the State Served under Title HlI
Total number and percentage of Title |1l students identified at each level of
English languags proficiency
Name of ELP Total number and Total number and
Assessments) percentiage of Mumber and perceniage of
51J.|dent§:ulzen'.|"|ed Mumber and Mumber and Mumber and Percentage at Title Il s
*351-: wha Percentage at | Percentage at Percentage at Proficient or N
particioated in Tite | oaci oe ) avel | Intermediate or | Advanesd or Level Lewvel 4 transitioned for 2
Il programs 1 Lavel 2 3 year monitoring
(1 (2 (3) (4) (5) (8) i7)
& £ 7 T # a # % # a # %
& £ 7 T # a # % # a # %
(1) In column one, provide the name of the English Language Proficiency Assessment usad by the State.

120 In column two,

program during the 2004-2005 school year,
{22} In colurmns three-sic, provide the toa! number and percentage of LEP students at each level of English language proficency who received
Titie Il sensices during the 2004-2005 schoo! year. The number (£) and percentage (%) of columns 3-8 shou'd equate to the number (#)
and percentage (%) of all students identdied as limded English proficient in colurn 2.
71 In column seven, provide the total number and percentage of LEP students who participated in a Title |ll language mstruction educational
program during the 2004-2005 school year and who wers fransitioned into a classroom net tailoned for LEP children and are no longer

receving senices under Titk 1.

prowide the total nurmiser and percentage of LEP students who participated i a Title 1l language mstruction educational
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1.6.4 Immigrant Children and Youth Data
Flease provide the following information reguired under Section 3111&:
1.64.1 Mumber of immigrant children and youth reporied in 2004-2005

1.64.2  MNumber of immigrant children and youth served in 2004-2005

1643 Mumber of subxgrants awarded to LEAs for immigrant children
and youth programs for 2004-2005

40
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1.6.5 Definition of Proficient

If the State has made changes since the last Consolidated State Performance Report
submission (for school year 2003-2004), please provide the State’s definition of
¥proficient” in English as defined by the State’s English language proficiency standards
and assessments under Section 3122({a){3). Please include the following in your
response:

1. The test score range or cut scores for each of the State’s ELP assessments;

2. A description of how the five domains of listening, speaking, reading, writing, and
comprehension are inconporated or weighted in the State’s definition of
“proficient” in English;

3. Other criteria used to determine attaining proficiency in English.

STATE RESPONSE
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1.6.6 Definition of Making Progress

If the State has made changes since the last Consolidated State Performance Report
submission (for school year 2003-2004), please provide the State’s definition of “making
progress” in learning English as defined by the State’s English language proficiency
standards and assessment{s) in Section 3122{a){3). Please include the following in your
response:

1. A description of the English language proficiency levels and any sub-levels as
defined by the State’'s English language proficiency standards and assessments;

2. A description of the criteria students must meet to progress from one proficiency
level to the next {e.g., narrative descriptions, cut scores, formaula, data from
multiple sources).

STATE RESPONSE
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1.6.7 Definition of Cohort

If the State has made changes since the last Conzolidated State Performance Report
submigsion (for school year 2003-2004), please provide the State's definition of
‘oohort” Include a description of the specific characteriglice of the cochort{z) in the
Slate, e.q., gradefgrade span or other characteristics.

STATE RESPOMNSE
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1.6.8  Information on the Acquisition of English Language Proficiency for ALL Limited

English Proficient Studenis in the State.

Flease provide information on the progress made by ALL LEP students in your State

in learning English and attaining English language proficiency.

Did your State apply the Title (Il English language proficiency annual measurable
achievemnent objectives (AMACs) fo ALL LEP students in the State?

If yes, yvou may use the format provided below to regort the reqguested information.

Yes

M

2004-2005 School Year

Percent and Number of | Percent and Number of
ALL LEP Students in the | ALL LEP Students in the
Englizh Language State Who Made Progress|  State Who Attained
Proficiency in Leaming English Englizh Proficiency
Projected Projected
AMAD AMAD
Target Actual Target Actual

% # % #

% # % #

If no, pleaze describe the different evaluation mechanism used by the State o measure

ixoth the progress of ALL LEP students in leaming English and in attaining English
lamguage proficiency and provide the data from that evaluation.

129



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

OMBE MO, 1810-0814

1.69  Annual Measurabls Achievemnent Chjectives (AMADSs) for English Languags
Proficiency for Title 11l Participants

Flease provide the State's progress in meeting performance targets/annual meazurable
achievernent objectives in LEAs served by Title 11

States may use the sample format below or ancther format to regort the requesied

information.
. Percent and Mumber of .
Title Il LEP Students in | Percent and Mumber of
the State Who Made Title Il LEP Students in
Englizh Language Progress in Learning thie State Who Attained
Proficiency English Englizh Proficiency
Projected Projected
ANAC Actual ANAC Actual
Target Target

2004-2005 School Wear % # % # % # % #

1.610 Please provide the following data on Title 11l Programs for the 2004-2005
School Year

Number:

Mumber of Title Il subgrantees

Mumber of Title 1l subgrantzes that met all threes
components of Title 11l annual measurakle
achievement objectives {making progress, attainment,
and AYP)

Mumber of Title 1l subgrantees that did not me=t all
three components of Title 11l annual measurable
achievement ochjectives
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1.611 O the following tables for 2004-05, please provide data regarding the
academic achievement of monitored LEP students who transitioned into
clazsrooms not designated for LEP students and whe are no longer receiving
services under Title 11l Please provide data only for those students who
transitioned in 2004-2005 school year.

1.6.11.1 Number and percent of former Title Il served, monitored LEP students scoring
at the proficient and advanced levels on the State reading l[anguage artz
assessments

Grade/Grade
Span Students Proficient & Advanced

# %

| R

o = | R | in

H.5.

1.6.11.2  Mumber and percent of former Title 1l served, monitored LEP students
scoring at the proficient and advanced levels on the State mathematics
assessments

Grade/Grade
Span Students Proficient & Advanced

# %

R ]

=0 I R = |

46
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1.7 Persistently Dangerous Schools

In the following chart, please provide data for the number of schools identified as
peraistently dangerous as determined by the State by the start of the 2005-2006 school
wear. For further guidance on persistently dangerous schools, please refer to the Unsafe
School Choice Option Non-Regulatory Guidance, available at-

Number of Persistently
Dian s Schools

2005-20058 School Year

47
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1.8  Graduation and Dropout Rates

1.81 Graduation Rates

Section 200,19 of the Title | regulations issued under the Mo Child Left Behind Act on
December 2, 2002, defines graduation rate o mean:

=  The percentage of studentz, measured from the beginming of high schocl, who
graduate from public high school with a regular diploma (not including a GED or any
other diploma not fully aligned with the State’s academic standards) in the standard
numker of years; or,

= Another more accurate definition developed by the State and approved by the
Secretary in the State plan that more accurately measures the rate of students who
graduate from high school with & regular diploma; and

= Ayvoids counting & dropout s a tranafer.

1. The Secretary approved each State's definition of the graduation rate, consistent with
section 200,19 of the Title | regulations, as part of each State’s accountability plan.
Uzing the definition of the graduation rate that was approved as part of your State's
accountability plan, in the following chart please provide graduation rate data for the
2003-2004 school year.

2. For those States that are regorting transitional graduation rate data and are working
to put into place data collection aystems that will allow the State to caleulats the
graduation rate in accordance with Section 20012 for all the required subgroups,
please provide a detailed progress report on the status of those efforts.

High School Graduates Graduation Rate
03-04
Student Group Schood Year
|4l Students

|American Indian/Alaska Mative
|4 sianPacific Islander

Black, non-Hispanic
Hispanic

Whitz, non-Hispanic
Students with Disabilities
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged
Migrant

Malz

Female

Additional racialethnic groups or combinations of racialiethnic groups may be reporied that are consistent
with the major racialiethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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1.8.2 Dropout Rate

For purposes of calculating and reporiing a dropout rate for this performancs indicator,
States should uze the annual event school drogout rate for students leaving a school in
a single year determined in accordance with the National Center for Education
Statistics” (MCES) Common Core of Data.

Congistent with thiz requirement, States must use NCES’ definition of “high school
dropout,” &n individual who: 1) was enrolled in school at some time during the previous
school year, and 2) was not enrolled at the beginning of the cumrent school year, and 3)
has not graduated from high school or completed a state- or district-approved
educational program; and £) does not meet any of the following exclusionary conditions:
a) tranzsfer 1o another public school district, privats school, or state- or district approved
educational program (including comectional or health facility programs); b) temgporany
absence due to suspension or school-excused iliness; or o) death.

In the following chart, please provide data for the 2003-200 school year for the
percentage of students who drop out of high school, disaggregated by race, ethnicity,
gender, dizability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically
disadvantaged.

Dropouts Dropout Rate
03-04
Stwdent Group School Year

|4l Students

lAmerican Indian/Alaska Mative
|Asian'Pacific Islander

Black, mon-Hispanic
Hispanic

Nhite, non-Hispanic
Students with Disabilites
Limited English Proficient
Economically Disadvantaged
Migrant

Male

Female

Aaditional racaliethnic groups or combinations of racial'ethnic grouss may be reported that are consistent
with the major racialethnic categories that you use under NCLB.
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CONSOLIDATED STATE PERFORMANCE REPORT: PART Il

For reporting on

School Year 2004-2005

No Child

LEFT BEHIND

PART Il DUE APRIL 14, 2006

50
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21  IMPROVING BASIC PROGRAMS OPERATED BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCIES (TITLE |, PART A)

241 Student Achievement and High-Poverty Schools

2.1.1.1 Please provide the number of public schools with poverty rates of 40% or greater
reporing an increase in the number of students perfiorming at the proficient or advanced
levels of student achievement in reading/language arts as measured by State
assessments administered in the 2004-2008 school year as comparsd fo assessments
administered in the 2003-2004 school year.

2.1.1.2 Please provide the number of public schools with poverty rates of 40% or greater
reporting an increase in the number of students performing at the proficient or advanced

levels of student achievement in mathematics as measuraed by Statz assessmenis
administerad in the 2004-2008 school year as compared o assessments administered in

the 2003-2004 school year.

24.2 Title |, Part A Schools by Type of Program

For the 2004-2005 school year, please provide the following:
2.1.21 Total Mumber of Tile | schools in the State
2.1.2.2 Total Mumber of Title | Targeted Assistance Schools in the State

2.1.2.3 Total Mumber of Title | Schoolwide Program Schools in the State

51
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213 Title I, Part A Student Participation

Student Participation in Title |, Part A by Special ServicesiPrograms and RaciallEthnic
Groups

In the following tables, please provide the wunduplicated number of children participating
in Title |, Part & in the State by special services/programs and racial’ethnic groups
during the 2004-2005 school year. Count & child only cnee {unduplicatsd count) in each
category even if the child pariicipated during more than one term or in more than one
school or district in the State during the reporting penod. Include students in both Title |
schoolwide and targeted assistance programs.

21311 Student Participation in Title |, A by Special Services or Programs
2004-2005 School Year

Mumber of Students Served

Students with Disabilities
Limited English Proficient

Homeless

Migrant

2.1.3.1.2 Student Participation in Title I, A by Racial or Ethnic Group 2004-
2005 School Year

Mumber of Siudents Served

Arnerican Indian/Alazkan MNatve

Agian/Pacific |slander

Black, non-Hispanic

Hizpanic

YWhite, non-Hispanic

Additional racial/ethnic groups or combinations of racialiethnic groups may be reported that are consistent
with the major racialiethnic categories that you use under NCLE.
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21.3.2 Student Participation in Title |, Part & by Grade Level

Tite |, Part A student participation counts by grade and by public, private and local
neglected should be reported as wunduplicated counts. Pleaze enter the number of
participants by grads in Title | public targeted assistance programs (TAS), Title
schoolwide programs (SWP), private school students paricipating in Title | programs,
and studeniz served in Part A local neglected programs during the 2004-2005 school
year.

Student Participation in Title |, Part A by Grade Level 2004-2005 School Year

Public Public Local Percent
TAS SWP Private | Neglected Total of Total

Age 0-2
Age 3-5

== eI = ST I O B L

= | W
=

[y
"y

12
Ungraded
TOTALS
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2.1.3.3 Student Participation in Title |, Part A Targeted Assistance Programs
by Instructional and Support Services - 2004-2005 School Year

In the following chart, please provide the number of students receiving instructional and
support services funded by Title |, A in targeted assistance (TAS) programs during the
2004-2005 school year.

Instructional Services
Mumiber of Students Served

Mathematics
Reading/Language Ars
Science

Social Studies
Vocational/Career
Other (specify)

Support Services
Health, Dental, and Eye Care
Supporting Guidance! Advocacy
Other (specify)

2.1.4 Staff Information for Title I, Part A Targeted Assistance Programs -
2004-2005 School Year

In the following chart, please provide the number of full-time equivalent (FTE) staff
funded through Title |, A targeted assistance (TAS) programs during the 2004-2005
school year by job category. For adminisirators and supervizorz who service both
targeted assistance and schoolwide programs, report the FTE afiributable to their TAS
duties only.

Number of Title | Targeted

Assistance Program FTE
Staff
Administrators {non-clerical )
Teachers
Teacher Aides
Support Staff (clencal and non-clerical )
Cther (specify)

34
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2.2 WILLIAM F. GOODLING EVEN START FAMILY LITERACY PROGRAMS
(TITLE I, PART B, SUBPART 3)

2.21 Subgrants and Even Start Program Participants

For the 2004-2005 school vear, please provide the following information:

2.21.1  Federally Funded Even Start Subgrants in the State
1. Mumber of federally funded Even Start subgrants in the State
2.21.2 Even Start Families Participating During the Year
{“Pariicipating” means participating in all required core senices and following any
period of preparation.)
1. Total number of families participating

2. Total number of adulis paricipating
{(“Adultz” includes teen parents.)

3. Total number of aduliz padicipating who are imited Englizh proficient

4. Total number of children participating

2.21.3 Characteristics of newly enrolled families at the time of enrollment
(& newly enrolled family means a family who is enrclled for the first ime in Even
Start at any time during the vear.)

1. Humber of newly enrolled familiss
2. Murnber of newly enrolled adult sarticipants

3. Percent of newly enrclled families at or below the
Federal poverty level

4. Percent of newly enrclled adult participants without a
high school diploma or GED

1]

. Percent of newly enrolled adult participants who have
nt gone beyond the Sth grade
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2214 Percent of families that have remained in the program
{Inciude families that are newly enrclled and those that are continuing.)

1. From 0 1o 3 months
2. From 4 t0 6 months
3. From 7 1o 12 months

4. More than 12 months

56
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2.2.2 Federal Even Start Performance Indicators

Using the format of the table below, describe the Stale’s progress in meeting the federal perfomances indictors listed for
Even Start participants in your State. States should report data if local projects are using the indicated measures and the

state collects the data.

Measure Corhort Result
Measurement fool MNumber of MNumber of
uzed fo aesess paricipants to participants who
progress for whom the indicator met the
Indicator indicator applies achisvement goa! Explanation of Progress

1. Percentage if adults TABE: TABE: TABE TABE:
showing significant
£3aming gans on
measures of reading CASAS: CASAS: CASAS: CASAS:
2. Percentage of LEF TABE: TABE: TABE TABE:
adults showng significant
£aming gans on
measures of English
anguage acquisition CASAS CABAS: CASAS: CASAS

3. Percentage of school
age adults wha earn a high
school diploma or GED

*Pleasze indicate
diploma or GED.

"Please ndicate
diploma or GED.

"Please indicate
diploma or GED

"Please indicate diploma or GED.

4. Percentage of non-
school age adults who
eam a high school diploma
or GED

*Please indcate
diploma or GED.

'Please ndicate
diplemna or GED.

"Please indicate
diploma or GED

*Please indicate diploma or GED.

5. Percentage of chidren
entering kindergarien whao
arz achiewing significant
E3ming gans on
measures of l[anguage
development

Peabody Picture
Vocabulary Test
[FPVT) receptive

Peabody Picture
Wiocabulary Test
(PPVT) receptve:

Peabody Pichure
Wocabulary Test
(PPVT) receptive:

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test
(FPVT) receptive

57
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Measure Cohort Result
Meazurement fool Number of Numiber of
uzed fo assess paricipants to participants who
progress for whom the indicator mef the
Indicator indicator applies achievemsnt goal Explanation of Progress

@. The average number of | PAL Pre-K PAL Prek PAL Pre-K AL Pre-K

ethers chidren can identify | Upper Case Letter Upper Case Letter Upper Case Letter Upper Case Letter Naming Subtask

measured by the PALS Namng Subtask Maming Subtask: MNarning
Subtask

Pre-K Uppercase Lefier
WNaming Sulbiask

7. Percentage of school-
aged children who are
reading on grade leve!

Flease indicate

Pleass indicate

Please ndcate

Flease indicate sounce.

source sounce. SOUrCE.
8. Percentage of parents Parent Education Parent Education Parent Education Parznt Education Profe (PEP)
Profie (PEP) Praofile (PEF)

who show mprovemsnt on
measures of parenal
suppart for children’s
=aming in the home,
school environment, and
through interactive
=aming actvities

Predile (FEF)

58
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23 EDUCATION OF MIGRATORY CHILDREN (TITLE I, PART C)

Plzase complete the following tables for the Title |, Part C, Migrant Education
Program.

General Data Reporting Information

1. The tables in this section contain annual performance report reguirements for the
Title 1, Part C, Migrant Education Program (MEF) for reporiing year 2004-2005.

2. Insfructions for each table ars provided just before the table.
Table 2.3.1.1  Population Data

Instructions: Table 2.3.1.1 {on the next page) requires you to report the statewide wndupdicated
number of eligible migrant childran by agelgrade according to several descriptive categories.
Include anly eligibie migrant children in the cells in this table. Within each row, count a child
only once statewide (unduplicated count). Include children who changed ages (e.g., from 2
years to 3 years of age) or grades during the 2004-2005 reporting period in only the higher
age/grade cell. For example, a child who turms three during the reporting year would only be
counted in the Ages 2 — 5 cell. In 3l zcases, the Towd is the sum of the cells in a row.
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2314 Population Data
un-
Ages | Ages grad- | Cut-al-
02 ] 35| K 1 2 3] 4 5 [] 7 E 9 ]10] 91112 ]| ed |school] Tols

1. ELIGIBELE MIGRANT CHILDREN
ansigranchidrenBiginleforchemer | [ T T T T T T T T T T T 1T 1T T T 1

2. PRIORITY FOR SERVICES
All Migran: Children Eligible for MEP
classified as having “Priority for
Services”

3. LIMITED EMGLISH PROFICIENT (LEFP)

Migrant Children who are LEP - [ | | ] | [ | | ] | [ | | [ [ [

4. CHILDREMN ENROLLED IN SPECIAL EDUCATON

Migrant Children Enrolled in Special
Education
5. MOBILITY

1. Migrant Children with a Last Qualifying
Mowe within 12 Months (Counting back
from the Last Day of the Reporting
Period)

2. Migrant Children with a Last Qualifying
Move within Previous 13 — 24 Months
[Counting back from the Last Day of the
Feporting Period)

3. Migrant Children with a Last Qualifying
Move within Previous 25 — 38 Months
[Counting back from the Last Day of the
Feporting Period)

4. Migrant Children with any Qualifying
Mewve within 2 Rlegular School Year
[Count any Qualifying Mowve within the
Pravious 38 Months: counting back from
the Last Day of the Reporting Period)

al
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2.3.1.2 Academic Status

Instructions: Table 2.2.1.2 asks for the statewide wnduplicafed number of eligible migrant children by agelgrade
according to several descriptive categones. Include only eligible migrant children in the cells in this table. Within each
row, count & child only once statewide (unduplicated count).

Includs children who changed grades during the 2004-2005 reporting pericd in only the higher agefgrade cell. In all cazes, the
Total is the sum of the cellz in a row

Un- | Out-
Apes|Ages orad-| of-
D2l3s|K]1]J2]3]4[s]e|[7f{e e fwmfnn)12]ed |schoclTotal

1. HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION -- {Mote: Data on the high school completion rate and school dropout rate has been collected
through Part | of the Consolidated State Perfformance Report.)

1. Dropped out of school |
2. Obtained GED |

2. ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT -- (Mote: The resulis of state assessments in mathematics and reading/language aris are collected
in Part | of the Consolidated State Performance Report. However, information on the number of eligible migrant siudents wha
paricipated in the state assessment will be collected below.)

Murnber of Migrant Students Enrolled
Dwring State Testing Window (State
1. Assessment — Reading/Language Arts)
Mumber of Migrant Students Tested in
Reading/Languagse Arts [State
2. Assessment)
Murmber of Migrant Students Enrolled
Dwring State Testing Window (State
3. Assessment — Mathematics)
Mumber of Migrant Students Tested in
4. Mathematics [State Assessment)

61
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231341 MEFP Participation — Regular School Year

Table 2.3.1.3.7 {on the next page) asks for the statewide, unduplcafed number of children who were served by the MEF in the regular
school year by age’grade according to several descriptive categories. Include children who changed ages., e.g.. from 2 years to 3
years of age, or grades during the 2004-2005 reporting pericd in only the higher age/grade cell. Within each row, count a child anly
once statewide (unduplicated count). In all cases, the fotal is the sum of the cells in a row.

Participation information is required for children who received instructional or support services funded in whaole or in pant with MER

funds. DO NOT count migrant children served through a schoolwide pregram (SWP) where MEP funds were combined, in any row
of this table.

Count only those children who were acfually sernved; do nof count unsened children. Include in thiz fable all children who received a
MEP-funded zervice, even those children confinuing fo repeive services in the year after their eligibilifty ended, and thoze children
previously efigible In zecondary school and receiving credit-socrual senices.

Served in a Regular School Year Project. Enter the number of children who participated in MEP-funded instructional or supportive
senvice only. 0O NOT include children who were served only by a “referred” service. Count a child only once statewide by

age'grade in row 1 if he'she received any type of MEP-funded instructional or supportive service. Do not count the number of times
an individual child recefved an instructional intervention.

Continuation of Services. In row 3. report only the numbers of children served under Sections 1304 (e) (2) - (3). Do not report in
row 3 the children served in Sections 1304 (g) (1), children whose eligibility expired during the regular school year.

Instructionsl Services. For each listed instructional service, enter the number of children who paricipated in MEP-funded services.
Count & child only once statewide by age/grade in row 4 if he'she received any type of MEP-funded instructional service (regardless
whether provided by a teacher or paraprofessional). Count each child only once statewide in row 5. once in row 8, and once inrow 7
if heishe received the MEP-funded instruction {and provided by a teacher) in the subject area noted. Do not count the number of
timas an individual child receved an instructional intervention.

Support Services. For each listed support service, enter the number of children who participated in MEP-funded services. Counta
child aonly cnee statewide by age/grade in row 8 if halshe received any type of MEP-funded supportive service. Count a child only
once siatewide in row 2 if ha'she received the specific MEP supporive senvice noted (Le., do not count the number of service
interventions per child).

Beferred Senvices. Count a child only once statewide by ageigrade im row 10 f ha'she received a referred service. This is MOT a
count of the referrals themsealves, but instead represents the number of children who are placed in an educational or educationally-

related service funded by another non-MEP program/organization that they would not have otherwise obtained without the efforts of
MEF funds. (Do not count the number of service internventions per chikd).
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2.3.1.31 MEP Participation — Regular School Year

Ages|Ages
0-2]35[ K1

[ =]

uin-

gracd-

Court-

e

Total

|PARTICIPATION—REGULAR SCHOOL YEAR

1. Served in MEP (with an MEP-funded
nstructional or Supportive Service COnly --
do not include children served in a SWF
winere MEF funds are combined)

2. Prigrity for Service

3. Continuation of Service

4, Any Imstructional Service

5. Reading Instruction

g. Mathematics Instruction
5. Any Support Service

B Counseling Service

10. Any Referred Service

63
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23132 MEFP Participation —Summer/Intersession Term

Imstructions Table 2.3.1.3.2 (on the next page) asks for the statewide unduplicated number of children whao were served by the MEP
in a summer or intersession term by ageigrades according to several descriptive categories. Include children who changed ages, e.g..
from 2 years to 3 years of age in only in the higher age cell. Count summerintersession swdents in the appropnate grade based on
the promotion date definition used in your state. Within each row, count a child only once statewide (unduplicafed count). In all
cases, the Total is the sum of the cells in a row.

Participation information is required for children who received instructional or support services funded in whaole or in part
with MEP funds.

Count only those children who wers actually served; do not count unserved children. Include in thiz takie all children who
received a MEP fundsd service, even children continuing to receive services in the year after their eligibility ended, and
thoze children previougly eligible in 2econdary school and receiving credit-accrual services.

i Enter the mumber of children who participated in MEP-funded instructional or
supportive service only. DO NOT incdude children who were served only by a “referred” service. Count a child only once statewide
by age/grade in row 1 if he/she received any type of MEP-funded instructional or supportive service. Do not count the number of
times an individual child receved an instructional intervention.

Continuation of Services. In row 3, report only the numbers of children served under Sections 1304 (&) (2) - (3). Do not report in
row 2 the children served in Sections 1304 (g) (1). children whose eligibilty expired during the summer term.

Instructional Services. For each listed instructional service, enter the number of children who paricipated in MEP-funded services.
Count & child only once statewide by age/grade in row 4 if he'she received any type of MEP-funded instructional service (regardless
whether provided by a teacher or paraprofessional). Count each child only once statewide in row 5. once in row 8, and once inrow 7
if heishe received the MEP-funded instruction {and provided by a teacher) in the subject area noted. Do not count the number of
times an individual child received an instructional intervention.

Support Services. For each listed support service, enter the number of children who participated in MEP-funded services. Counta
child aonly cnee statewide by age/grade in row 8 if halshe received any type of MEP-funded supportive service. Count a child only
ance siatewids in row 2 if ha'she received the specific MEP supporive service noted (Le., do not count the number of service
interventions per child).

Beferred Sendges. Count a child only once statewide by ageigrade im row 10 f ha'she received a referred service. This is MOT a
count of the referrals themselves, but instead represents the number of children who are placed in an educational or educationally-
related senvice funded by another non-MEFP program/organization that they would not have othenwise obtained without the efforts of
MER funds (i.e., do not count the number of service interventions per child).
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2.3.1.3.2 MEP Participation —Summer/intersession Term

Ages|Ages
0-2 ] 3-8

Un- | Out-
grad-| of-
=d |schood Tots!

PARTICIPATION—SUMMER TERM OR INTERSESSION

1. Served in MEP Summer or Intersession
Project (with an Instructional or Supportive
Service Only)

2. Priority for Service

3. Continuation of Service

4, Any Imstructional Service

5. Reading Instruction

g. Mathematics Instruction
5. Any Support Service

B Counseling Service

10. Any Referred Service

63

150



\

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

OMB MO, 1810-0814

2314 SCHOOL DATA

Takle 2.2.1.4 asks for information on the numbser of schools and number of eligible
migrant children who were enrolled in those schools.

n the first column of Table 2.2.1.4, enter the number of schools that enrcll sligibls
migrant children during the regular school year. Schools include pultlic 2chools,
alternative schools, and private schocls (that serve school-age children, e, grades K-
12). In the second column, enter the number of eligibie migrant children who were
enrclled in theze schools. In the second column, since more than one school ina
State may enrll the same migrant child, the count of eligible children enrolled will be
duplicated statewids

NUMBER OF
NUMBER OF MIGRAMT CHILDREM
2.3.1.4. STUDENT ENROLLMENT SCHOOLS ENROLLED
1. Schools Enrolling Migrant Children a. b.
(2. Schools in Which MEP Funds are Combined a. b.
in SWP

2315 MEP Project Data
2.3.1.81 Type Of MEP Project

Enter the number of projects that are funded in whole or in part with MEF funds. A
MEP project is the entity that receives MEP funds {by a subgrant from the State or
through an intermediate entity that receives the subgrant) and provides services
directly to the migrant child. 0O MOT include schoolwide programs in which MEP
were combined in any row of this fable.

NUMBER OF
NUMBER OF MEFP MIGRANT CHILDREN
2.3.1.51. TYPE OF MEF PROJECT PROJECTS EMRZLLED

. MEF Projects: Regular School Year (Al
MEP Services Provided During the
Schoaol Day Only) a b.

2. MEF Projects: Regular School Year

{Some or All MEP Services Provided
Dwring an Extended DayWeek) a b.

3. MEP Projects: Summern/Intersession

Only a b.

4. MEFP Projects: Year Riound (All MEFP

Services Provided throughout the
Regular School Year and
Summer/intersession Terms) a b.
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23152 KEY MEP PERSOMNEL

For 2ach school term, enter both the actual numler and ful-fime-sguivalent number of staff that are paid by the MEP.
Report both the actual number and FTE number by job classification. For actual numibxers, enter the total number of
individuals who were employed in the appropriale job classification, regardless of the percentage of time the person was
employed. For the FTE number, define how many full-time days constitute one FTE for each term in your state. (For
example, one regular term FTE may equal 130 full-fime (& hour) work days, ons summer term FTE may equal 30 full-time
work days, and cne infersession FTE may equal 45 full-time work days 2plit between three 15-day non-contiguous blocks
throughout the year.) Uss only the percentage of an FTE paid by the MEP in calculating the total FTE numbers to be
reported below for sach job classification.

DO NOT include staf employed in schoolwide programs where MEP funds are combined with those of other programs.

FTE IN

23152 KEY MEF PERSONNEL

NUMEBER OF MEP
FUNDED STAFF IN
REGULAR
SCHOOL YEAR

[an

FTE IN REGULAR
SCHOOL YEAR
1FTE =

Days

b}

NUMBER OF MEP
FUNDED STAFF IN
SUMMER-TERM!
NTERSESSION

SUMMER-TERM!
NTERSESSION
1FTE =
Days

(c} (d}

1. State Dirsctor

2. Teachers

3. Counsslors

4. Al Paraprofessionals

A “Cualified” Paraprofessionals
6. Recruiters

7. Records Transfer Staff
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24 PREVENTION AND INTERVENTION PROGRAMS FOR CHILDREN AND
¥OUTH WHO ARE MEGLECTED, DELINQUENT, OR AT RISK (TITLE I, PART
D, SUBPARTS 1 AND 2)

2,41 General Data Reporting Form — Subpart 1

The tables in this gection contain annual performance report requirements for the Title |,

Part O, Subpart 1, M or D Education Program for achool year 2004-2005, defined as
July 1, 2004, through June 30, 2005

General Instructions for Title |, Part D, Subpart 1 Tables:
Specific instructions are provided before sach fable.
Far items that request information on the number of facilities/programs, report
only on facilities or programs that received Title |, Part D, Subpart 1 funding
during the reporting year.
For items that request information on the number of students, report only on,
neglected or delinguent students who received Title |, Part D, Subpart 1 services
during the reporting year.
Do not leave any cells blank. [f you do not have data available for the

requested information, or if the reguested information does not apply, please
enter “NA."
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Instructions: State Agency Title |, Part D, Facilities and Students

Include the aggregate number of facilities/programs andfor students for all State
Agencies that received Title |, Par D, Subpart 1 funds. If no data are available for the
requesied information, enter “HA."

In the first column, regort the number of facilities/programs that received Title |, Part O,
Subxpart 1 funding. Indicate the total number of faciliies/programs by type, including
neglecied programs, detention facilities, juvenile correction facilities, and adult
comecticn centers.

In the second column, indicate the duplicated number of neglected or delinguent
students who were admitted to each type of facility/program. A duplicated count is one
that counts students mors than once if they were admitted fo a facility or program
multiple imes in the reporting vear.

In the third column, enter the average length of stay {in days) for students in each type
of facility'program. The average should include multiple visits for students who entersd
a facility or program more than once during the reporting vear.

In the fourth column, indicate the unduplicated number of students who were admitted
to each type of facility’program. An unduglicated count is one that counts students anly
once, even if they were admitted to a facility or program multiple times within the
reparting year.

Mote: Throughout Table |, count facilites based on how the facility/program was
clazsified for funding purposes. If a facility served as a mulipurpose institution (2.g., a
facility that served as both a correcions and a neglected facility) and received funding
for both areas, then count the facility under both categeries in Table | and enter how
many facilitieg were double-counted in itern 3. If a facility was multipurpose, but
received Title |, Part D, Subpart 1 funds for only one area, count it only once.
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2411 State Agency Title I, Part D, Facilities
Number of Number of
Number of MorD Average NorD
facilities/ students length of students
Facility/Program type programs {Duplicated) | stay (days) | (Unduplicated)

1. Heglected Programs

2. Delinguent (Total) A

2.1. Juvenile Detention

2.2 Juvenile
Corrections

2.3. Adult Corrections

3. Mumber of faciliies that served more than one purposs:

2.41.2 Student Demographics

Report demographic data on neglecied or delinguent students who wers served under
Title |, Part D, Subpar 1. Report the number of students by racefethnicity, gender, and
age. If no data are available for the requested information, enfer “HA"

| Numberin | Numberin | Numberin | Number in
neglectad juvenile juwenile adult
programs detention correction correction

All Students
RACE/ETHHICITY
American Indian or Mative
Alazkan

Asian or Pacific Islander
Black, non-Hispanic
Hispanic

White, non-Hispanic
Gender

Male

Femals

Age

510 years ald

11-15 years old

18-18 years old

18 years and older
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Instructions: Academic/Vocational Outcomes

The numiter of facilites or programs with specific academic offerings, and the numbers
of students who attained specific academic or vocational cutcomes. The reporied
numkers should represent unduslicated counts of students; report only information on a
student's most recent enrcliment (e.g. do not double-count a student that eamed credits
on two separate enrollments). However, students may be counted in more than cne
outcome category within the same enrollment period (e.g., retumed to school and
earmed high school credits). As the table indicates, combine reporting numbers for
juvenile corrections and detention facilities. If no data are available for the requested
information, enter “MNa_"

For Section 1 of thiz table items 1-3, report the numiber of neglected programs, juvenile
comeciions and detention facilties, and adult comaction facilities that received Title |,
Part D, Subpart 1 funds and awarded at least one high school course credit, one high
school digloma, andior one GED within the reporting vear.

For Section 2.1 of this takle, tems 1 and 2, enter the number of students who attained
the following academic cutcomes during their fime in the facilityprogram: eamed high
school course cradits andior were enrclled in a GED program. Report the numbers by
program type (e.g., Meglected, Juvenile Comections andfor Detention, or Adult
Commactions).

For Section 2.1 of this table, items 3-7, enter the number of students who attained the
following academic cutcomes whils in a faciliy/brogram OR within 30 days affer exif:
enrolled in & digtrict school, earned a GED, obtained a high school diploma, were
accepted into postzecondary education, andfor enrclled in post-secondary education.
Report the numbers |y program type (e.g., Neglected, Juvenile Comeclions andior
Detention, or Adult Comsctions).

For Section 2.2 of thiz table, it2m 1, enter the number of students who attained the
following vocational outcome during thelr fime in a facilityiorogram:. enrolled in elective
jobs training courses. Report the numbers by program type (2.g., Neglected, Juvenile
Carrections and'or Detention, or Adult Corrections).

For Section 2.2 of this table, items 2 and 3, enter the number of students who attained
the following vocaticnal outcomes while in a facilityprogram OR within 30 days affer
sxif enrclled in external job fraining education, andfor obtained employment. Report
the numbers by program type (2.g., Meglecied, Juvenile Comeclicnz and/or Detention,
or Adult Corrections).
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2.4.1.3 Academic/Vocational Outcomes

Number of Facilities/Programs
Murmber of Juvenile MNumber of Adult
n ) Mumiber of Neglected Carrections Comections
1. Facility Academic Programs andior Detention Faciliies Facilities
Offerings (a) &) i)
1. Awarded high school
course credi(s)
2. Awarded high schoal
diplomals)
3. Awarded GED(s)
Number of Students
. Mumber in
2. Academic & Murmbser in Juvenile Corrections MNumber in
Vecational Outcomes Meglected Programs andfor Detention Adult Correcficns
1. Academic

While in the facility, the number of students who..

1. Earned high school
course credits

Z. Were enrolled in a GED
program

While in the facility or within 30 calendar days after exit. the number of students who...

3. Enrolled in their local
district school

4. Eamed a GED

5. Obwained high schoaol
diploma

&. Were accepied into
post-secondary education

7. Enralled in post-
secondary education

2. Vocational

While in the facility, the number of students who..

1. Enrglled in elective job
fraining courses/programs

While in the facility or within 30 calendar days after exit, the number of students who._..

2. Enralled in external job
training education

3. Obtained employment
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Instructions: Academic Performance Tables

Report the number of long-term Title |, Part O, Subpart 1 students in neglected
programs, juvenile carectiona/detention, or adult comections who participated in pre-
and post-testing in reading and math. Long-term refers to students who were
incarcerated for at least 90 consecutive calendar days from July 1, 2004, to June 30,
2005.

The regorted numbers should represent unduplicated counts of students; report only
information on a student's most recent testing data. Count each student in only one
lemgth of stay category. For each length of stay category, report the data by the
following facility or program type: students in neglected programs (M), studeniz in
juvenile corrections or detention (JC), and students in adult comections (AC). As the
table indicates, combine regorting numlbers for juvenile commections and detention
facilitiez. If no data are available for the requesied information, enter “NA"

For item 1, enter the numier of students who were in placement during the reporting
year for either 30-17% days, 180-270 days, or more than 270 days, by type of facility/
program.

For item 2, enter the numier of students reported in item 1 who tested below grade
level when they enterad the facility or program.

For item 3, enter the number of students reported in item 1 who have data available for
both the pre and the post teat exams.

For items 4-8, indicate the number of students reporied in item 2 who showed either
negative change, no changs, up to ¥: grads level change, up to one grade level change,
or more than one grade level change on the pre-post test exam.  Students reported in
item 3 should not appear in more the one of these change categories
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Performance Data
[Based on most recent
pre/post-test data)

Academic Performance in Reading

Mumber of long-term students

In placement for In placement for In placement for
0173 180-270 mare than 270
consecutive consecutive consecutive
calendar days calendar days calendar days
N JC AC N JC AC N JC | AC

1. # students who were in
placement from July 1,
2004, to June 30, 2005 {in
each length-of-stay
category)

2. # students from row 1 who
tested below grade level
upion eniry.

(5]

. # students from row 1 who
took both the pre- and
past-test reading exams

4. # students from row 3 who

showed negalive grade
lewel change from the pre-
to post-test reading exams

n

. # studenis from row 3 who
showed no change in
grade level from the pre- o
past-test reading exams

(=]

. # students from row 3 who
showed improvement of up
fo 172 grade lewel from the
pre- o post-test reading
EXAMS

=l

. # students from row 2 who
showed improvemsn? of up
to one full grade level from
the pre- fo post-test
reading exams

8. # students from row 3 who

showed improvement of

mare than one full grads
lewel from the pre- fo post-

test reading exams
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2.4.1.5

Performance Data
(Based on most recent
prefpost-test data)

Academic Performance in Math

| Number of long-term students

In placement for In placement for In placement for
90179 1B0-270 more than 270
consecutive consecutive consecutive
calendar days calendar days calendar days
N JC AC N JC AC N JC | AC

1. # students who were in
placement from July 1.
21004, to June 30, 2005 (in
each length-of-stay
category)

2. # students from row 1 whao
tested below grade level
upon entry.

3. # students from row 1 who
took both the pre- and
post-test math exams

4. # students from row 3 wiho
showed pegative grade
level change from the pre-
to posi-lest math exams

5. # students from row 3 who
showed no change in
grade level from the pre- fo
post-test math exams

5. # students from row 3 whao
showed improvemnent of up
to 142 grade level fram the
pre- to post-test math
EXans

. # students from row 3 who
showed improvement of up
to one full grade level from
the pre- io post-test math
Exams

8. # students from row 2 wha
showed improvement of

more than one full grade
lewel from the pre- to post-

test math exams

wh

End Subpart 1 Reporting Form
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2.4.2 General Data Reporting Form — Subpart 2

The tables in this section contain annual performance report requirements for the Title 1,
Fart D, Subpart 2, M or D Education Program for school year 2004-2005, defined as
July 1, 2004, through June 30, 2005

General Instructions For Title |, Part D, Subpart 2 Tables:

76

Specific instructions are provided before each table.

For items that request information on the number of facilities/programs, report
only on facilties or programs that received Title |, Part D, Subpart 2 funding
during the reporting year.

For items that request information on the number of students, regort only on at-
risk, neglected or delingquent students who received Title |, Part D, Subpart 2
services during the reporting year.

Atorisk students are reporied only in the facility’program and demographic
counts. They are not reported in the cutcome or academic performance tables.

Do not leave any cells blank. [f you do not have data available for the
requested information, or if the requested information does not apply, please
enter “NA."
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Instructions: Local Education Agency Title I, Part D, Facilities And Students

Include the aggregate number of facilitiea/programs andfor students for all Local
Education &gencies that received Title |, Part D, Subpart 2 funds. If no data are
available for the requested information, enter “MA"

In the firat column, report the number of facilities/programs that received Title |, Part D,
Subpart 2 funding. Indicate the total numiser of faciliiss/programs by tyoe, including at-
risk programs, neglected programs, detention facilties, and juvenile cormection facilities.

In the second column, indicate the duslicated numiber of at-rizk, neglected, or
delinquent students who were admitted to sach type of facilityprogram. A duplicated
count iz one that counts students more than once if they were admitted fo a facility or
program multiple times in the reporting year.

In the third column, enter the average length of stay (in days) for students in each type
of facility'program. The average should include multiple visits for students who entersd
a facility or program mare than once during the reporting vear.

In the fourth column, indicate the unduplicated numier of students who were admitted
to each type of facility/program.  An unduglicated count is one that countz students anly
once, even if they were admitted to a facility or program muitiple times within the
reparting year.

Mote: Throughout this table, count facilities based on how the facility/program was classified for
funding purposes. [f a facility served as a multipurpose institution (e.g.. a facility that served as
both a corrections and a neglected facility) and received funding for both areas, then count the
facility under both categories in Table | and enter how many facilities were double-counted in
tam 4. If a facility was multipurpose, but received Title | Part D, Subpart 2 funds for anly one
area, count it only once.

24241 Local Education Agency Title |, Part D, Facilities and Students
Humber of Number of
Mumber of | at-riskorNorD Average at-risk ar M or D
» facilities! Students length of students
Facility/Program type | programs (Duplicated) stay [days) | [Unduplicated)
1. At-Risk Programs A

2. Meglected Programs

3. Delinguent (Tota’) A

4. Juvenie Detention

5. Juveniz Comections

8. Mumber of facties that served more than one purpose:
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Instructions: Student Demographics

Report demagraphic data on at-risk, neglected or delinquent students whao were served
under Title |, Part D, Subpart 2. Report the number of students by race/ethnicity,
gender, and age. If no data are available for the requested information, enter "MA"

2422 STUDENT DEMOGRAPHICS
Humber in Number in Number in Number in
at-risk neglected Juvenile juwvenile
programs programs detention i
A Students
RaceiETsacTyY

American Indian or Natve Alaskan

Asian or Pacific Islander

Black. nen-Hspanic

Hizpanic

‘White. nen-Hspanic
Gender

Male

Female
Age

5—10 years old

11-15 years old

18-18 years old

18 years and clder
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Instructions: Academic/Vocational Outcomes

The numizer of facilites or programg with specific academic offerings, and the numbers
of students who atfained soecific academic or vocalicnal cutcomes. The reporied
numbers should represent unduslicated counts of students; repont only information on a
student’s most recent enrcliment (2.9. do not double-count a student that eamed credits
on two separate enrollments). However, students may be counted in more than one
outcome category within the same enrollment period (2.g., retumed to school and
earned high school credits). As the table indicates, combine reperting numbers for
juvenile corrections and detention facilities. If no data are available for the requested
information, enter “MNA"

For Section 1 of this table, items 1-2, report the number of neglected programs, and
juvenile corrections and detention facilities that received Title |, Part D, Subpart 2 funds
and awarded at least one high school course credit, one high =schoal diploma, andfar
one GED within the reporting year.

For Section 2.1 of this table, items 1 and 2, enter the number of students who attained
the following academic cutcomes during their fime in the facilityprogram: eamed high
school course credits andior were enrolled in a GED program. Report the numbers by
program type {e.g., Neglected Programs or Juvenile Corrections and/or Detention).

For Section 2.1 of thiz table, items 3-7, enter the number of students who attained the
following academic cutcomes whils in a faciliy/program OR within 30 days affer exit:
enrolied in & district school, earned a GED, cbiained a high school diploma, were
accepted into postsecondary education, andfor enrclled in post-secondary education.
Regort the numbers by program type (e.9., Neglected Programs or Juvenile Corrections
andfor Detention).

For Section 2.2 of this takle, item 1, enter the number of students who attained the
following vocational outcome during thedr fime in & facilityiorogran. enrolled in elective
job training courses. Repor the numbears by program type (e.g., Meglected Programs or
Juvenile Corrections and'or Detention).

Far Section 2.2 of this table, tems 2 and 3, enter the number of students who attained
the following vocaticnal outcomes whils in a facilityiprogram OF within 30 days affer
exit- enrcdled in external job fraining education, andfor obtained employment. Report
the numbers by program type (2.9., Meglected Programs or Juvenile Comrections and'or
Detention).

T
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2,423 AcademicVeocational Outcomes
Number of Facilities
. . Mumber of
1. Facility Academic Mumber of Neglected Juvenile Comections
Offerings Pragrams andior Detenticn Facdities
1. Awaarded high school course
credit{s)
2. Awaarded high school dplomals)
3. Avaarded GED{s)
MHumber of Students
. Mumber in
2. Academic & Murmizer in Juwenile Comections
Vocational Outcomes Meglected Programs andior Detention
1. Academic

While in the facility, the number of students who...

1. Earned high school cowrse credits

2. Were enrclled in a GED program

While in the facility or within 30 calendar days afrer exit, the number of students who...

3. Enrolled in their local district
schoo

4. Eamed a GED

5. Obtained high school digloma

8. Were accepizd into post-
secondany education

7. Enrolied in post-secondary
education

2. Vocational

While in the facility. the number of students who...

1. Enrolied in elective job training
COUMSEsprograms

While in the facility or within 30 calendar days afrer exit. the number of students who. ..

2. Enmofiad in external job fraining
education

3. Obtained employment

&0
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Instructions: Academic Performance Tables

Report the number of long-term Title |, Part O, Subgart 2 students in neglected
programs of juvenile corrections/detention who paricipated in pre- and post-testing in
reading and math. Long-term refers to students who were incarcerated for at least 90
consecutive calendar days from July 1, 2004, to June 30, 2005,

The regorted numbers should represent unduplicated counts of students; report only
information on a student's most recent testing data. Court each student in only one
lemgth of stay category. For each length of stay category, report the data by the
fellowing facility or program type: students in neglected programs (M) and students in
juvenile corrections or detention (JC). 43 the table indicates, combing reporting
numkers for juvenile corections and detention facilities. If no data are available for the
requesied information, enter “HA."

For item 1, enter the number of students who were in placement during the reporting
wear for either 90-179 days, 180-270 days, or more than 270 days, by type of facility/
program.

For item 2, enter the number of students reported in iterm 1 who tested below grade
level when they enterad the facility or program.

For item 2, enter the number of students reported in item 1 who have data available for
both the pre and the post test exams.

For items 4-2, indicate the number of students reporied in item 3 who showed either
negative change, no changs, up to ¥ grade level change, up to one grade level change,
or more than one grade level change on the pre-post test exam.  Students reported in
item 3 should not appear in maore the one of these change categories.

El
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2424

Performance Data
(Based on most recent
prefpost-test data)

Academic Performance In Reading

Number of long-term students
In placement for In placement for In placement for
80173 180270 maore than 270
consecutive consecutive consecutive
calendar days calendar days calendar days
N Jc ] JC N Jc

1. # students who were in placermsnt
from July 1. 2004, to June 30
2005 (in each length-of-stay

category)

. # students from row 1 who tested
below grade level upon entry.

[ %]

3. # students from row 1 who fook
both the pre- and posi-test
readng exans

Py

. & students from row 3 who showed
negative grade level change from
the pre- to post-iest reading
EXAMS

n

. & students from row 3 who showed
no change in grade leve! from the
pre- to post-test reading exams

(= 1]

. # students from row 3 who showed
improvernent of up to 12 grade
lewel from the pre- 1-: post-iest
reat ng exams

=

. & students from row 3 who showed
improvement of up to one fi
grade level from the pre- to post-
test reading exams

[s5]

. & students from row 3 who showed
improvernent of more than one ful
grade level from the pre- to post-
test reading exams
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2.4.2.5

Performance Data
(Based on most recent
prefpost-test data)

Academic Performance In Math

Number of long-term students
In placement for In placement for In placement for
80173 180270 more than 270
consecutive consecutive consecutive
calendar days calendar days calendar days
N Jc ] JC N Jc

1. # students who were in placermsnt
from July 1. 2004, to June 30
2005 (in each length-of-stay
category)

. # students from row 1 who tested
below grade level upon entry.

[ %]

3. # students from row 1 who fook
both the pre- and posi-test math
E¥AMS

Py

. & students from row 3 who showed
negative grade level change from
the pre- to post-iest math exams

n

. # students from row 3 who showed
no change in grade leve! from the
pre- to posi-test math exams

(=]

. # students from row 3 who showed
improvernent of up to 172 grade
lewel from the pre- to post-test
math exams

. # students from row 3 who showed
improvernent of up to one full
grade level from the pre- to post-
test math exams

[s5]

. # students from row 3 who showed
improvermnent of more than one fu
m the pre- to post-
test math exams

END Subpart 2 Reporting Form
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2.5 COMPREHENSIVE $SCHOOL REFORM (TITLE I, PART F)

281 Please provide the percentage of Comprehensive School Reform (C5R) schools that
have or have had a CER grant and made AYP in readinglanguage aris based on data from the
2004-2005 school year.

282 Plzase provide the percentage of C5R schools that have or have had a C5R grant and
made AYP in mathematics based on data from the 2004-2005 school year.

283 How many schools in the State have or have been awarded a C5R grant since 16287
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26  EMHANCING EDUCATION THROUGH TECHHOLOGY (TITLE Il, PART D}

Funding Year: FY 2003
School Years: 2003 — 2004 AND 2004 — 2005

261 FY 2003 Pregram Information

o - . o Wes Mo
State (Approved) Techmology Plan (YES/MNO) (circle ane)
Year last updated: -
(year)
Date of State Approval: Sl N
Web Site Location/URL:

State Program Goals, Objectives and Performance Indicators

Usging the format of the takle below, deacrile the State's progress in meeting its EETT
performancs indicators based on data sources that the State establizhed for its use in
assessing the effectiveness of the program in improving acecess to and use of
educational technology by students and teachers in support of academic achievement,
as submitted in the Consolidated State Application. Indicate which of the three or
combination of the three Title I, Part D goalz relates to your Siate goals.

Title 1l Part O -- Enhanced Education Through Technology Goals:

1. Imgrove student academic achisvement through the use of technology in
elementary schools and secondary schools.

2. To assist every student in crossing the digital divide by ensuring that every
student is technologically literate by the time the student finishes the gighth
grade, regardless of the student's race, ethnicity, gender, family income,
geographic location, or disability.

3. To encourage the effective integration of technology resources and systems with
teacher training and curriculum development to establish research-hased
instructional methods that can be widely implemented as best practices by State
educational agencies and local educational agencies.
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Provide results for each indicator, as well a3 an assesasment and explanation of
progreas. For targets with no set targets, provide a descriptive assessment of progress.
Flease indicate where data are not yet available.

For the purpoese of completing the table below, please explain how your State defines
the following:

2.6.21.1 Curriculum Integration

2.6.2.1.2 Technology literacy

g6
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2.6.2.2 Goals, Objectives, Targets

Goals, Obhiectives,
Targets

Marrative

Program Goal

{Indizate page numioer and Hem
label a5 geslgnated In the Siate
Consclidated Applization ar
restale goal.)

Statutory Goal

Indicate Statutory
Goal number 1, 2. andior
3. This Statutory Goaljs)
relates to the Goalies)
submitted In your State
Consolidatad Application.

Program Objective

|:I"|:| cate page momber and Hem
b= a5 designased In the Stase
Consolidat=d Application or ressase
ohj=ctee.)

Indicator

(rcicats page number and hem
Iab= as designased In the S
Consolldai=d Application or restase
Indicator.)

Target
inaicads sisdus of data o 2002-0%
sohocd pear (2]

BASELINE DATA

Target
Inoicade siatus ofdata i F003-04
Sohood pear

Target
Indicate siatus ofdata i 2004-05
SChGCH pear.

Target
Tavpet for 2006-08 sohool year

Target
Targat for J000-07 sohool year,

Target
Tarpet for 300708 school

Assessment of Progress
Sratus of progrEss an iovoaior

(1) Tarpat mat

2 Tanpet mof mal

Measurement tool(s) wed
o azsess progress of indlcasors.

g7
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If for any reason you have modified or added Goal(s), objectives, indicators,
and’or targets since submitting the State Consolidated Application, please
indicate in the chart below.

Original Goal(s), objectives, indicators,
andior targets (nalcate pags number and item

Il as designated In the Siate Consolldaled Appilcation

or reslate goal ) Maodification or Additions

&8
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2.7 SAFE AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS AND COMMUMNITIES ACT (TITLE IV,
PART A)

2,71 Performance Measures

Instructions: In the following chart, pleass identify:

- Each of your State indicators as submitted in the June 2002 Consolidated
State Application;

- The instrument or data source wused to measure the indicator;

- The frequency with which the data are collected fannually, semi-annually,
biennially) and y=ar of the most recent collection;

- The baseline data and year the baseline was establighed; and

- Targets for the years in which your Siate has established targets.

]
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271 Performance Measures

naicator | pretererl | FEmete S | Tawes | peanes

Frequency_ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

‘fear of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘Year established:

Frequency._ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

‘fear of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘fear established:

Frequency_ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

‘Year of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘fear established:

Frequency_ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

‘fear of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘Year established:

Frequency._ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

‘fear of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘fear established:

90
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ndicstor | Forrert | oot | 10 | punes

Frequency:_ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

Year of most recent | 2006-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 Year established:

Frequency._ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

fear of most recent | 2008-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘Year established:

Frequency._ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

Year of most recent | 2006-2007 Baseline:

collection: 2007-2008 ‘Year established:

Frequency:__ | 2003-2004 2003-2004
2004-2005 2004-2005
2005-2006

Year of most recent | 2006-2007 Baseline:;

collection: 2007-2008 ‘Year established:

91
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2.7.2 Suspension and Expulsion Data

nstructions: In the following charls, indicate the number of out-of-schoo
auspensions and expulsions for elementary, middle, and high school students
for each of the underined incidents.

Pleazs also provide the State’s definition of an elementary, middle, and high
schoo!, &s well as the State’s definiion of each of the incidents underined
below.

{If your State does not collect data in the same format as requested Ly thiz
form, the State may provide data from a similar guestion, provided the State
includes a footnote explaining the differences between the data requested and
the data the Siate is able to supply.)

[ School Type . State Definition
Elermentary Schoo!
Middle Schoaol
High School

2.7.22 The number of cut-of-school suspensions and expulsions for

physical fighting.
State definition of physical fighting:
Humber for 2004-2005
SUSPENSIONS school year Mumber of LEAs reporting
Elzementary
Middl=
High Schoo
Number for 2004-2005
EXPULSIONS school year Number of LEASs reporting
Elementary
Middl=
High Schoo

g2
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4723

Weapons possession

State definition of weapons:

The number of out-of-school suspensions and expulsions for

Number for 2004-2005
SUSPENSIONS schoaol year Mumber of LEAs reporting
Elzmentary
Middle
High Schoo
Mumber for 2004-2005
EXPULSIONS school year Number of LEAs reporting
Elementary
Middl=
High Schoo
27.24 The number of alcohel-related out-of-school suspensions and

expulsions.,

State definition of alcohol-related:

Number for 2004-2005
SUSPENSIONS school year Mumber of LEAs reporting
Elementary
Middl=
High Schoo
Mumber for 2004-2005
EXPULSIONS school year Number of LEAs reporting
Elementary
Middl=
High Schoo
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2.7.25 The number of illicit drug-related out-of-school suspensions and
expulsions.

State definition of illicit-drug related:

Number for 2004-2005
SUSPENSIONS school year Mumber of LEAs reporting
Elzmentary
Mickll=
High Schoo
Mumber for 2004-2005
EXPULSIONS school year Number of LEAs reporting
Elzamentary
Middl=
High Schoo

2.7.3 Parent Involvement

nefructions: Section 4116 of ESEA reguires that each State provide information
peraining to the State’s efforts to inform parents of and include parents in drug
and violence prevention efforts. Please describe your State's efforts fo include
paraniz in these activities.

54
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23  INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS(TITLE V, PART A)

2.8.1 Pleasze describe major resulis o date of State-level Title W, Part A funded
activities to improve student achievement and the quality of education for
students. Please use quantitative data if availaile (e.q., increases inthe
nurmber of highly gualified teachers).
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2.8.2 The table below requests data on student achievement outcomes of Title W,
Part A - funded LEAS that use 20% or more of Title V', Part A funds and funds
franaferrad from other programs for strategic priorities including: (1) student
achisvermsant in reading and miath, {2) teacher quality, (3) safe and drug fres
schools, (4) access for all students to a quality education. Complete the tabkle
below using aggregated data from all LEA evaluations of school year 2004-
2005 activities funded in whole or in part from Title V', Part & - Innovative
Programs funds.

Mumber of LEAs that
ugad 20% or more
Titke ¥, Part A, Mumber Total
including funds of these | Mumber
fransferred into Title LEAS of
W, Part & (ze= Note) | that met | Studenis
Priority ActivitylArea® for: AYP Served
Area 1: Student Achievement in
Reading and Math

Area Z: Teacher Quality

Area 3: Safe and Drug Free Schools

Area 4; Increase Access for all Students

Mote: Funds from REAP and Local Flex (Section §152) that are used for Tile V', Part A pumposes and
funds transferred into Title V¥, Part A under the transferability option under section 8132(k)

2.8.3 Indicate the number of Title %, Part A funded LEAs that did not use, in school
year 2004-2005, 20% or more of Title ¥, Part A funds including funds
transferred from other programs inte Title V', Part A for any of the priority
aclivibes/areas listed in the fable under B above.

2.84 Indicate the number of LEA2 shown in B.1 that met AYP in school year 2004-
2005,

2.8.5 Indicate the percentage of Title V' funds, including funds transferred from cther
programs into Title V' that LEAs used for the four strategic priorities.

! I completng this t2ble, States should mckade actvites described in Section 5131 of the ESEA as follows: Aren
1 {mctivities 3, 9.02,16.19.20.22 34,27), Area 2 (activity 1.2). Area 3 (acthrty 14,15), Area 4 (activities
45781517

56
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2.8.6 Indicate the percentage of LEAs that completed needs assessments that the
State determined to be meaningful and credible.

2.8.7 Describe how decisions were made regarding the local uses of funds.

97
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29 RURAL EDUCATION ACHIEVEMENT PROGRAM (REAP)
{TITLE VI, PART B)

291 Small Rural School Achievement Program (Title VI, Part B, Subpart 1)

Pleazs indicate the number of eligible LEAs that noiified the State of the LEA's
intention o ugs the Alternative Uzes of Funding authonty under section 6211 during
the 2004-2005 school year.

2.9.2 Rural and Low-Income School Program (Title V1, Part B, Subpart 2)

2921 LEAs that receive Rural and Low-Income School (RLIS) Program grants
may uze these funds for any of the purposes listed in the following table.
Pleaze indicate in the table the fotal number of eligible LEAs that used funds
for each of the listed purposes during the 2004-2003 school year.

Mumber of
Purpose LEAs

Teacher recruitment and retention, including the use
of signing bonuses and other financial incentves

Teacher professional development, including
programs that irain teachers to utilize technology to
improwve feaching and to train special needs feachers

Educational technology, including softiware and
hardware as described in Tithe |I, Part D

Parental involvement activitias

Activities authorized under the Safe and Drug-Free
Schools Program (Title IV, Part A)

Activities authorized under Title |, Part A

Activities authorized under Title 11l {Language
nstruction for LEP and immigran: students)

98
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2922 Describe the progress the State has made in meeting the goals and
objectives for the Rural Low-Income Schools Program as described in its
June 2002 Conzolidated State application. Provide guantitative data where
available.

89
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210 FUNDING TRANSFERABILITY FOR STATE AND LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCIES (TITLE VI, PART A, SUBPART 2)

21041 State Transferability of Funds

Did the State transfer funds under the State Transferakbility authority of section 6123(a)
durireg the 2004-2005 school year?

210.2 Local Educational Agency Transferability of Funds

2.10.2.1 Pleaze indicate the total number of LEAs that notified the States that they
were fransfering funds under the LEA Transferability authorty of section
6123(b) during the 2004-2005 school yvear.

2102.2 n the chars below, please indicate below the foftal number of LEAS that
franzfemred funds TO and FROM each eligible program and the total
amount of funds transferred TO and FROM each eligible program.

Tatal Number of
LEAs transferring Total amount of funds
funds TO eligible transferred TO eligible
Program program program

mproving Teacher Quality State
Grants {section 2121)

Educational Technology St Grants
(section 2412(a)}2MA))

Safe and Drug-Free Schools and
Communities (section 4112(bK1))

State Grants for Innovative Programs
{section 5112{a))

Title I, Part A, Improving Basic
Programs Operated by LEAs
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Total Number of
LEAs transferring Total amount of funds
funds FROM transferred FROM

Program eligible program eligible program

mproving Teacher Quality State
Grants (section 2121)

Educational Technalogy Stae Grants
(section 2412{a}2)}A))

Zafe and Drug-Free Schools and
Communities (section 4112{b}1})

State Grants for Innovative Programs
{section 5112{a))

The Department plans to obigin information an the wse of funds under both the Stale
and LEA Transferability Authorily through evaluation studies.
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211 2157 CENTURY COMMURNITY LEARNING CENTERS(TITLE IV, PART B}

Performance data nesded for this program will be available from another source. The
Deparment will imglement a national evaluation and data reporting system to provide
essential data needed to measure program performance. States will be notified and
are reguested to pariicipate in these acliviies ance they ars implemented.

102
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Appendix B: Report of Children with Special Disabilities Receiving Special Education
Under Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, As
Amended (Table 1)

0.5 DEFARTMEONT OF COUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUCATION
AND ROSASILITATIVE SERVICED
OFFICE OF SPEICIAL COUCATION
FROCEANS

TADLEA FAGZUOFD

REIPOAT OF CHILORDN WATH DISASILITIZS BECOVRG SPECIAL COUCE TION N R TRI-I0 2
PRAT 5, |HDWADIDAL S WITH DISASILITIZS COUCATION ACT, &% AMENDED
FOFM CXPRCS: A7 2007
Pl
STATE

SECTION &

COUNT DATE:

MOMTH =154 TEAR

CURRERT DATE
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Data Transmission System (OTS)

DATE: STATUS:

Part B, Child count data are due February 1, 2006.

Please read the following basic guidelines before completing the Data Transmission System (OTS) forms:

1. Toe change the size and appearance of the text on the spreadsheet, select VIEW fram the toolbar, select ZO0OM,
and then select the percentage increase or decrease.

2. Enter the appropriate data into the YELLOW shaded areas on each page of the form. Please be sure to read
section heading descriptions so data are enftered in the correct section. Also, be sure fo enter any State and date
information. The two-digit State postal code should appear on every page of the form. A list is available on PAGE!.
Use the scroll bar or the up or down amow keys to scroll through the list. Click on the appropriate State postal code to
select it

3. If you choose to cut and paste data from another area. use the PASTE SPECIAL option and select VALUES. This
will protect the current formats.

4. Any comments regarding the submited data should be entered on the last page of the workbook, titled
COMMENTS.

5. Save the completed forms. Please be sure that your State postal code appears in the file name. (Example:
Maryland - IDEADSMD.XLS)

8. RED cells indicate computational ermors or an error in reporing race/ethnicity. Sum totals for race/ethnicity should
equal reported twotals for disability. Please make sure there are NO RED CELLS before saving and submitting
data.

7. Print the entire workbook by selecting, FILE, PRINT and then select ENTIRE WORKBOOK located in the 'PRINT
WHAT' section. Send printed copies of the completed DTS forms to the Office of Special Education Programs
[DSEP) at the following address:

Troy Justesen, Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs
U.5. Department of Education

Part B Data Reports

Program Support Services Group
Mail Stop 2600

550 12th Street, 5. W.

Washington, D.C. 20202

Attn: Cheryl Broady

8. If you received your file by e-mail, please return electronic copies of completed DTS forms to Jessica Lautz at
Westat.

jessicalautz{@WESTAT.COM
Westat

1850 Research Blvd.

RA 1205

Rochkville, MD 20850-3152

If you have any quastions or comments, please contact Jessica Lautz at (301) 810-8587.
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L5 CEFARTMENHT OF SOOCATION
OFFICE OF SPE0IAL EDUCATION
MWD ETHARILITATAVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPE0IAL EDUCATION

TAALE 1

ROPORT OF CHILDREH WATH DISARILITES RECDWHG SFECAML EOUCATION
PART O, IHOADUNLS WATH SASIUTIES EOUCATION ACT, AS AMIHNDED

PRGE 2 0F B

OMlD HO: 15 0-D0aS

FROGRAMD FORM EXPRES: WIAT00
FL T
STATE:
SECTION B
E-f. BUBILER OF CHILOADN ASEY 3-8 BECENMING SPECINL EDUCATION
A4S A5 OF DATA COLLECTICN DATE
3-8 COMPITED
I SARILITY 3 L] L] yAcil Daesy TOTALS
A RETAECATION [ [x o il [
ARHG W A RMENT S = [ 0 aj [
SPEECH OR LAKGUAGE B PAIERDNTS [ [x o aj [
FISUAL NP RRMENTS = o 0 o [
|E:|mmu. DESTURLAHCEE o o o a o
| RTHOPEINC IMPARMENTS [ [x o il [
| THES SSTALTH INP R I TS [ [x 0 aj [
SPECIAC LEARMNG HSADIITIES [ [x o il [
DEAF-DLUKDHESS [ [x 0 aj [
ULTIFLE DSADRITIES [ [x o aj [
JAuTisE D o 0 1 o
TR T DA THIL R o o o a o
DEVELCPMIENTAL DELAY * [= [x 0 o [
POTAL: (S of sl of the sbove [ [x 0 aj [
* fSabes g bawe cadined ard skl thas o g bty e for fmesiopmevial duas in rcar iz ues % Eaegzy ko reporting.
COMPUTED TOTALS o o o a
D PR £
CURREKT DATE:
U5 DEPARTEENT OF CDUCATICN TAOLE 1 PAGE 1O B

OFACE OF SPECIAL CDUCATION
AMD FEHADILITATIVE SERVICED
OFACE OF SPECIAL CDUCATION

REFOAT OF CHILOREH WATH CISADIUTIES AECEAMNG S DOIAL EDWUC ATIOM
FART @, OTADUALS WITH DISADLITIES COUCATION ALT, AS ANEHOED

OMD MO TIGT-EEY

FACGEAMSE FORN EXPRES: BIAF00T
s
STATE:
SECTION B (Continass)
0.3 RECDETHHICITY OF CSILOREN AGES 1.5 RECCMMG SPECIAL DIUC ATION
EACEETHRICITY
AMERIC AN AR R 35
HDIAN 0 PADIAL OLACK ROT WHITE ROT COMPUTED  REPCATED
| AmLITY ALASKA BATWE|  ISLANDCE HSPANI ) WEPAKIC HISPAKIC) TOTAL TOTALS DM PAGEZ
MEHTAL RETARDATION [ [ [ 1 0 0 o 1]
MEARKG IFAIRMENTS 0 0 o 1 0 0 o o
SPEECH O LASIGUAGE INPAIRMESTS [ [ [ 1 0 0 o 1]
WISLIAL IPAIREIEN TS 0 0 o 1 0 0 o o
EHOTIONAL DHTURLAKCE 0 0 o ] [ o o 1]
DATHOPEDA MPARMENTS 0 0 [ ] 0 o o o
OTHEE HEALTE MFAIENERTS 0 0 o ] [ o o 1]
SPECIFIC LEARH G DISATILMES 0 0 [ ] 0 o o o
D CAF-OLIMTRES S o [ [ a 0 a a a
MULTIPLE iSAZILITIES 0 0 [ ] 0 o o o
AUTEM o [ [ a 0 a a a
TRALMATIC BRAIN BAURY 0 0 o ] 0 ] o o
D EVELOMMENTAL DELAY © [ [ [ 1 0 0 o 1]
TOTAL: {Saam of il of fis mkeves) 0 0 o ] 0 ] o o
* Gtslen LU furs dtras nd sonsEed Sighily coeria for caaw opTantsl deiny I 206" i e B carsageny for raporing
COMPUTED TOTALS o [ o o ] a

O FORWE 8882

CURRCKT DATE:

190



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

U3 EPARTHENT 0F COUCATION
OFALCD OF SPOCIAL BDUCATION
HHD FEHABILUTATIVE SERVICES
OFACE OF SPECIAL SDUCATION

FAGE 4 OFE
TABLE 1
O 0 2800
REPONT OF CHILDRER WITH DISABILITIES NECEMRKRG SPECIAL SOUCATION

PEOGANM PART B, INDPADUALS WITH DISABILTIES EDUCATION ACT, AS AMENDED FORM EXPIRES: MMGT
2008
STATE
SECTIOR C
RUUMBER OF CHILCREN AGES 6-21 NECENVIKG SPECIAL EDUCATION
AGE A5 OF DATA COLLECTION DAty

CISASLITY L] T 1 ] " "
HERTAL RETARDETION o o o ] a a
HEARING INPAIRMENTS [ 0 0 3 a ]
SPEECH ON LANGUASE IMPAIRNMERTS o ¢ o ] a ]
WISUAL IMPARMENTS o 0 0 J o ]
EMDTIONAL DISTURBANCE o & & J a 1
ORTHOPEDIC MPARMENTS o 0 0 J ] 1
OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS o & & J a 1
SPECIFC LEARNING DISABILITIES o 0 0 J o 1
LEAP-SURDHESS [ 0 0 3 a ]
HULTIFLE DISABILITIES o ¢ o ] a ]
AUTISH [ & & J| 1] o
TRALMATIC BRAIK INJURY o ¢ [« g bl ]
DEVELDPMEMTAL DELAY* o 0 0 J
TOTAL: (Sum ol all the abswes) o ¢ v g a 1
* Btates Lrugl Save ol red aied aeseslated ok 5 By o bk for e ekparent | Selay I cden ke oee 18 calegers R neseiing

COMPUTED TOTALS [ e o a o ]

EL FORM 325-8

CURBRENT DATE

U3 DEFARTMENT OF DOUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL SDUCATION
AMD FEHABLUTATIVG JERVICES
OFACE OF JPOCIAL BDUCATION
PROEAAMT

PREESOF D
TaBLEN
DD WO IR
ESORT OF CHILDNEN WITH DISABIUTIES MECENKNG SPECIAL EDUCATIOR

PART B, NOWVDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT, &5 AMENDED FORM EXPRES: REHN0T
2004
STATE
SECTION C jcontinusd
HUNBER OF CHILDRER AGES §-31 RECEVMNG SPECIAL EDUCATION
AGE AS OF DATA COLLECTION DaTH

DISABILITY 12 13 14 18 15 i

MEZM TAL RETARDATION 0 0 0 a 1 a
HEARIRG MEAIRMERTS o o o a a a
SPFEECH OF LANGUAGE INPATCMENTS 0 & & a 1 a
WIBLAL IMPAINNENTE o o 0 a | a
EMOTIORAL DIETURBARCE 0 & & a 1 a
ORTHOPEDIC INPAIRNENTS o 0 0 a 0 a
OTHER HEALTH INPAIRMERTS [ e [« a I a
SFECIFIC LEARKING DISABLITIES 0 0 0 a 1 a
DEAF-BLIMDREES o [ [ 3 a 3
MULTIPLE DISABILITES 0 & & a 1 a
AUTIEM [} ¥ [x] ] o ]
TRAUNATIC BIEAI IRJUREY 0 & & a 1 a

OEVELOPMERTAL DELAY
[Hair ol ll dhae

COMPUTED TOTALS C e & a o a

EQFORN: 8502

CURBENT CATE
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LS DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION TASLE 1 PASETOF S
CRMICE OF SPECLSL EDUCATION
ARD REHABILTATIVE SERICES REPOIT OF CHILDIRER WITH DISSELITIES RECENKG SPECAL EDUCATION OME K 18200043
CRMICE OF SPECLSL EDUCATION PART B, IKDIWVIDUALS W1 TH DISASILITIES EDUCATION AT, A% SMERCED PORM EXMRES: KI002007
PROGRAME
2008
STATE
SECTION D
MACKHIETHRIOTY OF CHILDREN AND YOUTH AGES 621 RECENMMG SPECLAL EDUCATION COMPUTED
WACDETHRIOTY| AMERICEN IKDAM BACE  RUMBEROP
OF ALAERS AEIAR DN PAOIAC BLACK WHITE ETHMICITY L
CiSASILTY BATIVE PELANOER MOT HISPARIC) HEPANC HOT HISPAMC) TOTAL TOTALS REPORTED
MENTAL RETARDATION o ] [x o ] [x a [«
HESRMG IMPARMERTS o 2] 0 ] ] 0 ] [«
SPEECH I LANGUAGE INPARMERTS 0 ] & ] ] & a [«
WSUAL IMSAIMENTS 0 7 D 0 ] D a [«
EMOTIDRAL DISTURBANCE 0 2 0 0 0 0 ] [«
CETHOPEDNC 1WA RMENTS 0 2] D ] ] D a [«
CTHER HEAL THIMPARMERTS o ] [x o ] [x a [«
|sPECING LESRKING DrEABUITIES o 2] 0 ] ] 0 ] [«
DE& F-BLINDNE 55 o ] [ o ] [ a [«
MULTIPLE DISABILITIES 0 7 D 0 ] D a [«
AUTISM I al [ 1l ] [ a =
TRALIMATIC BILAIK IR 0 2] D ] ] D a [«
DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY o ] [x o ] [x a [«
TOTAL (Sum of all ibs sbaws) o 2] [x ] ] [x ] [«
= S [l e e an aslebiahed o gl iy cfenn b devel o el dmey | ol Lo e D Sy I ngatng
COMPUTED TOTALS o a = o ] =

CURRENT OATE
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5. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION TAELE1 PABEEOF B
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATIIN
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICED REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DIZASIUTIES RECENVING 3FECIAL EDUCATION WS MO 18200083
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATIIN FART E, INDIVIDUALS WITH DIZASILTIES EDUCATION ACT, A8 AMEMDED
PROGRAMI FORM EXFIRES: B2007
2006
ATATE

REFORT DUE NC LATER THAN FEBRUARY 1

‘BECTION E - CERTIFICATION

| CERTIFY thaf thece daka reprecant an aoosurate and unduplicaded ccunt of oblldren and youlh wih dicabiElze resalving special sdusation and retabed
cardoss on shar Deosmnibar 4 or the lack Friday In Oolober, acoording to an Indhidusiizad Edwoation Froagram:

AUTHORIZING OFFICIAL

HAME AHD TITLE [T¥FE OR FRINT FIGNATURE DATE OF SISMATURE

K furifer monies of other beneffs may be pald out under Tls propram unizss this repert |3 compieted and Si=d as requirsd by 20 US.CL 1419011 141 8{aiTianc 1402

ED FORM: 86585

CURRENT DATE:
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U.E. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
ANHD REHABILITATIVE SERVIGED
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAME

TABLE1 CONMENT2

REPOAT OF GHILDREN WITH DIZASIUTIES RECENVING 3PECIAL EDUCATION
FART 2, INDIVIDUALE WITH DIZASILTIER EDUCATION ACT, A% AMENDED

2006
ETATE:

COMMENTES

CURREMNT DATE:
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Appendix C: Personnel (In Full-Time Equivalency of Assignment) Employed to Provide

Special Education and Related Services for Children with Disabilities
(Table 2)

Directions

Hello, Pleass take care in completing this form. It is really very simple. Page by page information is provided below.

General Information:
a) The information provided by this form is required undar IDEA 04,

b) The information on this form is FOR FALL, 2005,
c) Make surs the agency name is correct on each sheet

Page 1.

Page 2.

Page 3.

a) First - be sure to enter your Agency name in the appropriate place.

b} Please list teachers who are providing special education services for kindergarden studenis with disabilities.
Do not list regular kindergarien teachers.

{e)List by a whole number if this is a full-time position or list by a decimal if a part time position (example: a
half time teacher is

d} if there are vacancies please listin the same way.

a) Follow same directions as for page 1. You are reporting for services for §-21 (151 - 12th grades) year olds.
b} Use the categories provided; 00 NOT add others.
c) List vacancies

a) Complete as page 2. Thers will b2 no towal at the bottom of this page.
b} Be sure to list vacancies as directed above.

If you are a schoaol using this form please forward it 1o your agency for review.

If this is the agency report please forward to C5) either via e-mail or on disk. This report will not be accepted in paper format.
Call 505 248-8968 if assistance is needad. (Pat Absyta)
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U.5. DEPARTMENT CF ECUCATICN PACE1OF 4

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TASLE 2

AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 1E20-0518
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION NUMBER AND TYPE OF TEACHERS EMPLOYED (IN FULL-TIME EQUIVALENCY)

PROGRAMS T PROVIDE SPECIAL EDUCATION AMD RELATED SERVICES FOR CHILDREN WITH FORM EXPIRES: o000

DISABILITIES, AGES &5

2003-20045 SCHOOL YEAR

AGENCY
SECTION A
-1 2 3 £
EMPLOYED - EMPLOYED TOTAL
SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS HIGHLY - KOT HIGHLY EMPLOYE! VACANCIES | COMPUTED
QUALIFIED & QUALIFIED i TOTAL
Special Education Paraprafessionals for Ages 3-5 14 D 0 1 a
Special Education Teachers for Ages 3-5 0 [ 0 O a
TOTAL o a [a] o 0
Motwe: Only list teachers hired to teach swdents with disabilities in kindergartzn.
Do not include students in any other preschool program, including FACE.
US. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 2 OF 4
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 2 (Continued)
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OME NO.: 1830-0518
OFFICEOF 3 MWUMBER AND TYPE OF TEACHERS EMPLOYED (IN FULL-TIME EQUIVALENCY)
PROGRAME TC PROVIDE SPECIAL EDUCATION AMD RELATED SERVICES FOR CHILCREN WITH FORM EXPIRES: o
DISABILITIES, AGES 5-21
2005-2008
AGEMCY
SECTICNE
I 2) i3] )
AREA OF SPECIALIZATION: E
{PLEASE SPECIFY CATEGDRIES) EMPLOYED : EMPLOYED TOTAL COMPUTED
HIEHLY 1 NOTHIGHLY EMPLOYED WACANCIES | TOTALS
QUALIFIED : QUALIFIED (1) +{2)
Speclal Edwcation Paraprafesslonals for Ages £-21 i [i [i 0 il
Special Education Teachers for Ages 5-21 0: 1] 0 0 a
TOTAL Oz a 1] 0 a
COMPUTED TOTALS 0 a 1] i}
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PAGE 3 0OF 4
TABLE 2 {Continwed)
OMB NO- 1320-0518
HUMBER AND TYPE OF OTHER PERSOMNNEL EMPLOYED [IN FULL-TIME EQUIVALENCY)
TO PROVIDE SPECIAL EDUCATION AND RELATED SERVICES FOR CHILDREN
WITH DISABILITIES, AGES 3-21

005-2005
AGEMNCY

SECTIONGC

EMPLCYED ; EMPLOYED TOTAL

FULLY E NOT FULLY | EMPLOYED |WACAMCIES | COMPLUTED

RELATED SERVICES PERSCHNEL CERTIFIED | CERTIFIED {11+ (2) TOTALS
1. AUDIOLOGISTS 0 1] D 0
2. SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS [ a 1] 0
3. INTERPRETERS o a o 0
PEYCHOLOGISTS [E a 1] o
QCCUPATIOMALISTS o; a o 0
PHYSICAL THERAPISTS 0 a o 0
PHYZICAL EDUCATION TEACHERS AND RECREATION AND THERAFEUTIC RECREATION SPECIALIZTE o ] v} 0
SCHOOL SOCIAL WORKERS [ il "] 0
WEDICALMURSING SERVICE STAFF o a 1] 0
COUNSELORS AND REHASIUTATION COUNSELORS [ a 1] 0
11. ORIEMTATIOMN AND MOBILITY SPECIALISTS [E a o o
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Appendix D: Part B, Individuals with Disabilities Education Act Implementation of
FAPE Requirements (Table 3)

Page lefll
TABIE 3

PART B, INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IVMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE FEQUIEEMENTS

Child Count Date for 2005

Paperwork Burden Statercent

Arcordmg o the Paperwerk Feduction Act of 1995, no persons are requred to respond to a collection of
information unless it displays a valid OME contrel number. The valid OME control mumber for thes
information collection iz 1820-0317. The tme requued to complete this mfsrmation collection is
estimeated fo average 28 howrs per SEA and 27 hewrs per LEA respense, includmg the time to review
imstuctons, search existing dsta resources, gather the data needed. and complete and revzew the
information collecton.  If vou have awy commeents concemung the accuracy of the time estimatel’s) or
suggestions for mproving this form please wiite to: U5, Department of Education, Washmgton, DLC.
20202, If yvou have comments or concemns regarding the status of yowr mdividual subnussion of thos
form write dimectly to:  Office of Special Education Programes, US. Department of Eduweation, 400
Maryland Avenuve, SW, Washmgton D.C. 20202,

Anthonzation: FL 108-345, Section 613 (a)10(ANZ), Section 618 G 1WA N, and Section
618 (a)3)
D Diate: February 1, 2006

Sampling Allowed: Tes

Sand Form to: Trov Tustesen, Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs
Part B Data Feports
Program Suppert Services Group
Mail stop 2600
550 12th Street, 5.W.
Washington, INC_ 202
At Cheryl Broady

Ceneral Instructions
Frowide a cowmt of cluldren ages 3-5 served under the IDEA Part B program, accordmg to then

edurational emironments. Feport data by discrete aze vear, disability catezory,' race/ethnicity, gender
and Limited English Proficiency (LEP) status,

Tha reg g off dtw on dhrveley | delay o o I, mdy cleldre= mpes 3 thesgh 3 ey ba reporsiod intha deeely | ey dimadaik iegeny and thes
=ly = Siwiva with (b dageratic wdp 3 = dalnyy =l | F

weocial o ional, o mbgsive
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Beport a comnt of all chuldren with disabilities ages 6-21 served under the IDEA . Part B program,
according to their educational environments. Eeport data by age categery and disabibity category,
race'ethnieity, gender, and LEP status.

Thas table does not require a saparate, certified count of children. However, it iz infended o reflect the
number of the children receiving services, reported by the appropriate environment category, on the dare
gf the child count. States have the option of nsmg one of two chuld count dates: the last Frday in October
or December 1. States must uze the same date for reporting educational environment: data that 15 uzad
in reporting the child count for that vear.

Flace zeros m categortes where cells contain no numeric values. Feport (-9 in categornies not used by the
State.

STATES SHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN SECTIONS A THROUGH H. THESE
WILL BE CALCULATED BY O5EP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEML

Sampling Guidelines

States may use sampling to obtam these data. When sampling 15 wsed, a description of the samplmg
methodology, meluding a statement about how the design will vield valid and reliable estimates musr be
subnutted to OSEP for approval. The level of precision of the estimates to be cbtammed must be specified.
Statas momest submit sampling plans to OSEP for approval by September | of the reporting school year
(that 15, the September prior to the Cctober or December child count date).

OSEP will evaluate the validity of the sampling plans usmg the guidelines below.

1. The zamphng famework mav include all school districts or 3 sample of disoicts. Ifa State
chooses to sampls districts, all districts with average daily memberships (ADM) of over 50,000
nzt ba included in the sampls. States with fewar than 25 districts with ADM= over 25 000 maust
mchude all districts with over 25,000 ADMs. The total number of districts sampled must equal or
axceed 100. If the total number of districts m the State 15 100 or fewer, data must be collectad
from all districts.

When samplng students, whether for all distriets or for a sampls of districts, data most be
collected separately for each Federal disabality categary. All students whose domicils 15 ina
district must be aligibls for the sample mmchidng those students served in cooperatives and/or
intermediate 1mits or in residental programs out of the distict.

I

3. A pomimmm sample of 100 choldven miesr be wsed by all districts, except whers the fotal mumber in
a disability category is less than 100, In such a case, data must be collected for all students in that
category.

develepment. Sunies misl Bave delimed smd eaishlhed eligibility crtesia Noe developmental deley inonder W peper dlelidien i Bis ctsgery. Alihoogh Stales il
LEAs wre faxl seqained 1o we the developmentsd delay calegory, if ey use the calegory Sy mrasl report chilines in the catsgory.

Pagze 3 of 11

Statas that use samplng will provide OSEF with weighted rather than woweizhted data. A descrption of
the final sample sizes and the waights usad sheuld also be provided at the time the data are provided.
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Pazedofll
Specific Inshuctions

Section A: Discrete Are Yaar of Children with Disabalities Apes 3-5 by Educational Environment

FEFORET AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 3-3
SERVED UNDEER IDEA, FART B, BY DISCFETE AGE YEAR AND EDUCATIONAL
ENVIRONMENT.

When reporting educational environments for children ages 3 through £, use the following decision
rule: to determine which environment to uze when reporting each child.

1. The first factor to consider 1s whether the child iz attending a regular early childbood
program, a5 defined below. If zo, report the child in row Al, Al or A3, Report the child in
one of theze environments even if the child receives special education services in other
snvironments. Befer to the instructions in the section below to determine which of percent
of time category is appropriate.

Early childbhood prozram. A program that includes at least 50 percent nondizabled
children. Early childhood programs include, but are not limited to:

*  Head Start

* lindergarten;

*  reverse mainztream classrooms;
* private preschools;

# preschool claszes offered to an elizible pre-landergarten population by the public
school syztem; and

* eroup child care.

Attendance at an early childbood program need not be funded by IDEA, Part B funds.

)
B

If the child does not attend a regular early childhood program or kindergarten, the next
factor to consider is whether the child attend: a special education program, as defined
below. If so, report the child in row B1, BZ, or B3 according to the location of the special
education program. Report the child in one of these environments even if the child alzo
receives special education at home or in a service provider location.

Special education program. A program that includes 49% or more children with
dizabilities, Special education programs include, but are not limited to, special education
and related services provided in:

* zpecial education classrooms in regular school buildings;
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* :pecial education clazssrooms in child care facilities, hospital facilities on an
outpatient basiz, or other community-baszed settings;

# :pecial education claszrooms in trailers or portables outside regular zchool

buildings;
* ceparate schools; and

* residential facilities,

3. If the child doe: not attend a regular early childhood program or a special education
program, the next factor to consider i3 whether the child receives some or all of his/her
special education services in the home. If the child receives any of hiz'her special education
services in the home, report the child in row B4,

4. If the child does not receive any special education services in the home, report the child in
row B5,

Caleulating Time in Resular Early Childhood Programs

When determining whether to report a child in Al, A, or A3, you must calculate the percentage of
time the child spends in a regular early childhood program. The numerator for this caleulation iz
the amount of time per week the child spend: in a rezgular early childhood prozram. The
denominator for this calenlation is the roral number of hours the child spends in a regular early
childhood program PLUS any fime the child spent receiving special educanon and relared services
ourside of a regular early childhood program. The result is multiplied by 100. For example,

# If the child attends a regular early childhood program & hours a week and receives special
education and related services in a special education program for an additional 4 hours a
weely, report the child in A2, in the regular early childhood program 40% to 79% of time
(6 = 10 =60=100=60%). Include in the denominator any time spent receiving special
education in the special education program. This is true even if the child receives little or
no special education in the early childhood program.

¢ If the child attend: a regular early childhood program 6 hours a week and receives 1 hour
of special education and related services at home and an additional half hour of special
education and related services a service provider location, report the child in Al, in the
regular early childbood program at least 50% of time (6 + 7.5 = 0.53*100=30%).

# If a child iz pulled out of the regular early childhood program to receive special education,
this iz considered time surside the regular early childhood program. Include thiz time in the
in the denominator but not the numerator of the calenlation. For example, if a child attends
a regular early childhood program for 6 hours a week, and iz pulled out of that
environment for 2 hours each week to receive speech inztruction, report the child in A2, in

the regular early childhood program 40% to 79% of time (4 = 6 =.67*100 = 67%).
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Eow Al

Eow Al

Eow A2,

Eow BL.

Eow BI.

Eow B3,

Eow B4,

Eow BS,

Page 6 of 1l

In the regular early childhood program at least 30% of time. I'nduplicared total who
attended an early childhood program and were in the early childhood program for at
least 80% of time (zee Instructions for Caleulating Time in Regular Early Childhood

Programs)

In the regular early childhood program 40% to T9% of ttime. Unduplicated total who
attended an early childhood program and were in the early childhood program for no

more than 79% but no less than 49% of time (see instructions for Caleulating Time in
Eegular Early Childhood Programs).

In the regular early childhood program less than 40% of time. Unduplicared total whe
attended an early childhood program and were in the early childhood program for less
than 40% of time (zee instructions for Caleulating Time in Regular Early Childhood
Programs)

Separate class. Unduplicared total who attended a special education program in a class
with less than 0% nondizabled children. (Do not include children wheo also attended a
regular early childbood prozram. These children should be reported in columnz Al,
Al or Ad)

Separate school. Unduplicated total who received education programs in public or private
day schools dasigned specifically for children with disabilifies. (Do not include children
who alzo attended a regular early childhood program. Theze children zhould be
reported in columns Al, AL, or A3.)

Residendal facility. Unduplicared total whoe received education programs in publicly or
privataly operated residential schools or residantizl medical facthties on an mpatient basis.
(Do not inclade children who alzo attended a regular early childbhood program. These
children zhould be reported in columns Al, A, or Al

Home. Unduplicared total who recerved special education and relatad services in the
prmeipal residence of the cheld's family or caregivers, and who did not attend an early
childhood program or a special education program provided in a separate class,
separate school, or residential facility, Include children who receive special education
both at home and in a service provider location,

Service provider location. Unduplicared total who received all of their zpecial education
and related services from a service provider, and who did not attend an early childhood
program or a special education program provided in a separate class, separate school,
or residential facility. For example, speech instruction provided in:

* private clinicians” offices,

* clinicians’ offices located in selool buildings,

*  hospital facilitie: on an outpatient basis, and

# libraries and other public locations.
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Do not include children who alzo received special education at home, Children who
received special education both in a service provider location and at home should be

reported in the home category.

Section B: Educational Environments of Children with Dizabalitias Azas 3-5 by Dhisability

REPORT AW UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 3-5
SERVED UNDER IDEA, FART B, BY EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT AND DISABILITY
CATEGORY. The categories raperted in this section must sum to the total repeated in Section A

Use the environment categories defined m the mstuetions for Section A,

Section C: Educational Environments of Children with Disabilities Azes 3-5 by Bace Ethnicity

EEFORT AN UNDUFPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN AGES 3-5 WITH DISABILITIES
SERVED UNDER IDEA, FPART B BY FACEETHNICITY AND EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT.
THE TOTAL DATA RFPORTED ON EACH LINE IV SECTION C MUST EQUAL THE TOTAL
DATA REPORTED [N THE COREESPONDING EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT IN SECTION A
AND SECTION B.

In November 1997 OMB amneunced its decision concermung the vevision of Bace and Ethme Standards
for Federzl Statistics and Admmistrative Feporfing. In that ammouncement, OMB reported that there
would be five racial categories -- American Indian or Alaska Wative, Asian, Black or African American,
WNatve Hawailan or Other Pacifie Izslander, and White -- and one ethnie catezory -- Hizpamie or Latme.
Addionally, OMB annownced that mdrviduals would be allowed to select as many race/sthmcity
categories as were applicable. Under the new reporting requiremsents a single, mmlt-racial category
camot be used. OSEP 15 actrvely working with other offices withm the Department of Education (ED) to
determuine what categorias will be used for reperting aggregated data and anticipates that final decisions
on reportmz these data will be made soon. Unfil azgregate reporfing categories are implemented, data
should be reported wsing the five racial categories described below.

The race/ethnicity categories are defined as follows:

American Indian or Alazka A person having origms in any of the origmal peoples of North and
Native Sonth America (Includmz Central America) and whe mamtains tribal
affiliation or community attachment.

A=ian or Pacific Islander A person having origmes in any of the origmal peoples of the Far East,
Southeast Asia, the Indian subcontment, or the Pacafic Islands. This
meludes, for example, Cambodia, China, India, Japan, Kerea,
Malaysia, Pakistan, the Plulippine Islands, Thailand, Vietnam, Hawan,
Guam, and Sameoa.

Black (uet Hispamic) A person having origms in any of the Black racial groups of Affica.

Hispanic A person of MMexican, Puerte Fican, Cuban, Cental or Sowth
American, or other Spamish eulture or ongin, regardless of race.
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White (not Hispame) A person having orizms inany of the orizmal peoples of Evrope, the
Middle East, or North Afriea.
Total The unduplicated total across the race/ethmeity desiznations.

Note that children can only be reportad m one race’sthmierty category.

Use the educational environment categories defmed 1n the mstuctions m Section A to report children
with dizabilities ages 3-5.

Section D: Cender of Children with Disabilities Ages 3-2 by Fdueational Environment

EEPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 3-8
SERVED UNDER IDEA, PART B, BY EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT AND GENDER. The

categorie: reported in this section must sum to the total reported in Section A.
Use the environment categories defined in the instructions for Section A.

To reduce data burden, gender data for children ages 3-% are not collected zeparately on the chald
count report, Lotals on the educational environments report musr egual the total number of
children with disabilities ages 3-5 reported on the child count.

Section E: Limited Englizh Proficiency Status of Children with Dizabilities Azes 3-5 by

Educational Environment

EEPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDREEN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 3-8
SERVED UNDER IDEA, PART B, BY EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT AND LIMITED
ENGLISH PROFIENCY STATUS, The categories reported in this section must sum to the total
reported in Section A.

Limited English Proficient. A child who meets the definition of a imited Englizh proficient child
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Aet, 20 USC

Section TSOL(AMNZE).
LEF status should reflect the child’s statuz as of the date of the child count,
Usze the environment catezories defined in the instructions for Section A.
To reduce data burden, LEP status data for children ages 3-5 are not collected separately on the
child count report, Totals on the educational environments report musr equal the total number of

children with disabilities ages 3-5 reported on the child count.

Saction F: Educational Environments and Aze Catezorv of Cluldren with Dhsabilities Azes 6-21 by
Disability

FEFPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN WITH DISABITITIES AGES 6-21
SERVED UNDER THE IDEA, PART B FROGEAM, BY AGE CATEGORY AND EDUCATIONAL
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EWNVIRONMENT. THE TOTAL LINE O EACH TABLE MUST EQUAL THE 5UM OF THE
DISABILITY CATEGORIES.

All counts should represent the setting in which children with disabilities have been placed for
aducational servicas.

To caleulate the percentage of tima inside the regular clazsroom, divide the oumber of hours the vouth
spends nside the regular clazsroom by the roral number of howrs in the scheol day (Includmz lunch,
recess and study periods). The result is multiplied by 100. Time spent outside the regular classroom
recelving services unrelated to the vouth’s dizability (e.g., time receiving LEP services) should be
considered time inside the regular clazsroom.

Educationa] time spent in age-appropriate commmity-based settings that include individuwals with and
without disabilities, such as college campuses or vecational sites, should be counted as time spent inside
the regular claszroom.

Colunm A Inside the regular clazs 80 percent or more of the day. Unduplicared total who were
inside the regular clazsroom for 80 percent or more of the school day. (These are
children who received special education and related services cutside the rezular
clazsroom for less than 21 percent of the school day.) Thiz may mnclude children with
disabihities placed m-

*  razular class with special educationrelated services provided within regular classes;

*  regular class with special educationrelated services provided outside regular classes;
or

*  razular class with special education services provided m rescurce rooms.

Column B. Inside regular clasz no more than 79% of day and no less than 40% percent of the
day. Unduplicated total who were inside the regular clazsroom between 40 and 79%%
of the day. (Theze are children who received special education and related services
outside the regular classroom for at least 21 percent but ne more than &0 parcent of the
school day.) Do not mnclude children whe are reported a5 receiving education programs
in public or private saparate school or residential facilities. This may include cluldren
placed m:

#  rasource rocms with special education related services provided within the resource
ToOom; OF

*  respurce rooms with par-time mnstruction in a regular elass.

Colupm C. Inside regular elass less than 40 percent of the day. Unduplicared total who were
inside the regular classroom less than 40 percent of the day. (These are children
who received special education and related services outzide the regular classroom for
more than 80 percent of the school day.) Do not melude children wheo are reported as
recerving education programs in public or private separate school or residential facilities.
This category mav inchide chuldren placed in:
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Colupm F.

Column G.

Page 10 of11
¢ self-contained special classrooms with part-time mstruction m a regular class; or

o celfcontamed special classrooms with full-time special aducation mstruction on 3
regular school campus.

Separate schiool. Unduplicared total who received education programs in public or
private separate day school facilities. This includes children with dizabilities
recelving special education and related services for greater than 50 percent of the
school day in public or private separate schools. This may include children placed
in:

# public and private day schools for students with disabilities;

*  public and private day schools for students with disabilities for a portion of the
school day (greater than 0 percent) and in regular school buildings for the
remainder of the school day; or

* public and private rezidental facilities if the student does not live at the facility.

Rezidental facilitv. Unduplicared total who received education programs and lived
in public or private residential facilitiez during the school weele This includes
children with disabilities receiving special education and related services for greater
than 50 percent of the school day in public or private residential facilities, This may
include children placed in:

* public and private rezsidential schools for students with dizabilities; or

* public and private residential schools for students with dizabilities for a portion
of the school day (greater than 50 percent) and in separate day schoolz or
rezular school buildings for the remainder of the school day.

Do not include stodent: who received education programs at the facility, but do mot
live there.

Homebomd Hespital  Unduplicared total whe received education programs m

homebound hospital environment includes childran with disabilities placed m and
recerving special education and related services mo

*  hospifal programs, or
*  homebound programs.

Do not inchade chuldren with disabilities whess parents have optad to home-schoo] them
and who receive spectal education at the public expense.

Correctional facilities. Unduplicated total who received special education in
correctional facilities. These data are intended to be a count of all children
receiving special edueation in:
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* short-term detention facilities (community-based or residential), or
* correctional facilities.

Column H. Parentally Placed in Private Schools. Unduplicated total who have been enrolled by
their parents or guardians in regular parochial or other private school: and whoze
basic education is paid through private resources and who receive special education
and related services at public expense from a local educational agency or
intermediate educational unit under a service plan.” Include children whoze parents
chose to home-school them, but who receive special education and related services at
the public expensze. Do not include children who are placed in private schools by the
LEA.

Section & RaceEthmicity of Children with Dizabilities Azes §-2]1 by Educational Environment

FEPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDREN AGES 6-21 WITH DISABILITIES
SEFEVED UNDER IDEA, FART B BY RACEETHNICITY AND EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT.
THE TOTAL DATA REPORTED ON EACH LINE IN SECTION F MUST EQUAL THE TOTAL
DATA REPORTED IN THE COERESPONDING EDUCATIONAL ENVIEONMENT IN SECTIOIN E.

Usze the anvironment catezories defined under Section F and the race/stloneity catezonies as dafined m
Section C.

Section H: Gender of Children with Disabilities Azes 6-11 by Educational Environment

EEPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN AGES 6-21 WITH
DISABILITIES SERVED UNDER IDEA, PART B BY GENDER AND EDUCATIONAL
ENVIRONMENT. THE TOTAL DATA REPORTED ON EACH LINE IN SECTION G MUST
EQUAL THE TOTAL DATA EEPORTED IN THE CORRESPONDING EDUCATIONAL
ENVIRONMENT IN SECTIONE.

TUse the environment categories defined in the instructions for Section F.
To reduce data burden, gender data for children ages 6-11 are not collected separately on the child
count report, Lotals on the educational environments report must equal the total number of

children with disabilities ages 6-211 reported on the child count.

Section H: Limited Englich Proficiency Status of Children with Disabilities Azes 6-11 by
Educational Environment

EEPORT AN UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF ALL CHILDEEN AGES 3-5f WITH DISABILITIES
SERVED UNDER IDEA, PART B BY LIMITED ENGLISH PROFIENCY STATUS AND
EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT. THE TOTAL DATA REPORTED ON EACH LINE IN

A private institution or school & a school NOT under Federal or public supervision or confrol and may be non-prafit or
Propristary.
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SECTION HMUST EQUAL THE TOTAL DATA REPORTED IN THE CORRESPONDING
EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT IN SECTION F.

Use the environment categories defined under Section F and the LEP categories as defined in the
instructions for Section E.

To reduce data burden, LEP status data on children ages 6-21 are not collected separately on the
child count report, Totals on the educational environments report musr equal the total number of
children with disabilities ages 6-21 reported on the clhild count.
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ULS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN PAGE 10F 22
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 3
AKD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 18200517
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION PART B, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORN EXPIRES: MR
200
ETATE:

SECTION A DISCRETE AGE OF CHILDREN WITH DIESASILITIES AGES 3-S5 BY EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT

EDUCATIONAL ENVIRCMIMENT.

"
-
w

Total

Ad)

A M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILD=OOD
FROGARMAM AT LEAET 0% OF TIME

CHILDREMN ATTENDING A REGULAR
EARLY CHILDHCOD FROGHEAM Az

M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILD=OOD
FROSAAM 404 TO 78% OF TIME

A3
M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOOD
FROGAMAM LESS THAM 40% TIME

B) ATTENDRMG A | (1)
SPECIAL

CHILDREN NOT ZOUCATION SEFARATE GLASS

ATTEMDING A EC —

REGULAR EARLY (221

CHILDHCOD PROGSAM

0F KINDEREARTEN SEFARATE SCHO0L

B3

RESIDENTIAL FACILITY

MOT 1241
ATTENDNG A
SPECIAL SERVICE FROVIDER LOCATION
EDUCATION f—
FROGARAM: '

HOME

1S3 TOTAL (OF ROWS A1 - BE)

=0 FORM: 5552

ZRIGIMNAL BUEMISEIONREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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UE. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN PAGE IOF 2
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 3 [continued)
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 1820-0517
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION PART B, INDIVIDUALE \WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAFPE SEQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: X0000000(
2005
STATE:

SECTION B EDUCATIONAL ENVIROMMENT OF CHILDREMN WITH DISABILITIES AGEE 3-2 BY DISABILTY

A} CHILDREM ATTEKDING A REGULAR EASLY CHILDHOODCD FROGAMAM OR KINDESGASTEN

A A2 A3
IN THE REGULAR EARLY M THE REGULAS EARLY INTHE REGULAR EARLY
CHILDSD00 PROGRAM AT CHILDHO0D FROGRAM 405% CHILDHOOD PROGRAM LEES
DISABILITY LEAET E0% TIME TO 7% TIME THAN 40% TIME

MENTAL RETARDATION

HEARING IMPASMENTS

SPEECH OR LANGUAGE MEAIRMENTS

VISUAL INPASMENTS

EMOTICHAL DIETUREANCE

ORTHOFEDIC IMPAIRMENTS

OTHER HEALTH IMEAIRMENTS

SPECIFIC LEARKING DISABILITIES

CEAF-SLINCHESE

MULTIFLE DISABILITIES

AUTESM

TRAUATIC BRAN BLURY

DEVELDPMENTAL DELAY'

TOTAL:

! States must have defines and sstabishes elglnity crizia for developmenta’ delay Ik onder 30 use Tis category for ragoring.

S0 FORM: 553-2

DRIGINAL BUEMIZEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SECTION B (CONTINUED)

TAELE 3 [comtinued}

PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

200

FMGEE 3 OF Z2
CMB MO 1R20-0517

FORM EXFIRES: XROU000L

STATE:

DESABILITY

[B) CHILDREN NOT ATTENDING A REGULAS EARLY CHILD=OCOD PROGEAM OF KINDERGARTEN

CRMLY ATTEHDING A SPECIAL EDUCATION FROE5AM

MOT ATTERDING A SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM

B} 82}

B3}
EEFARATE CLASE EFARATE SCHOOL RESCERTIAL FACILITY

B4}
EERVICE FROWVIDER
LOCATION

1BE}
HCME

MEMTAL RETASDATION

HEARING IMPASMENTS

SPEECH OR LANGUAGE IMFAIRMENTS

WISUAL IMPARMENTS

EMOTIONAL DISTUREANCE

ORTHOFEDIC IMPAIRMENTS

OTHER HEALTH MEAIRMENTS

SPECIFIC LEARKING DISABILITIES

DEAF-ESLINCKERE

MULTIFLE DISABILITIES

TEEM

TRAURIATIC BRAM BLURY

DEVELOFMENTAL DELAY

TOTAL:

! Stmtes must have definec and estabistes elglnity criena for dewsopmenta delay i order 10 use Tis category for ragoring.

=0 FORM: 5552

DRIGIMNAL SUEMISEION'REVISICN
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LS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
ARD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF EFECLAL EDUCATION
FROGRAME

SECTICN 2 (DONTINUED)

TAELE 3 {condinued)

PAST E, INDIVIDUALE \WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT

IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE RECGUIREMENTS

200

DESABLITY

(&) CHILDREM ATTENDCING A REGULAR EARLY CHILDHODOD FROGRAM OR KINDERGARTEN

(PERCENT) "

MENTAL RETARDATION

SEARIMG IMPASMENTS

[

IH THE REGULAR EARLY
CHILDH2OD PROGRAM AT
LEAST £0% TIME
{PERCENT]

M THE REGULAR EARLY
CHILCHD 00 FROSGRAM 405
TO 7% TIME
(FERCEMT)

A3
IN THE REGULAR EARLY
CHILDHOOD PROGRAM LESS
THAN 40% TIME
[FERCEMNT]

SPEECH OR LANGUASE MEAIRMENTS

VISUAL IMPASMENTS

SMOTIONAL DIETURSANCE

ORTHOPEDIC IMPAIRMENTS

OTHER HEALTH MFAIRMERTS

EPECIFIC LEARKING DISABIUTIES

DEAF-SLINOHERS

MULTIFLE DISABIUTIES

AUTESM

TRAMIATIC BRAN RIURY

DEVELOPMENTAL DELAYY

TOTAL:

100%

Ta0%

T00%

' STATEZ SHOULD MOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTICN. THESE WiLL BE CALCULATED BY OSEFS DATA TRANSMIZZION 3VITEM.

TiStmtes must have defines and sstabizta slglsity cri=ia for daveopmens) delsy I ondar to uss Sis cxisgory fior ramarting.

=0 FORK: 3554

ORIGINAL SUSMISSION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:

PAGE 40F X2

OMB MO 18200547

FORM EXPIRES: MPOLRHI00

ETATE:
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UE. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF EPECIAL EDUCATION
AKD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAME

ESECTION B (confinued)

TAELE 3 {confinued)

PART B, INDIVIDUALE \WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE SEQUIREMENTS

200

PAGESOF 2

OMB MO 18200517

FORK EXPIRES: MO0000

ETATE:

[B) CHILOREN NOT ATTEMDIMNG A REGULAR EARLY CHLDHCI00D PFROGSAM OF KINDERGARTEN
FERCENTY
OHLY ATTEMDIMG A SPECLAL EDUCATION
CHLY ATTENDING A SPECIAL EDUCATION FROEFAM PROGETAM
B4}
B1} B2} 183} EERVICE FROVIDER [B5}
EEFARATE CLASS SEFARATE SCHOOL RESDENTIAL FACILITY LOCATICN HOME
DHSABILITY (FERCENT: [FERCEMNT) [FERCENT) (FERCENT) [SERCENT)
MENTAL RETASDATION
HEARING IMPAISMENTS
SPEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS
VISUAL INPASRMENTS
EMOTICNAL DIETUREANCE
CRTHOSEDIC IMPAIRMENTS
CTHER HEALTH BISAIRMENTS
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILTIES
DEAF-ELINONESS
MULTIFLE DISABILTIES
ALTEM
TRAUMATIC BRAN BUURY
DEVELGPMENTAL DELAY
TOTAL: 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

"STATER 8HOULD HNOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THI2 SECTION. THESE WiLL BE CALCULATED BY CSEF'S DATA TRANSMIZON 2VETEM.
“States must have defned and stabished sigisiity criv=ra for cevelopmental deay in order oo uzs thiz category for reporing

S0 FORM: 352-4
DRIGNAL SUSMISSION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE B OF 22
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 3 [confinued)
ARD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 18200547
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION PAST E, INDIVIDUALE \WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REGUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: MPOLMI00
200
ETATE:
SECTION O- RACEETHMICITY OF CHILDSEN WITH DISABILITIER AGER 3-5 Y EDUCATIONAL ENVIRCHRIENT
RACEET-RMICITY
AMERICAN
i~ aTe r =T INDIAN OF ASIEN OR =
EDUCATICNAL ERVIRCHMMEN j oy PACIFIC BLACE WHITE
NATIVE ELAMDES {Hat Hispanic} HISFANIC iPdot Hispanksl TOTAL
L]
1] M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOCOD

FROGRAM AT LEAST 0% OF TIME
CHILDREM ATTEMDING A REGULAR
EARLY CHILDHCOD PROGRAM AT

M THE REGULAR ESRLY CHILDHOOD
FROGARAM 0% TO 75% OF TIME

A3
M THE REGULAR ESRLY CHILDHOOD
FROGRMAM LESS THAN 40% TIME

B) ATTENDMG A | (BN
SPECIAL

CHILOREM MOT EDUCATION SEFARATE CLASS

ATTEMDING A FROGRAM: —

REGULAR EARLY [==t

CHILDHOOD PROGAAM BEPARATE SCHO0L

CR KINCERGARTEN

{831

RESIDEMNTIAL FACILITY

WOT (=41
ATTENDING A
SPECIAL SERVICE PROVIDER LOCATICN
ECUCATION =
FROGAAM: :

HOME

IS TOTAL (OF ROWS A1 — BS)

S0 FORM: 25%-2

ORIGINAL SUSMISSION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEFARTRENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION

TABLE 3 [continued)

PART E, INDIVIDUALS WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT

SMB MND.

PAGE 70OF 22

18200517

FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATICN OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: X/XAIOMK
200
STATE:
SECTION C (COMTINUED]
FACEET=MCTT
[FERCENTY
ARIERICAN
IKDLAN O ASAN OF BLACK
EDUCATIONAL ENVIRCAMENT. ALATIG, EACEID ERTE
. = , , =
MATIVE SLANDER Mot Hispanic} e (Mot Hispanic) TOTAL
(FERCENT (FERCENT) IPESCENTI {PERCENT) FERCENT) (FERCENT]
a1
A M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOODD 100%
FROGAAM AT LEAST 50% OF TIME
CHILDREM ATTEMDING A REGLLAR
EARLY CHILDHOOD PROGSAM Az
M THE RESULAR EARLY CHILDHOOOD L
FROGAAM 406 TO 75% OF TIME
e
M THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOODD 100%
FROGAAM LESS THAN 40% TIME
B ATTENDMNG A | (211
SPECIAL 100%
CHILDREM MOT T SEFARATE CLASS
ATTEMDING A EREE A —
RESULAR EARLY =2 _—
CHILDHODOD PROGSRAM o .
0F KINDERGARTEN s e —
)
100%
RESIDENTIAL FACILITY
MaT (B4
ATTENDING A o 100%
Py SERWICE PROVIDER LOCATICN
EDUCATION =
- . (85
EROGARAM: ——
HOME

VETATER BHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY CGBEF'E DATA TRAMSMIE 250N 3¥ETEM.

S0 FORM: 255-4

QRIGINAL EUEMISEIDN'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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UE. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAME

SECTION O GENDER OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 3-5 BY EDUCATIOMNAL ENVIROHMENT

TAELE 3 [continued)

PART E, INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIEE ECUCATION ACT
IMFLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

FAGE BOF 2
OMB MO 1820-0517

FORM EXPIRES: X000

ETATE:

EOUCATIONAL ENVIROHMEMT:

GEMDER

FEMMALE

TOTAL

L]

CHILDREN ATTENDING & REGULAR
SARLY CHILD=00D FROGRAM

L]

IN THE REGULAS EARLY CHILDHCDD
PROGRAM AT LEAST B0% OF TIME

A2

IH THE REGULASR EMRLY CHILDHCOD
PROGRAM 40% TO T3% OF TIME

A3

IH THE REGULASR EMRLY CHILDHCOD
PROGRAM LESS THAM £1% TIME

=1 ATTENDING &
_ ) SEECIAL

i LRE PN EDUCATION
TR PROGRAM:
SEGULAR EARLY

CHLDH000 FROGRAM

2R KMNDERGARTEN

=0 }]
SEPARATE CLAES

B2}
SEPARATE SCHOOL

B3}

REEICENTIAL FACILITY

HCT
ATTENDING A
EFECIAL
EDUCATICN
FROGRAM:

B2)

SERVICE FROVIDER LOCATION

HCME

CITOTAL {OF ROWE Af —B5)

=0 FORM: 555-2

DRIGMNAL SUSMIZEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
DFFICE OF BFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
DFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION

TAELE 3 [contnued]

PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISABILITIEE EDUCATION ACT

PAGE 5 OF 22

OMEBE MO

1820-0517

FORM EXPIRES: MR00000

FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS
005
STATE:
SECTION D {CONTIMUED]
GEMDER
(FERCENT)
EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT:
MALE FEMALE U2l S
{PERCENT) (FERCENT) [FERCENT)
[A1)
1 IN THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOGOD foo%
PROGRAM AT LEAST B0% OF TIME
CHILDREN ATTENDING A RESULAR
EARLY CHILDHOCT FROGRAM 1AZ)
IN THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHOOOD Lt
PROGRAM 40% TO T3% OF TIME
(A3
N THE REGULMR EARLY CHILDHOOOD Lt
PROGRAM LESS THAN £0% TIME
=) ATTEMDING A | B1)
- _ SFECIAL —
CHILDREN KT EERICATION SEFARATE CLASS
ATTENDING A PROGRAM: )
REGULAR EARLY B2} -
CHILDHOOD FROGRAM L
O ARTEN SEPARATE SCHOOL
B3
200%
RESIDENTIAL FACILITY
NOT B2}
ATTENDING A N o 200%
Py SERVICE FROVIDER LOCATION
EDUCATICN =
PROGRAM: o
HOME
(O TOTAL {OF ROWS A —E5) 00%

" STATEZ $HOULD MOT PROVIDE PERGENTAGER IN THIZ SECTICN. THESE WiLL BE CALCULATED BY OSEF'S DATA TRANSMIZZION 2VITEM.

S0 FORM: 3554

DRIGIMNAL SUSMIBRICHNIREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
QFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAMES

SECTICN E: LIMITED ENGLIEH PRCFIENCY ETATUS OF CHILDREW WITH DISABILITIES AGEER 3-5 BY

TAELE 3 (continued}

PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

2005

EDIUCATIONAL E

WIRCKMENT

FAGE 10OF 22
OMB MO 1820-0517

FORM EXPIRES: M000

ETATE:

EOUCATIONAL ENVIRCHMENT:

LUMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY ST/

ATLS

il

TOTAL

Al

CHILDSEN ATTENDING A REGULAR
EARLY CHILDHOOD FROGRAM

AT}

IH THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHCOD
PROGRAM AT LEAST 80% OF TIME

AZ)

IH THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHCOD
PROGRAM 40% T2 7% OF TIME

Az

IH THE REGULAR EARLY CHILDHCOD
PROGRAM LESS THAN 40% TIME

= ATTENDING &
_ i} SFECIAL
N EDUCATION
ATTENDING A PROGRAM:
REGLLAR EARLY

CHILDHO0D FROGRAM

OR KINDERGARTEN

|1)

EEPARATE CLAES

B2}
BEPARATE SCHOOL

1=E}]
REEICENTIAL FACILITY

HOT
ATTENDING &
SFECIAL
EDUCATION
PROGRAM:

B&)
SERVICE FROVIDER LOCATION

B85}
HOME

(C) TOTAL {OF ROWS At —B5)

S0 FORM: 25%-4

ORIGINAL SUSMIESION'REVISION
CURRENT D&
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US. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN FAGETTIOFZ2
DFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 3 (continued}
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 18200517
DFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION PART E, INDIVIDUUALS WITH DISABILITIEE EDUCATION ACT
FROGRARME! IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: MM
2005
ETATE:

SECTION E (TONTIRUED)

DMITED ENGLSH PROFICIENGT ETATUS
(FERCENT)’
EDUCATICMAL ENVIROHMMENT: YEB WO TOTAL
PERCENTI (PERCENT) [FERCENT)
A1)
Al IN THE REGULAR EARALY CHILDHOOD 100%
PROGRAM AT LEAST 0% OF TIME
CHILDREN ATTENDING A REGULAR
SARLY CHILDHC 0D FROGRAM 1A2)
IN THE REGULAR EMALY CHILDHOOD L
PROGRAM 40% TO 79% OF TIME
[A3)
IN THE REGULAR EMALY CHILDHOOD L
PROGRAM LESS THAN £0% TIME
1 ATTENDING & | B1)
N _ SFECIAL e
CHILDREN NOT ER AT SEPARATE CLASS
ATTENDIMG A PROGRAM: ;
REGULAR EARLY B2} -
CHILDHO 00 FROSRAM :
et SEPARATE SCHOOL
B3}
100%
RESIDENTIAL FACILITY
HOT B2} )
ATTENDING A ‘oo
SFERIAL SERVICE FROVIDER LOCATION
EDUCATION -
Y f {BE)
PROGRAM: o
HOME
(0} TOTAL {0F ROWS Af - B 100%

" ETATEZ 8HOULD HOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTION. THESE WiLL BE GALGULATED BY OSEFS DATA TRANSMIZ2ON 3VITEM.
=0 FORM: 555-2

DRIGMNAL SUSMIZSION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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5. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN FMGE 12 OF 22
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 3 [cominued)
AND REHAZILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MD.: 1E20-051T
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION PAAT E. INDTVIDUALS WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
SRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: MO0
2005
ETATE:
SECTION F: EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT AMD AGE CATEGIRY OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES AGES 521 BY DISABILITY
16}
A NEIDE THE REGULAR CLASS MO MORE THAN T3% OF
REGULAR CLASS 50% OR MORE OF DAY DAY BUT NiD LESS THAN 40% OF DAY
CISASILITY ) @ Er )
B11 1317 1821 £ 12417 18

MENTAL RETARDATION

HEASRMG IMPAIRMENTE

SPEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS

SWIEUAL IMEAIRMENTE

EMOTIOMAL DESTURBAMCE

ORTHCOFEDIC IMFAIRMENTE

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS

SFECIFIC LEARMING DISASILITIES

CEA-BLIMNOMESS

MULTIPLE DESASILITIES

ALITISM

TRALIMATIC ESAIN INJURY

DEVELOSMENTAL DELAY'

TOTAL:

! Stmtes must have defined and estabisted elglzity critera for deveopmema) delay I onder 0 use Tis cavmgory for raporing.

ED FORM: 2554

DRIGIMNAL BUEMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SECTION F {CONTINUED)

TAELE 3 (continued)

PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE

QUIREMENTS

2000

PAGE 13 0F 22

[=lU=F s K

FOSM EXPIRER:

ETATE:

DISABILITY

MEIDE REGULAR CLASS FOR LESE THAN 40% OF DAY

oo

o
SEFARATE SCHOOL

=4 ]
12-17

111
12-17

B2

MEMTAL RETARDATION

HEARMG IMPAIRMENTES

SFEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS

WIEUAL IMFAIRMENTS

EMOTIONAL DIESTURSAMCE

ORTHOFEDID IMPAIRMENTE

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS

SEECIFIC LEARMING DISAEILITIES

CEATBLIMOMESS

MULTIPLE DESASILITIEE

ALITISM

TEAUMATIC ESAIN INJURY

CEVELCEMENTAL DELAY'

TOTAL:

'Simtas miust have defred and ssiabizhed = pEify criterda for desslopme=ntal defay In ocnder io use this category for reporing.

EDH FORM: 25+

TRIGINAL SUEMISSION'REVISION
CURRENT D&
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FAGE 14 OF 22
TAELE 3 [coniinued)

DL N
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATICN PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
FROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXFIREE:
00

ETATE:

SECTION F {CONTINUED]

iE}
RESICENTIAL FACILITY

CISASILITY 193

1824

MENTAL RETARDATION

HEARNG IMFAIRMENTE

SFEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS

WIEUAL IMPAIRMENTE

EMOTIOMAL DISTURSBANCE

DRTHCOFEDID IMEAIRMENTE

COTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS

SFECIFIC LEARMNING DISASILITIES

CEAS-BLINDMESS

MULTIFLE DESASILITIES

ALTISM

TEAUMATIC ESAIN IKJURY

DEVELOFMENTAL DELAY'

TOTAL:

! Sxates mizst hawe defned and estanished =ity criiera for deveiopmental desay in ander to use this category for reporting

ED FORME 5554

QRIGMNAL U
CURRENT DA

ISEIOMIREVISION
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=

US. DEFARTMENT OF E

RCATIOM

QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATICN
FROGRAME

SECTION F {CONTINUED]

TAELE 3 [conmiinued)

PART E, INDIVIDUUALS WITH DISABILITIEE EDUCATION ACT
IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

200

ETATE:

FORM EXFIREER:

DISASILITY

1H)
FARENTALLY PLACED IN FRIVATE SCHOOLS

20 21}
1217 1821

{24)
15-21

22
11

MEMNTAL RETARCATION

HEARRNGE IMFAIRMENTE

SFEECH OF LAMGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS

WEEJAL IMFAIRMENTE

EMOTIONAL DISTURSANCE

ORTHCOFEDIC IMEAIRMENTE

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMEMTS

SFECIFIC LEARMIMG DISASILITIES

CEAF-BLINDNESS

MULTIPLE DESASILITIES

ALITISM

TEAUMATIC BESAIN IMJURY

DEVELOFMENTAL DELAY'

TOTAL:

! Enates mizst have defred and establzted sigkiity oriria for developmensal defay in ander bo use this casegony for reporing

EC FORK: B854

CRIGMNAL SUSMISEION'R
CURRENT DV

1510M
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5. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION FAGE 16 OF 22

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATICN TAELE 2 [coninues)

ARD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES O D

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATICN FART B, INDOVIDUALS WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT

FROGRAMS IMPLEMENTATICN OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXFIRES:

200s
STATE:
SECTION F {CONTINUED)
EDUCATIONAL ENVIROMMENT
(FERCENTY
B B MEIDE THE [H)
CESABILITY INSIDE THE GULAR FARENTALLY
REZULAR CLASS LESS ) (£l {F1 PLACED IN
THAN £0% OF SESARATE HOMEBDUNDY PRIVATE
DAY SCHOOL HIOERITAL EACILITIES SCHOOLS
(PERCENTS (FERCEMT) {PERCENT} (FERCENT {PERCENT! (FERCENT)
MEMTAL RETASDATION
HEARING IMPASSMENTS
SPEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS
VISUAL IMPASSIENTS
EMOTICNAL DISTUREANCE
ORTHOFEDIC IMPARMENTS
OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS
SPECITIC LEARKING DISASIUTIES
DEAF-ELINDNESS
MULTIFLE DISABILITIES
TEM

TRAUATIC BRAR PUURY
DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY
TOTAL: 100% 100 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

"ETATER SHOULD HOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTION. THESE WiLL BE CALGULATED BY CEEFS DATA TRANSMIEIMON 2YETEM.
* Stmi=s must have defined and estabiznesd sigloilty crisa for developmental delay In order 1o use Tis calegony for raporing.

S0 FORM: 3552

QRIGINAL BUSMISEION'REVISION

CURRENT DATE:
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U5, DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION FAGE 17 OF 22
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 3 [contnued)
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO 9820-0517
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION PAAT E. IMOOVIDUALE WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
FROGAAMES IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: MO
e
ETATE:
SECTION @ RACSETHNICITY OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES AGES 621 BY EDUCATIONAL EMVIRONMENT
RACEETHHICITY
AMERICAN INDIAN | ASIAN OR PACFIC — WHITE (o
EDUCATIZNAL ENVIRCAMENT CF ALAENA MATIVE IELAMDER {Mot Hispanic} HIEFANIC Hizpank) TOTAL

[A) INSIDE REGULAR CLAES B0% OFR MORE
OF DAY

1B} INSIDE SEGULAR CLARE TE-40% OF DAY

[C) MEIDE RESULAR CLASE LESE THAN
A0% OF DAY

[0} SEEPARATE BCHOOL

[E} REEIDENTIAL FACILITY

[F1 HOMEEQUMD/HOERITAL

(G} CORRECTIONAL FACILUITIES

[Hi FAREMTALLY PLACED IN PRIVATE
SCHOOLE

) TOTAL [OF ROWS A-Hi

SO FORM: 255-4

DRIGMNAL SUSMIZEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEFARTMEMNT OF EDUCATION
DFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
QFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATICN

TAELE 3 [cominued)

PART E, INDIVIDUALE: WITH CISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT

FAGE 1B OF 22

OMB MO 1820-0517

FORK EXPIRES: M0N0

FROGAAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS
2005
STATE:
SECTION @ [CONTINUED]
AACEETHNIZITY
(FERCENT)'
BLACH
AMERICAM INDIAN | ASIAN OR PACEIC ) ) e — WHITE
EDUCATICNAL ENVIRCMNMENT 05 ALASESE MATVE IELAMDER {Wot Hispanic} (Mot Hispanic) TOTAL
(FERCENT) [FERCENT) [PERCENT) (FERCENT) IPERCENT] [FERZENT)
[4) INSIDE REGULAR CLASS 80% OR MORE 100%
OF DAY
B) INSIDE REGULAR CLASE 75-40% OF DAY R
123 MEIDE REGULAR CLASS LESS THAN 200%
&0% DF DAY
[ SEFARATE SCHOOL e
] RESIDENTIAL FACILITY e
[F1 HOMEECUNDHOERITAL ke
153} CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES ke
[H) FAREMTALLY PLACED IN PRIVATE 100%
SCHOOLE

"ETATE2 8HOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THI2 SECTION. THESE WiLL BE CALCULATED BY GEEF'E DATA TRANSMIZZION 3VITEM.

E0 FORM: 255-4

DRIGMNAL SUSMISSICNREVISION
CAURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AKD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUGATION
FROGRAME

TABLE 3 [comtinued)

PART B, INDIVIDUALS \WITH DISASILITIES EDUCATION ACT
IMFLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

2005

SECTION H GENDER OF CHILDREN WITH DISAEILITIES AGES 621 BY EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT

PAGE 19 0F 22

OMB NO. 18200517

FORM EXPIRES: MO0

STATE:

EDUCATIZNAL ENVIRCMIMENT

ZENCER

MALE

FEMALE

TOTAL

14 INSIDE SEGULAR CLAES B0% OR MORE OF DAY

8] INSIDE REGULAR CLASE T5-40% OF DAY

[C) MNEIDE REGULAR CLASE LESE THAN 40% OF DAY

[0} BEPARATE BCHDOL

IE) REEIDENTIAL FACILITY

IF1 HOMEEQUNDHOEPITAL

15} CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

IHi FPAREMTALLY PLACED |IN PRIVATE SCHOOLS

11} TOTAL [OF ROWS A-H

S0 FORM: 5554

DRIGIMNAL BUESMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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ULS. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
QFFICE OF BFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
DFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION

TAELE 3 [conminued)

PART E, INDIVIDUALE WITH DISABILITIER EDUCATION ACT

PAGE 200F 22

OMB MO 1820-0517

FROGRAME IMFLEMENTATICN OF FAPE REQUREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: KOO0
205
STATE:
SECTION H (CONTINUED
GEMDER
[PERCENTY'
MALE FEMALE TOTAL
EDUCATICNAL ENVIROMMENT [PERCENT) {FERCENT) [FERCENT)
{4 INSIDE REGULAR CLASS 50% OR MORE OF DAY —
B} INSIDE REGULAR CLASE 75-40% OF DAY —
S . 100%
[0} INEIDE REGULAR CLASS LESS THAN 40% OF DAY
D) BEPARATE SCHOOL (R
) RESIDENTIAL FACILITY i
[F1 HOMEEDUNDIHDSFITAL —
5} CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES e
_ S 100%
[} EARENTALLY FLACED IN PRIVATE SCHOOLE
100%
13 TOTAL [OF ROWE A-H)

' ZTATER SHOULD MOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY OSEF'S DATA TRANSMIZZION 3¥ITEM.

S0 FORM: 5554

DRIGMNAL SUSKMISEICHIREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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VS OEFARTRENT OF EDUCATICHN FMGE 21 OF 22
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 3 [comiinued}
ARD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES OB N3 1520-0517
DFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATICH PAST B, INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES ECUCATION AZT
FPROGRAME IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS FORM EXPIRES: MBI
. -1
ETATE:

SECTION H- LUMITED EMELIEH FROFIEMTY STATUS OF THILDREMN WITH DEEAEILITIES AGES 5-21 BY EDUCATICNAL ENVIROMMENT

UMITED EMGLISH PROFIENCY STATUS

EDUCATICNAL ENVIRCMMENT YES MNT TOTAL

14 INSIDE REGULAR CLASS B0% OR MORE OF DAY

B} INSIDE SEGULAR CLASE 7S-40% OF DAY

IZ) INEIDE REGULAR CLASE LESE THAN 40% OF DAY

I EEPARATE BCHIOOL

[E) RESIDENTIAL FACILITY

[F1 HOMEEDUNCHOERITAL

(5} CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

HI FARENTALLY PLACED IN PRIVATE SCHOOLS

13 TOTAL [OF ROWS A-Hc

E0FORM: 25%-4

DRIGINAL SUSMIBRION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
QFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAME

SECTION H {CONTIMUELD]

TAELE 3 [coniinued}

PART EL INDIVIDUALE WITH CISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT

IMPLEMENTATION OF FAPE REQUIREMENTS

2005

OMB NT:

FORM EXPIRES: MO0

STATE:

PAGE 220F 22

UMITED ENGLISH FROFIENCY STATUS

1) TOTAL [OF ROWS A-H

[FERCENTY'
¥ES NT TOTAL
EDUCATICHAL ENVIRCMUENT [PESCENT) {PER.CENT] {FERCENT)
{4 INSIDE REGULAR CLASS E0% OF MORE OF DAY —
B) INSIDE REGULAR CLASE T5-40% OF DAY —
e e - 100%
[0} INEIDE REGULAR CLASS LESE THAN A0% OF D&Y
0} SEPASATE SCHOOL 100%
E) RESIDENTIAL FACILITY 100%
F HOMEEOUNDHOEFITAL 100%
5} CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES 100%
_ S 100%
[} FARENTALLY PLACED N PRIVATE SCHOOLE
100%

"ETATEZ 8HOULD MOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIZ SECTION. THESE WiLL BE CALCULATED BY OSEF'S DATA TRANSMIZZION 3VITEM.

=0 FORM: 252-4

CRIGIMNAL SUSMIBEION REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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Appendix E:

Report of Children with Disabilities Exiting Special Education (Table 4)
Page 1 of 5

TABLE 4

Specific Instructions

Sections A-E

In these tables, enter an unduplicated count of all children with disabilities, by age, disability category,
race/ethnicity, gender, and limited English proficiency (LEP) status, who were in special education at
the start of the reporting period, but were not in special education at the end of the reporting period.
States must use a 12-month interval for reporting exiting data, from July 1. 2005 to June 30, 2006.
Place zeros (0) in categories where no cluldren have exited the program. Enter (-9) for categories not
used by the State.

Row A

Row B.

Row C.

Row D.

Row E.

Row F.

Row G.

Transferred to regular education. Total who were served in special education at the start of
the reporting period, but at some pomt dunng that 12-month peniod. retumed to regular
education. These are students who no longer have an IEP and are recerving all of their
educational services from a regular education program.

Graduated with regular high school diploma. Total who exited an educational program
through receipt of a high school diploma identical to that for which students without
disabilities are eligible. These are students who met the same standards for graduation as
those for students without disabilities.

Recetved a certificate. Total who exited an educational program and received a certificate of
completion, modified diploma, or some sinular document. This mcludes students who
recerved a high school diploma, but did not meet the same standards for graduation as those
for students without disabilities. If your State does not use certificates, enter -9 i the
approprate cells.

Reached maximum age. Total who exited special education because of reaching the
maxinnum age for receipt of special education services, including students with disabilities
who reached the maximum age and did not recerve a diploma.

Died. Total who died.

Moved, known to be contimung. Total who moved out of the catchment area or otherwise
transferred to another district and are ENOTN to be continuing i an educational program.
There need not be evidence that the student is contimmng in special education, only that
he/she 1s contimung in an education program. This row includes students in residential
drug/aleohol rehabilitation centers, correctional facilities, or charter schools if those facilities
operate as separate distnicts, excluding normal matniculation.

Dropped out. Total who were enrolled at the start of the reporting peniod, were not enrolled
at the end of the reporting period, and did not exit special education through any of the other
bases described. This row meludes dropouts, mnaways, GED recipients.” expulsions, status

* In States where students may receive a GED without dropping cut of school, these students may be reported as gradnating with
a diploma (Fow B). These are students whe were jointly enrelled in secondary edncation and & GED program. In all other
cases, GED recipients shonld be reported in Row G.
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unknown, students who moved and are not known to be continuing m another educational
program, and other exiters from special education.

Row H. Total of rows (A) through (G).

Report the number of students ages 14-21 who exited special education by age-year, disability category,
and basis of exit.

Section B. Discrete Age by Basis of Exat

Report the total number of students ages 14-21 who exited special education by age-year and basis of exat.
These figures must equal the sum of the data reported 1n Section A.

Section C. Race/ethnicity by Basis of Exit

Report the total number of students ages 14-21 who exited special education by race/ethnicity and basis of
exit. These figures must equal the total data for ages 14-21 reported 1 Section B.

Section D. Gender by Basis of Exit

Report the total number of students ages 14-21 who exited special education by gender and basis of
exit. These figures must equal the total data reported in Section B.

Section E. Limited English Proficiency Status by Basis of Exit

Report the total number of students ages 14-21 who exited special education by LEP status. These
ficures must equal the total data reported in Section B.

Limited English Proficient. A child who meets the definition of a limited English proficient child
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, 20 USC
Section 7301(A)(25).

LEP status should reflect the child’s status as of the date of exit.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SECTION A, DISCRETE AGE AND DISABILITY BY BASIS OF EXIT

TABLE 4

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 20, 2008

PAGE 1 OF 14
OMB NO .- 1820-D521

FORM EXPIRES: MLOK

STATE

BASIS OF EXIT:

MENTAL RETARDATION

HEARING IMPAIRMENTS

14-21

17 il:] 18 20 21 224 14 15

TOTAL
{Optional}

o

20

1321
TOTAL e

{Optianal)

(4} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH R
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

(C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(0} REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

{E} DIED

(Fi MOWVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

(G) DROPPED OUT

(H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 382-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 2 OF 14
FICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 4 {continued)

ES

OMB NO_: 1820-D521
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING

SPECIAL EDUCATICON FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008 FORM EXPIRES: MOOW0ONK
STATE
SECTION A (CONTINUED)
SPEECH OR LANGUAGE IMPAIRMENTS VISUAL IMPAIRMENTS
14 15 16 i7 18 1B 20 | 14-21 12+ 14 15 16 17 18 18 20 21 14-21 22+
BASIS OF EXIT: TOTAL [Optional) TOTAL {Cptional)

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUK AGE

{E} DIED
(FI MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

{5} DROFPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G}

ED FORM: 388-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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PAGE 3 OF 14
TABLE £ {continued)

OMB NO_: 1820-0521

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
FROGRAMS SPECIAL ECUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008 FORM EXPIRES: XOOUXERK

STATE

SECTION A (CONTINUED)

EMOTIONAL DISTURBANCE ORTHOPEDIC IMPAIRMENTS

14 15 16 17 18 18 20 21 14-21 22+ 14 18 16 17 18 19 20 21 14-21 22+

BASIS OF EXIT: TOTAL {Cptional) TOTAL {Cplienal)

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED H REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

(C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

(E}DIED
(FI MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

|G} DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 388-3

QRIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 4 OF 14
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 4 {continued)
AND REHABILITATIVE SE ES OMB NO.: 1820-0521
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
PROGRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2006 FORM EXPIRES: NN
STATE
SECTION A (CONTINUED)
OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRMENTS SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES
14 15 16 17 18 10 20 21 14-21 22+ 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 iET] 224+
BASIS OF EXIT: TOTAL | (Cptional) . {Cplional)

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

(E}DIED
(F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

{G) DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 388-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
QOFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

SECTION A (CONTINUED)

TABLE 4 jcontinued )

REPORT OF CHILDREMN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008

PAGE 5 OF 14
OM3 NO.: 1820-0521

FORM EXPIRES: XK

STATE

BASIS OF EXIT:

DEAF-BLINDNESS

MULTIPLE DISABILITIES

4 15 16 i7 ] i@ 20 21 14-21 22+ 14

TOTAL {Cotional)

18

19

20

21 14-21 22+

(Cptienal)

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

(E} DIED

{F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

{5} DROPPED OUT

(H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 388-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.S. CEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE & OF 14
TABLE 4 (continued)
OMB NO_: 1820-0521
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING

GRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008 FORM EXPIRES: X000
STATE
SECTION A (CONTINUED)
AUTISM TRAUMATIC BRAIN INJURY
14 15 16 17 18 1@ 20 21 14-21 22+ 14 13 16 17 18 19 20 21 224+
BASIS OF EXIT: TOTAL {Optional) {Optiznal)

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECE

VED A CERTIFICATE

{D) REACHED MAXIMUNM AGE

(E} DIED
(FIMOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

{5} DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G}

ED FORM: 380-3

QRIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE

239



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SECTICN B. DISCRETE AGE BY BASIS OF EXIT

TABLE 4 jcontinued)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 4, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2006

PAGE 7 OF 14
OM2 NO.: 1820-0521

FORM EXPIRES: XROUWCKXX

STATE

BASIS OF EXIT:

ALL DISABILITIES

al

14-21
TOTAL

(A} TRANSFERRED TO REGULAR EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL
DIPLOMA

EIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

(E} DIED

(F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

(G} DROPPED OUT

(H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 380-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSIONREVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGEZ OF 14
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 4 (continued)
AND REHABILITATIVE OM3 NO.: 1820-0521
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
PROGRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2006 FORM EXPIRES: XXX
STATE
SECTION B {CONTINUED)
ALL DISABILITIES
(PERCENTY'
14-21
14 15 16 17 18 12 el 2 TOTAL
BASIS OF EXIT: (PERCENT] | (FERGCENT) | (PERCENT) (FERCENT} | (PERCENT) [PERCENT) | (PERCENT) | (PERCENT) | (PERCENT)
{A) TRANSFERED TO REGULAR EDUCATION 100%
(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL
DIPLOMA 100%
{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE 100%
(D) REACHED MAXIMUN AGE 100%
{E} DIED 100%
{F) MOVED, KNOWN T0 BE
CONTINUING —
{G} DROPPED OUT 100%
{H) TOTAL {OF ROWS A-G) 100%

'STATES SHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIS SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY OSEP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEM.

ED FORM: 388-3

QRIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE & OF 14

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE £ {continued)

AND REHABILITATIVE SE ES OMB NO_: 1820-D521

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING

PROGRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUKE 340, 2008 FORM EXPIRES: XOCOnO0X
STATE

SECTION C. RACE/ETHNICITY BY BASIS OF EXIT

RACEETHNICITY

AMERICAN INDIAN OR ASIAN OR PACIFIC BLACK WHITE
BASIS OF EXIT ALASHA MNATIVE SLANDER {Mot Hispanic) HISPANIC Mot Hispanic) TOTAL

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR
EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH
SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

(E} DIED
{Fi MOVED, KNOWN TO BE
CONTINUING

{G) DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL {OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: 2g8-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SE ES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAMS

PAGE 10 OF 14
TABLE £ {continued)
OMB NO.: 1820-D521
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING

SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008 FORM EXPIRES: XOOO00X

STATE
SECTION C (CONTINUED)
R.-’-.CE."ET-MC!_\"
[PERCENT)
AMERICAN INDIAN OF ASIAN OR PACIFIC BLACK WHITE
ALASKA NATIVE SLANDER {Mot Hispanic) HISPANIC Mot Hispanic) TOTAL
BASIS OF EXIT {FERCENT) (FPERCENT) {FERCENT) (PERCENT) {FERCENT) (FPERCENT)
(&) TRANSFERED TO REGULAR 100%
EDUCATION
(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH 100%
SCHOOL DIPLOMA
(C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE il
(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE il
(E} DIED 100%
(FI MOVED, KNOWN TO BE 100%
CONTINUING
(G} DROPPED OUT Ll
(H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G) Ll

'STATES SHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIS SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY QSEP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEM.

ED FORM: 388-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 4 jcontinued)

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
PROGRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008

SECTION D. GENDER BY BASIS OF EXIT

PAGE 11 OF 14
OMB NO_: 1820-0521

FORM EXPIRES: MO0

STATE

GENDER

BASIS OF EXIT: MALE FEMALE

TOTAL

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR EDUCATION

{B) GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

{E) DIED

{F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE CONTINUING

{G) DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G)

ED FORM: ag2-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURREMNT DATE
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
QOFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

SECTION D (CONTINUED)

TABLE 4 jcontinued)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2005

PAGE 12 OF 14
OMB NO.: 1820-0521

FORM EXPIRES: XOROCKX

STATE

GENDER
(PERCENT)'

MALE FEMALE TOTAL
BASIS OF EXIT: (PERCENT) [PERCENT) {PERCENT)
{A} TRANSFERED TC REGULAR EDUCATION
(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
(C) RECEIVED & CERTIFICATE
(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE
{E} DIED
{F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE CONTINUING
{G) DROPPED QUT
{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G) 100% 100% 100%

'STATES SHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIS SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY OSEP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEM.

ED FORM: 380-3

QRIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURREMNT DATE
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U.S. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

SECTION E. LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY BY BASIS OF EXIT

TABLE 4 {continued)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
PROGRAMS SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 20, 2006

PAGE 12 OF 14
OMB NO.: 1820-D521

FORM EXPIRES: XXX

STATE

BASIS OF EXIT:

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY STATUS

YES

NO

TOTAL

(A} TRANSFERED TO REGLULAR EDUCATION

(B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA

{C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE

(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE

{E) DIED

{F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE CONTINUING

(3} DROPPED OUT

{H) TOTAL {OF ROWS A-G}

ED FORM: 380-3

ORIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE

246



MENTG,,

iy,

> 1824 4
& 2
A -2
. £
N

O

W?&mh“§

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
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J.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAMS

TABLE £ (continued)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES EXITING
SPECIAL EDUCATION FROM JULY 1, 2005 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2008

SECTION E. LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY BY BASIS OF EXIT

PAGE 14 OF 14
OMB NO.: 1820-D521

FORM EXPIRES: X000

STATE

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY STATUS
(PERCENT)'

. ) TOTAL
BASIS OF EXIT: [FERCENT) [FERCENT) [FERCENT)
{A} TRANSFERED TO REGULAR EDUCATION
{B} GRADUATED WITH REGULAR HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
(C) RECEIVED A CERTIFICATE
(D) REACHED MAXIMUM AGE
{E} DIED
(F) MOVED, KNOWN TO BE CONTINUING
(G} DROPPED OUT
{H) TOTAL (OF ROWS A-G) 100% 100% 100%

'STATES SHOULD NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN THIS SECTION. THESE WILL BE CALCULATED BY QSEP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEM.

ED FORM: 388-3

QRIGINAL SUBMISSION/REVISION
CURRENT DATE
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Appendix F: Report of Children with Disabilities Subject to Disciplinary Removal

(Table 5)
TABLES

{reneral Instructions

1. Commts should cover the entire schoaol year

2 In Sections A through D, cluldren should be reported (1) by disabality, (20 by race/sthmicity, (3)
b gender, and (4) by lomated Englizh preficiency status, respectively.

3. In Sections A thorough D, include cluldren ages 3-21 served under Part B, IDEA. Apge should be
determned as of the child count date of the school year.

4. Mo sampling 15 permitted for this data collection.

DO NOT PROVIDE PERCENTAGES IN SECTIONS A THROUGH E. THESE WILL EE
CALCULATED BY OSEP'S DATA TRANSMISSION SYSTEML

"

Salacted Definitions (See OSEP Data Dictionary for Additional Defimtions)

Dangerous Weapen — A weapon, device, mstrument, material, or substance, amimate or Inanimate, that 15
uzad for, or 13 readily capable of cavsng death or zerious bodily imjury, except that such a teran does HOT
mclude a pocket knife with a blade of lass than 2% mehes m length (18 U5 . C. Section 2300227

Disciplinary Removal — Any instance in which a child iz removed from hiz'her educational
placement for dizciplinary purposes, including in-school suspension, out-of-zchool zuspension,
expulsion, removal by school perzonnel to an interim alternative educational zetting for drug or
weapon offenzes or sertous bodily injury, and removal by hearing officer for likely injury to self or
others,

Drug Offenzes — The use, possesnion, sale, or schoitation of diugs as identified 1 21 US.C. Sechon
E12i{c). These offenses do HOT mcluds use, possession, sale, or selicitation of aleohol or tobacco.

Expulsion — An action taken by the local educational ageney removing a child from his'her regular
school for disciplinary purposes for the remainder of the school year or longer in accordance with
local educational agency policy. Include removals resulting from viclations of the Gun Free Schools
Act that are modified to less than 365 days,

In-School Suspension — Instances in which a child iz temporarily removed from hiz'her regular
claszroom(s) for disciplinary purposes but remains under the supervision of school personnel.

Interim Alternavive Educarional Sesting — An appropriate setting determuned by the child’s IEP team in
which the child is placed for no more than 45 school days. This setfing enables the child to continue to
progress in the general curmiculum:; fo contimue to recerve the services and modifications, meluding these
described 1o the cluld's current TEF; and to meet the goals sat out 1n the IEP. Sathng includes services and
meodifications to address the problem behavior and fo prevent the behavier from recunng.

Oui-of-Scheol Suspenston — Instances in which a child is temporarily removed from his'her regular
school for dizciplinary purposes.

Remeval by a Hearing Officer — Those instances 1 which an imparfial hearmg officer orders the remoal
of children with disabalities from their current educational placement to an appropriate altarnative
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educational setting for not mere than 45 school davs based on the hearing officer’s determuanation that
mamtainmg the ehild’s ewrrant placement 15 substantially likely to result in myury to the child or others.
The IEF team is responsible for determining the interim alternative educational zetting.

Serious Bodily Injury — A bodily injury that iwvelves a substantial risk of death; extreme phiyvsical
pain; protracted and obviows disfizurement: or protracted loss or impairment of the function of a

bodily member, organ or faculty (18 US.C, Section 1365(3)(h)).

Unilareral Removal — Instances in which school persouns] (not the IEF team) order the removal of
children with disabahifies from their current edueational placement to an appropriate interim altermative
aducational setiing for not mere than 43 scheol days. The IEF team 15 responsible for deternuming the
imtermm altermative educational setting. Unilateral remevals do WOT includs decistons by the IEF team to
change a student’s placement.

Specific Inshuctions

In Section A, mformation 15 reportad by disability category.

In colummn 1A, report the number of cluldren ages 3-21 whe were unilaterzally removad for dimg or
weapons offenses (as defined above) by school personnel (MOT the IEP team) from then cmrent
sducational placement to an infenm alternative educational settmg (determmed by the IEP taam).
Children with more than one wmlateral remeval should be countad only once 1 column 1A

Columms 1B, 1C, and 10 are counts of remeovals. Each child reported in column 1A should be reported at
least once mn coluems 18, 1T, or 100

In columm 1B, report the tofal number of fimes the cluldren reperted in columm 14 were
unilaterally remaoved for drug effenses, as defined abowe.

In columm 1T, report the tofal number of fimes the clhildren reperted in columm 1A were
unilaterally removed for weapons offenses, as defined above.

In column 1T, report the total number of times the children reported in column 1A were
unilaterally removed for inflicting serious bodily injury on another person while at school,
on school premizes, or at a school function under the jurizdietion of an SEA or LEA.

If a child reported in column 1A was unilaterally removed more than once then this eluld should be
counted more than onee in columns 1B, 1C, or 1D, If, in the courze of a single incident, a child
committed meore than one fype of offeanse, then report the chuld in sach of the approprate columms. For
sxample, if the child commutted both a drog offense and a weapon offenze durmgz the sames incident,
report the drug offense in column 1B and report the weapon offensze in column 1C, Every cluld
reported in columms 18, 1C, and'er 1D should be counted once, and only once, in colurmn 14

In columm 2, repert the mumber of cheldren ages 3-21, whe were removed to an interim alternative
sducational setting based on a hearing officer daternunation of hiksly mjury to themsalvas ar others.
Childran ramoved by a hearing officer more than cnce should be coumted only once in cobumm 2.

Colummn 3 15 a report of eluldren ages 3-21 with ount-of-school suspensions or expulsions.
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In columm 34, report the number of cluldren ages 3-21 with out-of-scheal suspensions or
expulsions summing to 10 davs or meve during the schoeol vear for any offanse or combination of
offenses. Mo child sheuld be reported more than once 1 column 34

In column 3B, report the number children ages 2-I1 with out-of-school suzpensions or
expulsions summing to 10 days or less during the schosol year for any offense or combination
of offenzes. No child should be reported more than once in column 2B,

NOTE: No child should be reported in both column 3A and column 3B, The sum of 3A and 2B 1=
the total number of children with out-of-school suspensions or expulsions during the school year.

Column 4 iz a report of children ages 3-21 with in-school suzpenzions or expulsions.

In column 4A, report the number of children ages 3-21 with in-zchool suspension: summing
to 10 dayv: or more during the school year for any offenze or combination of offenses. No
child should be reported more than onee in coluomn 4A.

In column 45, report the number of children ages 2-21 with in-school suspensions summing
to 10 davs or less during the school year for any offense or combination of offenzes. No
child zhould be reported more than snce in column 4B,

NOTE: No cluld should be reported in both column 4A and column 4B. The sum of 4A and 4B 1=

the total number of children with in-school suspensions or expulsions during the school year.

NOTE: If a child has both in-school and out-of-school suzpensions in the same school year, that
same child can be reported in both column 2A or 3B and column 4A or 4B.

A child should be counted in only one of the first three columns (1A, 2, or 3) for the same offense. If
a child iz unilaterally removed for drugs and reported in column 1A, then do NOT report the child
again in column 2 for the same incident. Similarly, if a child iz removed by a hearing officer for
likely mjury and iz reported in column I, then do NOT report the child again in column 3 for the
same incident.

A child who is subjeet to both an in-school and an out-of-school suspension for the same offense
should be reported in both columns 3 and 4.

A child with more than one offenze could be counted in more than one column (14, I, or 3). For
example, a child who waz unilaterally removed to an interim alternative educational setting and,
later in the school year, was subject to an out-of-school suspension for more than 10 school days for
a separate offensze, should be reported in both column 1A and column 3,

Column # is a report of diseiplinary removalzs. In column £A, report the number of times any chald
with a dizability was subject to any kand of dizeiplinary removal during the school vear. When
counting dizciplinary removals, include in-school suspenszions, sut-of-school suspensions,
expulzions, removals by school personnel to an interim alternative educational setting for drug or
weapon offenzes or serious bodily injury, and removals by hearing officer for likely injury to self or
others, MNote that column £A iz a report of disciplinary events, NOT children. If a child has more
than one dizeiplinary removal in the school year, then each removal should be reported in column

5A.
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Eeport each child with a disciplinary remeval ouly once in either column 5B, 5C, or 5D according
to the cuomulative number of days of removal during the school vear.

In column £B, report any child whose cumulative length of removal during the school year
totaled more than 10 days.

In column 5C, report any child whoze cumulative length of removal during the zchool year
totaled between I and 10 days,

In column 0, report any child whoze cumulative length of removal during the zchool year
totaled 1 day or less.

All children reported in columns 5B through 5D should have one or more dizeiplinary removals
reported in column 5A. For example, a child who was suzpended three times for three days each
during the school year (a total of 9 days) should be reported 2 time: in column 3A and once in
column 5C,

NOTE: The zum of 5B, 5C, and 5D is the total number of children with one or more dizciplinary
removals during the school vear. Each child reported in columns 1A, I, 3, or 4 should be reported
only ONCE in column 5B, 5C, or 5D, based on the cumulative number of days the child was

removed during the school year.

Saction B: Disciplinary BEemoval Type by Bace Ethniety

The colurms found m Section A are repeated m Section B. In Section B, however, data are reported by
race'ethmcity categorias.,

Section C: Disciplinary Removal Tvpe by Gender

The columns found in Section A are repeated in Section C. In Section C, vou must report data in by
gender.

Section I): Disciplinary Removal Tyvpe by Limited Encglizh Proficiency Status

The columns found in Section A are repeated in Section B. In Section C, You must report data in
by limited English proficiency status.

Limited English Proficient. A child wheo meets the definition of a limited Englizh proficient child
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Aet, 20 USC
Section THOL(A)IS).

LEP ztatus should reflect the child's status at the time of the removal,

Section E. Children Subject to Expulsion With and Without Educational Services by Disability
Status

In column 6A, States must report the number of children with dizabilities ages 3-21 and the number
of children withowr dizabilines (AMay change but be prepared) in grades K through 12 who were
subject to expulsion {as defined above in Selected Definitions) during the school year and whe
received educational services during the expulsion.
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In column 6B, States must report the number of children with disabilities age: 3-11 and the number
of children without dizabalities in grades K through 12 who did NOT receive educational zervices
during the removal.

NOTE: Chaldren with disabilities must receive educational services during any removal of more
than 10 zchool davs. The cnly children with disabilities who should be reported in column 6B are
those who were removed for less than 10 school days after an expulsion (e.g., children with
dizabilitiez expelled under the Gun-Free School: Act whose expulzion: were modified to less tham 10
school days).

Spectfic Inshuetions. Sections A throush Y

For each row m Sections A through I, the mumber reported in columm 1A should be lass than or equal to
the sum of each row of columms 18, 1T, and 1D

For each row in Sections A through I}, the sum of columns B, 5C, and 5D should be less than or
equal to the sum of columns 1A, I, 3A, 3B, 4A, and 4B.

The mumber reported in sach columm n row 14 (the total row) of Section A should equal the nmuomber
reparted m the corresponding total row for Section B, section €, and section D,

When calculating cumulative days of in- and out-of-school suspension, States mwust include all in-
and out-of-school suspensions of a half school day in length and longer. States that are unable to
record data on half-day basis should report all kalf-day suspensions as whole day suspenszions. Do
not include suspenzions that are less than half a school day.
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17 February 2006

JU.5. DERPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
QOFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TAELE 5, SECTION A
PROGRAMS
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

SECTICON & DISCIPLINARY REMCAVAL TYPE 5Y CISABILITY

Page 10715
CMB MG 1520-0621

FORM EXFIRES: xiuong

STATE

1. Uniateral Remavals W an interim Allemiative Educational Seting
Children aith Disabiitizs Ages 2-21 by School Personine

2. Removals to an Interim
Altemative Educational
Zeiling Based on &
Hearing Cfmicar
Determination Regaming
Likely Injury

B. Mumber of Removals C. Mumber of Removals D. Mumier of Removals

Cizabiliy A. Mumber of Chilgren far Drugs for Weapons for Serlous Bodlly Injury

MWumbsar of Chikdran

Kenial Retardation

[X]

Hzaring Impaimients

Speech or Languags Impalments

Wisual Impakments

on | k| e

Emaofiional Disturoance

[

Crirap2dle Impalrments

Cther Heakh Impalrmsnts

Speciic Leaming Cisablities

1=}

Dea-Sindness

Kulliple Disablifies

Auism

Traumaskz Brain Injury

Dzvelopmental Delay’

Tota

I
Etates must have defned and astatilshed sighity chara for deveioomeantal daay In onder o use this cabegory for neparting

CRIGIMAL SUSMIZEIDNREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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J.5. DERPARTWENT OF EDUCATION OB MO 1820-0621
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES FORM EXFIRES: xnlooonog
OFFICE OF SPECIAL ECUCATION TABLE 35, SECTION A

PROGRAMS

REPORT OF CHILDREM WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOVAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006
STATE

SECTIOM & [CONTINUED

Unliateral Remavals 1o an Insznm Allemalive Soucational Seting
by School Personne

Ghildren with Disabilities Ages 2-21 [FERCENT)

E. Mumberal Remavals | ©. Mumber of Removals | Do Mumiser of Remavals
A. Mumber of Chilgren far Drugs far Waapons for Serious Bodily Injry

Cikzabillty [PERCENT] [PERCENT) {PEARCENT) [PERCENT)
Iaral Retardation

[X]

Hearing Impaimenls

Spaecn or Language impalments

WisLual Impakments

in | ks | e

Emotional Disturance

i

orihopedlc Impalmenls

Other Hearn Impalrmants

E Specific Leaming Dlsablities

1=}

Dea-Sindness

0. Muliple DisabliRes

11, Auilsm

12, Traumatic Brain Injury

Diewelopmentsl Delay”
4. Tota 100% 100% 100% 100%

" 3TATES EHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES ™ THIS SECTION. THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY DIE™E DATA TRANEMIZSION SYITEM

* Sates must haee defred and sstatished sigity cristda for capsiopmental deiay In order 5o use this casegory Tor raporing.

ORIGMNAL EUEMISEIOMNREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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J.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

PROGRAMS

TABLE 5, SECTION A (continued)

OMB MO 1820-0621

FORM EXFIRES. Mooumouox

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOVAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE
SECTION A [CONTINUED
3. Dut-of-3chool
Suspensions ar
SxpUEions
Children with Disabilities Ages 321 3. out-of-School Sugpensions or Expulsions 4. In-Schol SUspENElons [PERCENTY
B. Mumbsrof Chikdnzn
A. Mumber of Chiloren B. Mumiter of Children #. Mumber of Children B. Mumier of Chilaren it Cull-oF-2chcal
S witth Cut-af-School with Cut-ol-Schoo WEN Cut-c2-Schoal with Cut-af-Schac s e
¥ SuspensionExpulslons | SuspenslonExpulsions | SuspensonExpulsions | SuspensionExpulsions 2iing - ¥
Totalng 10 Days or Less Totaling = 10 Days Talalng 10 Days or Less Totaling = 10 Days [PERCENT)’

Kiental Retardation
2 Hearing Impaiments
3 Speech or Language impalments
4. isual Imgakments
5. Emgtonal Distumance
£ Crihapadic Impalments
7. Oiher Hearn impalrments
& sSpecific Leaming Disablites
& Dea-Sindness
0. Muiple CisatliRies
1. Autlsm
12. Traumatic Braln injury
13. Developments) Delay’
4. Total 100%

" STATES EHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES I THIS SECTION. THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY O2EP"E DATA TRAMEMIZ2ION EY2TEM

L =ates myst have defred and =siabished eighiity criverda for cevsiopmental defay In order o use this categery for reporing.

CRIGINAL SUSMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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U5, DERPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 5, SECTION A {continusd)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLIMARY REMOWAL

SECTION A [CONTINUED)

SCHOOL YEAR, 2003-2006

OB MO 18230-0621

FORM EXFIRES:. moomoux

STATE

Children wih Disabllfes Ages 3-21

5. Disciplinary Remavals

Disaity A. Total Dlsciplinary Removals

B. Kumiper of Childnen with
Dlsclplinary Remavals Totallng 1
Day or L2ss

C. Mumbsrof Chilidren with
Disciplinary Removals Totaling
2-10 days

. Mumbsr of Children with
Disciplinary Removals Todaling
=10 Days

Menial Refardation

P

Hearing Impalmenls

3 Spsech or Language Impalments
4. \isual Imparments

5. Emotional Disturoance

£ Orihapedle Impalrments

T Other Heakh Impalrmsants

E Speciiic Leaming Disablifes

i

Dea-5indness

0. Mulliple DisabliRes

1. Autlsm

i2. Traumalic Braln Injury

13. Developmental Delay’

14, Total

! States mygt hawe defred and ssiablzshed =ighiiy critsra for seveiopmeansal defay in crder wo use iz casegary Tor reporing.

DRIGIMNAL SUEMIZEIDN'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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U.5. DEPARTKWENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REBABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 5, 3ECTION B
PROGRAMS
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMCWAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

SECTION B. DISCIPLINARY REMOWVAL TYPE 5Y RACEETHRICITY

OMB MO 1820-0621

FORNM EXFIRES: Mmoo

STATE

1. Uniateral Removals w0 an Interm Alternative Educational Setting
Children aith Disabllities Ages 3-21 by Schaol Fersonne

2. Remgwals to an Inferim
Allemative Educational
Sefling Based on &
Hearing omcar
Dietermination Regaring
Likedy Injury

B. Mumberaof Removals | C. Mumberof Remowvals | D. Numiber of Removals
Race/Ethnicity A. Mumber of Chilgren fiar Dnuge far Weapans figr Serlous Bodlly Injury

Mumbser of Chilldren:

AMerican Indian or Alaska Mallve

2 AslanPacifiic |slander

3. Black, non-Hispanic

4 Hizpanic

5. Whnihe, non-Hispanic

E. Tofal

DRIGINAL BUSMIESIOMN REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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J.5. DEPARTWENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND RERABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

PROGRAMS

SECTICN B [CONTIMUED)

TABLE 5, ZECTION B

OMB MO 1820-0621

FORM EXFIRES: Moo

REPORT OF CHILDREMW WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE

Childran with Disabiliies Ages 3-21

Unliateral Remoywais to an Interim Alernative Egucational Setiing

by School Personne
(FERCENT)

B. Wumiber of Remavals

C. Mumber of Remaovals

D Mumiber of Removals

Race/Ethnicity A, Mumber of Chilgren for Drugs for We=apons for Serlous Bodlly Injury
(PERCEMNT) [PERCENT) (FERCEMT) (FERCENT)

American Indian or Alaska Matlve

2 AslanFacinz Isiander

3 Black non-Heganic

4. Hsgank

5. White, non-Hispanic

£ Total 100% 100% 1005 100%

" ATATES EHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES I THIZ SECTION. THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY DEEP"E DATA TRANEMIZZION 3YITEM

QRIGINAL BUSMIZEION'REVISION

CURRENT DATE:
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J.5. DEPARTHENT OF EDUCATICN
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE 5, SECTION B [continued)

REFPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLIMNARY REMOWVAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

SECTION B (CONTINUED)

rays o
OKIB MO 1320-0621

FORM EXFIRES. amonouo

STATE

Chilldran aith Disaclifies Ages 2-21

3. Cut-ol-School Suspensions or Expulsions

4. In-Schoal Suspensions

3. Owt-of-5ohool
SUBps=nslons or
Expulsions

[PERCENTY

A, Number of Chilgren
wilth Qut-of-Zchool

B. Wumiber af Children
with Out-of-Schoo

A Mumber of Children
wikh Qut-of-Schoaol

B. Mumber of Chilzren
with Cui-af-School

B. Wumb=srof Chikdren
with Cul=ar-School
SuspenslonfExpulsions

Dizability SuspenslonExpulsions | SuspensionExpuisions | Suspension/Expulsions | SuspensionExpulslons Toizling =10 Days
Tataling 10 Days or Less Totaling = 10 Cays Tolaing 10 Days or Legs Totalng = 10 Days [PERCENT)

American Indlan or Alaska Matle

2 AslanPacilc lslander

3 Black non-Hipank:

4 Hizpanic

£ WhHe. non-Hispanic

E.  Total 10i0%

TATATES SHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES M THIZ EECTION

CRIGINAL SUSMIZEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:

THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY OZER'E DATA TRAMEMIZSITN SYITEM
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J.5. DEPARTHMENT OF EDUCATICN OMB NG 1320-0621
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES FORM EXFIRES. Mmoo
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 5, SECTICN B (continusd)

PROGRAMS

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOAWAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE
SECTION B (CONTIMUED)
Chlldrzn wih DIEabiItes Ages 3-21 5. Disclplinary Remaovals
B. Wumioer of Chilgren wiin C. Wumber of Chikdren with D. Mumbser of Chiidren with
Disabily Dlsciplinary Removals Totaling 1 | Disciplnary Removals Totalng | Discipinary Removals Totaling
& Total Discipinary Removals Diay or Lass 2-10 days =10 Days

American Indlan or Alaska Natlve

(]

AslanPaciflic [slander

3. Black, nan-Hispanis

4 HEgankz

on

Winlte, non-Hispanic

E. Total

CRIGINAL BUSMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:

260
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J.S. DEPARTWENT OF EDUCATION
QFFICE OF SPECIAL ECUCATION
AND REFABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

PROGRAMS

SECTION C.

DISCIPLINARY REM

TABLE 5, SECTION C

REFORT OF CHILDREN WITH DIZASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOAWAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

WAL TYPE BY GENDER

PagzDof 15
CMB MO 1820-0621

FORNM EXPIRES: Moo

STATE

2. Remowals to an Inderim
Allemative Educational
Setting Based on a

Hearing Offcar
1. Uniateral Remavals 92 an inberm Altemative Educational Eemrg Detemmination FGE';E"‘- g
Childran with Disabiliiss Ages 3-21 by School Persanne LIkeiy Injury
B. Wumber ol Removals C. Mumber of Removals C. Mumiber of Remaovals

Zengear A, Mumber of Chilgren far D'I..IJE far L'IE]FIEI'IE- far Serlous El:lilll'y' |I'I_JI':|' Mumbsar of Chlidren

Kl
Z Famale
i Tota

SECTION C (CONTINUED]

Children with Disabilities Ages 3-21

Unliateral Remavals to an Interim Aliernalive Soucational Seting
by School Perscrne

[PERCENT)

B. Wumberafl Remavals

C. Mumber of Removals

O Mumiber af Remavals

A Mumber of Children far Drugs for Weapons far Serlous Bodlly Injury
Genger (PERCENT) [PERCENT) {PERCENT) |FERCENT]
Male
2 Female
3. Tots 100% 100% 100% 100%

" ITATES EHOULD HOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES B THIZ SECTION. THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY OSER'E DATA TRAMEMIZZION SYETEM

CRIGIMAL BUEMISEION'REVISION

CURRENT DATE:
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Page 10 of 15

OMB NOC 1820-0621

J.5. DEPARTKWENT OF EDLCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIWE SERVICES b e
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

FORM EXPIRES
TABLE &, SECTION C (continued)

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLIMARY REMOWAL

SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006
STATE

3. Out-of-Scnogl
Suspsnsions ar
Expulsions

[FERCENT)

SECTION C (CONTINUED]

4. In-Zchoal Suspensions

3. Out-gl-Zchool Suspensians or Expulsions

Children with Disabilitles Ages 3-21
E. Wumbsr of Chikdrzn
A. Mumber of Children B. Mumier of Childran A. Mumber of Children B. Mumiber of Children it Cul-oh-Schcal
with Dut-of-Schoal Wit Dut-ol-Schoo WE Cut-of-5enosl wiith Cus-0f-Sehas SUEpenEIN U
Genoer . i . - = i — i Tatallng =10 Days
SuspenslonExpulsiors | SuspenslonExpulsions | SuspensionExpulsiors | Suspenslon/Expulsions
Tatalng 10 Days or Less Totaling = 10 Days Tatalng 10 Days or Lees Tataling = 10 Days (PERCEMT)
lalz
& Female
2. Total 100%

" 3TATES SHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES M THIS 2ECTION. THELE WILL SE CALCULATED BY OIE™E DATA TRAHEMIZZION 8YITEM

DRIGINAL SUSMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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Page 11 of 15

J.5. DERPARTWENRT OF EDUCATION OMB MO 1820-0621
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES FORM EXPIRES: xnomouor
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 5, SECTION C (confinued)
PROGRAMS
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWAL:
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE
SECTICN C [CORTINUED]
C:hlldren with Dlsabilies Ages 321 5. Disciplinary Remaovals
8. Wumier of Chilgren with C. Mumberof Chiidren with D. Mumber of Chikdren with
Dusatity Disciplinary Remavals Totalng 1 | Discipinary Remowals Totaing | Discipinary Removals Totaling
A. Total Disciplinary Remowals Diay or Less 210 days =10 Days

Male
2 Female
2. Tota

CRIGINAL SUEMISEION'REVISION
CAMRENT IDATE:

263
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Page 12 of 15

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
QOFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE &, SECTION D

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWAL

SECTION D. DISCIPLINARY REMCWVAL TYPE BY LIMITED

SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

ENGLISH PROFICIENCY STATUS

CMEB N

FORM EXFIRES: Mmoo

STATE

-y

Childran ith Dizabilitizs Ages 2-21

. Uniiateral Remavals 0 an interm Altemative Educational S=ting

by School Personne

2. Removals to an Interim
Altemiative Educational
Selling Based on &
Hearing Cfcer
Determination Regaring
Likedy Injury

B. Mumber ol Removals C. Mumber of Removals D. Mumiber of Removals

Limied English Proficiency Siatus A. Mumber of Children far Drugs for Wieapons for Serlous Bodlly Injury Wumbsr of Chlidren
YES

2 No

2. Tota

SECTICN D {CORTINUED]

Unliateral Remoyvals to an Intenm Alernative Soucational Seting
by School Personne

Childran with Cisabiliies Ages 3-21 [FERCENT)
B. Numberal Remavals | C. Mumber of Removals O Wumber of Removals
Limizd English Proficiency Status A. Mumber of Chilgren far Drugs for VWeapons far Serlous Bodily Inpary
(FERCENT) [FERCENT) (FERCEMT) (FERCENT]
Yes
F
3. Tota 100% 100% 100% 100%

T 3TATES EHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES M THI® SECTION. THELE WILL BE CALCULATED BY DIEP"E DATA TRAMEMIZ SI0H SVITEM

CRIGMNAL SUSMISEION'REVISION
CAURRENT DATE:

264
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Page 12 of 15

U.5. DEPARTWENT OF EDUCATICN OMB MO 1820-0621
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REFABILITATIWE SERVICES
QOFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

FORM EXPIRES. Xoououo
TABLE 5, SECTION D {continued)
REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWAL

SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006
STATE

SECTION D {CONTINUED]

3. Qut-of-School
SABpSENSIoNE or
SxpUEionG
4. In-School Suspensions [FERCENTY

Childran with Disabilities Ages 3-21 3. Out-ol-School Suspensions or Expulsions

B. Wumber of Chlidren
A. MumbDErof Chligren | B. Numberof Chigren | A, Mumbercf Cfilgren | B. Numerof Chijgren | 8 Cut-atSzncal
wilth Sut-of-Sehoal Wit Cut-of-Schao WEn Dut-c--Schoal with Cus-af-Schae e e
SuspenElnExpulsns | SusperslonExpusions | SuspensonExpulsons | SuspensionExpulsions 2ling: ¥
Uimitzd Englisn Prafiziency Staius Totalng 10 Days or Less Totaling > 10 Days Talaing 10 ays o Less Tataling = 10 Days {PERGENT)
ves
2 Mo
3. Taotal 100%

' 3TATES SHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES M THIZ SECTION. THELE WILL EE CALCULATED BY O3E™"E DATA TRANEMIZSIDN 3¥2TEM

DRIGIMNAL BUSMIZEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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Page 14.0f 15

J.5. DEPARTWENRT OF EDUCATION CMB MO 1820-0621

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES FORM EXFIRES: Mmmoouo

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE &, SECTION D (continued)

PROGRAMS

REPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TC DISCIPLINARY REMCWVAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE
SECTION DO {CONTINUED]
Chllgren win Disablites Ages 3-21 5. Clsciplinary Remaovals
8. Numoer of Chilgren with . Mumts=r of Chikren Wit . Mumbs=r of Chikdren witn
Tsciplinrary Remavals Totaling 1 | Dissipinary Remowals Totalng | Dissiolinary Remavals Tesaling

Limzd English Profizizsncy Status A. Total Dlscipingry Removals D@y ar L2ss 210 days =10 Days

ves
Z Mo
3. Tota

CRIGINAL BEUSMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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Page 15 af 15

J.5. DEPARTHWENT OF EDUCATICN CMB NG 1820-0621
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES FORM EXPIRES: xnowmooo
QFFICE OF SPECIAL ECUCATION TABLE 5, ZECTIONE

PROGRAMS

REFPORT OF CHILDREN WITH DISASILITIES SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY REMOWVAL
SCHOOL YEAR 2005-2006

STATE
SECTION E. CHILOREN SUSJECT T EXPULSION WITH AMD WITHOUT EDUCATIONAL SESVICES BY DISABILITY STATUS
6. Chilgren Subject to Expulsion
A, Recsived Educational Sanvicss B. Did Mot Recelve Educational )
During Expulsion Zervices During Expulsion PERCEMT
Children win Disabliies Ages 3-21
2 Chlidren wehout Disaolites, Grades ¥-12
4. Total 100%

" 3TATES SHOULD NOT FROVIDE PERCENTAGES I THIS SECTION. THEZE WILL EE CALCULATED BY OJER'E DATA TRAHEMIZ 10N SYETEM

DRIGINAL SUSMISEION'REVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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Appendix G: Report of the Participation and Performance of Students with Disabilities
on State Assessments (Table 6)

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE ASSESSMENTS

DATE: STATUS: ORIGINAL SUBMISSION
Data are due February 1, 2008,

Please read the following hasic guidelines before completing the Data Transmission
System (DTS) forms:

1. To change the size and appearance of the text on the spreadsheet, select VIEW from
the toolbar, select Z00M, and then select the percentage increase or decreass.

2. Enter the appropriate data into the YELLOW shaded areas on each page of the form.
FPlease be sure to read section heading descriptions so data are entered in the correct
section. Also, be sure to enter any State and date information. The two-digit State postal
code should appear on every page of the form. A list is available on PAGE1. Use the
scroll bar or the up or down armow keys to scroll through the list. Click on the appropriate
State postal code to select it.

3. If you choose to cut and paste data from another area, use the PASTE SPECIAL option
and select VALUES. This will pratect the current formats.

4 Any comments regarding the submitted data should be entered on the last page of the
workbook, titled COMMENTS.

5. Save the completed forms. Please be sure that your State postal code appears in the
file name. (Example: Maryland - AS04MD XLS)

6. RED cells indicate computational ermors or an emor in reporiing racefethnicity. Sum
totals for race/ethnicity must be equal to reported totals for exiting basis. Please make
sure there are NO RED CELLS before saving and submitting data.

7. Print the entire workbook by selecting, FILE, PRINT and then select ENTIRE
WORKBOOK located in the 'PRINT WHAT" section. Send printed copies of the completed
DTS forms to the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) at the following address:

Troy Justesen, Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs
5. Department of Education
Program Support Services Group
Mail Stop 2600

550 12th Street, SW

Washington, D.C_ 20202-2600

Aitn: Cheryl Broady
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8. If vou received your file by e-mail, please return elecironic copies of completed DTS
forms to Westat

IDEAdata@WESTAT.COM

Westat

1650 Ressarch Blvd

RA 1204

Rockville, MD 20850-3159

If yvou have any questions or comments, please contact Westat at (823) 815-7024

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE1OF 12

A TABLES
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 02
2004-2005 STATE: Bi - SUR. OF NDIAN AFFAIRS

SECTION A ENROLLMENT DATA FOR THE MATH ASSESSMENT!

GRADE LEVEL STUDENTS WITH IEPe (1) ALL STUDENTS (2)

B o 0
B o 0
~ 1] D
(]

; o 0
! ] 0
N o 0
HIGH SCHOOL (SPECIFY GRADE:) [ 3 7

'At 3 date as close as possible io the testing date.

CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 20F 18

OFFICE OF cF'E~.,I|f\L DUCATION TABLEG

AND REHABIL! WICES OME NO. 1820-0850

OFFICE OF cF'E~.,I|f\L DUCATION REFORT OF Tl— PARTICIPATION AND PE ?FORMAI\_,_ OF oTLDEh-Ta WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

FPROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY COMTENT AREA GRADE, AND TYFE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 09/30/2007
2004-2005 STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK REGULAR ASSESSMENT
N GRADE LEVEL ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS
SUBSET WHO TOOK THE SUBSET WITH CHANGES TO
ASSESSMENT WITH THE ASSESSMENT THAT
ACCOMODATIONS INVALIDATED THEIR SCORE' SUBSET WHOSE ASSESSMENT
TOTAL (3) 38) (2B) RESULTS WERE INVALID? (3C)
B 0 0 0 0
E 0 0 0 0
"~ 0 0 0 ]
B
- 0 0 0 0
! 0 [l 0 0
N o 0 o o
4 5CHOOL: ]
0 0 0 0

! Changes to the assessment that invalidate a scars are changss in testing materials or prosedures that enable a studznt o participate in the assessment, but result in = score that is not deemed by the State to
b= comparable to scores received by students wihout these changes. In some States these changss are ealled madiications or nenstandard administrations.

* Invalid resufts are assessment results that cannot be used for reporting and or aggragation due to problems in the testng process (e.g. students do not take all portions of the assessment or students do notfi
out the answer shest comecty)

CURRENT DATE:
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UCATION PAGE 3 OF 18
CATION TABLE®

SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-D850
UCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

ASESESSMENTE BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/20/2007

Bl
OFFICE OF SPEC
PROGRAME

2004-2005

|-BUR. OF INDIAN AF

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK
OUT OF GRADE L L ASSESSMENT
SUBSET WITH CHANGES TO THE
ASSESSMENT THAT INVALIDATED THEIR SUBSET WHOSE ASSESSMENT RESULTS
TOTAL (4) SCORE! [44) WERE INVALID? (45}

B 0 0 o
I 0 0 o
"~ 0 0 0
&
§ 0 0 o
i o o o
N o 0 o
HIGH SCHOOL o

0 0 o

! Changes to the assessment that invalidate a scare are changes in testing materials or procsdures that enable 3 student to partcipate in the assessment, but resultin a scare that is not desmed by the State to
b= comparable to scores recsived by student without these changes. In some States these changes are called moddications o nenstandard agministrations.

* Invalid results are assessment results that cannot b= used for reporting and or sggregation due to problems in the testing prosess (2. students do net take all parfions of the assessment or studznis do not fil
out the answer shest carrectly)

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 4 OF
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO_ 1820-0659
FICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION RT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND FORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABIL N STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYFE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/2007

Bl -BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAI

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT

WHOSE
NHOSE NAS SCORED | SUBSET COUNTED AT THE
SSCORED |  AGAINST ALTERNATE LOWEST ACHIEVEMENT SUBSET WHOSE
ac GRAD ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL BECAUSE OF THE | ASSESSMENT RESULTS

GRADE LEVEL TOTAL (5) STANDARDS STANDARDS (58) NCLE C. 'WERE INVALID*
: o o 0 9 o
4 0| a 0 a 0
- 0 0 il 0 0
8
’ 0| a 0 a 0
i 0| a 0 a 0
- 0 0 il 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL a

i 0 0 i 0

*NCLE cap is the limit on the percent of stugents whese scores can be held to atemate achievement standards in AYP caleulations,

* Invalid resuits are assessment resulis that cannet be used for reporiing and or aggregation due to problems in the testing process (=.g. students do not take al portions of the assessment or students do not fill aut

the answer sheet comectly)

CURRENT DATE:
us ARTMENT OF EDUCATION FAGESOF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE &
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB MO, 1520-0858
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION REFORT OF THE PARTICIFATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESEMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSEMENT FORM EXPIRES: 09/3042007
2004-2005 STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

SECTION B. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

STUDENTS WHO DID NOT TAKE ANY ASSESSMENT

GRADE LEVEL PARENTAL EXEMPTICN (8) ABSENT (1) EXEMPT FOR OTHER REASONS® (8)
3 0 0 0
B

0 0 0]
5

0 ] 0
8

0 0 0]
7 1] ] 0
] 1] 0 0
HIGH SCHOGL - 9

0 0 0]

# Provids list of ather reasans for exemption with the number of students sxempted by each grade and reason for exemption

Reasons

CURRENT DATE:
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE & OF 18
UFFILE UF SPECIAL EUUCATION TABLE 6

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

FRUGHAMS ASSESSMEN |5 BY CUNIEN| AREA, GHALE, ANU | YFE Uk ASSESSMEN|

2

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT

REGULAR ASSESSMENT ON GRADE LEV:
Achievement | Achievement | Achisvement | Achievement | Achisvement | Achievement | Achievement | Achevement | Achisverment | 8A ROW
Level' Lewsl Level Level Level Lavel Lavel Level Lave! TaTaL®
i
b b 0 0| 0 g 0 b 0| o
N 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0 o 0
” by 0| 0 o 0| ol of 0| 0| o
e
B b 0 0 [y 0 g 0 0 of 0
’ b 0 0 [y 0 g 0 0 of 0
i o g 0 0 g g o g o 0
HIGH SCHOOL -8
b 0 0 0 0 g 0 0 0| [

LOWEST ACHIEVEME!

NT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT:
" Include & students whose reguiar assessmint scare was in the lowest achievement level plus all students wh received a score but changes to the assessment invaidated iheT scere (column 38).

#The totsl number of students reperted by achisvement level in B4 s to equal the numiber reported In column 3 minus the number reported in columns 3C.

CURRENT DATE
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE7 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6

AND REHABILITATI RVICES OMB NO. 1820-0658
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRA AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/2007

STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
2004-2005 —_—

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT ON GRADE LEVEL STANDARDS (68)
Achievement | Achisvement | Achevement | 4 t t | Achisvement t | Achevement | Achievemant BB ROW
Leve® Level Level Level Leve Level Level Level Level TomaLt
: 0 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0] 0) ] 0|
N o o o o 5 o g 0 o o
: 0 b o o 0 o 0 q 0 g
N o o o o | o g 0 o 0
’ 0 b o o 0 o 0 q 0 g
¢ 0 b o o 0 o 0 q 0 g
HIZH SCHOOL : B
0 0l 0 0] 0) 0] 0) 0 0 0|

LOWEST ACHI

EMENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT:

* Include all students whase scare on the altemale assessment on grade leve! standards was in the lowest achievement level plus all students who received a score but changes to the assessment invaidated
their score.

*The total number of students reported by achievement level in 98 is to equal the number reported in column SA minus that pertion of 5D that includes students whose assessmant scored on grade level
standards was invalid

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TASLE &

REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATICN AND PERFORMANCE 0F STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
ASSESIMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYFE OF ASSESSMENT

2004-2005

SECTION C. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSMEN

PAGE 8 OF 13

OMS NO. 15200
FORM EXPIRES: DE/30/2007
= Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT SCORED AGAINST ALTERNATE STANCARDS (9C)

Acnievement Achlzvement Achizvement Achlevement Achlevement Achlevement Achlevement oC ROW

TEST NAME Level Level Leved Level Level Lewel Level TOTAL®
B il 0 0 0 i i i i ]
N q [ 0 [ g i o g 0
° o o 0 o o | i b 0
° o o 0 o W W o 9 0
i o 0 i 0| [l i 0
W q 0 b 0 o g 0

HiGH ScHOOL: 2

[ [ o o o o 0

LOWEST ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT.

® Inciuce @ students whose assessment counted In te lowest acievement leve! because of ihe NCLE cap pus 3l slugents who received a soore bul changes to the assessment Invalidated Melr scare.

® The tatal number of students raporied by ashizvement level In 5C Is fo equal the number reportad In calumi 4 pius the number reported In calumn §5 MU the number regorted In colimng 45 and that portion
of 50 hat Includes slucents whose afemale assessment scored on allemae stanoards was Invald,

CURRENT DATE:
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U5 DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
EC! El AT

OFFICE OF SPECIAL ED TABLE®

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OME NO. 1820-0850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMAMNCE OF STUDENTS H DISABILITIES ON STATE _

PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: DR/30/2007

STATE® Bl - BUR OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
2004-2005

SECTION €. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON MATH ASSESSM

T (CONTINUED)

TOTAL FOR COLUMN 24 TOTAL FOR COLUMN 28 TOTAL FOR COLUMN 8C
{ON PAGE 6) (ON PAGE 7) (ON PAGE 8} NO VALID SCORET (10} TOTAL® (11)
2 i 0 0 il 0
B 0 i 0 0 )
J 0 i 0 0 0
i o i 0 0 0
’ 0 0 0 0 0
. 0 i 0 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL - a 0 o 0 0 0

7 The number of students reported in cefumn 10 is to qual the number reparted in column 3G plus column 48 phs column 5D plus column & plus column 7 plus celumn B.

* The number of students reported in column 11, the row total, should equal the number of studenis with IEPs reporied in Section A. I the number of students is not the same. provide an explanation

Explanation

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 10 OF 18
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 8

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0659
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REFORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND FORMAMCE OF STUDENT. TH DISABILITIES ON ST,

PROGRAMS ASSESEMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TY' SEESEMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/2007

2004-2005 STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

SECTION D. ENROLLMENT DATA FOR THE READING ASSESSME

GRADE LEVEL STUDENTS WITH ALL STUDENTS (2}
2

0 o
N 0 0
N 0 0
6

0 o
! bl [
N 0 i
HIGH SCHODL (SPECIFY GRADE:) 9 3 a

'Ata date as close as possible to the testng date

CURRENT DATE:
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US. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATY
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
PROGRAMS

TABLE B

ORT OF T -rEr=.-‘RTICI=.-‘.TIC N AN

RFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
SESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AND

TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

2004-2005 STATE:

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT

PAGE 11 OF 18
OME NO_1820-0858
FORM EXPIRES: 09/30/2007

Bl- BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK REGULAR ASSESSMENT
ON GRADE LEVEL ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS
SUBSET WHO TOOK THE SUBSET WITH CHANGES TO
ASSESSMENT WITH THE ASSI MENT THAT
ACCOMODATIONS NVALIDATED THEIR SCORE' SUBSET WHOSE ASSESSMENT
TOTAL (3) (34) 28) RESULTS WERE INVALID? (3C)
: o 0 o o
N o 0 o o
B o 0 o o
A
B o o o o)
) o 0 o o
B o 0 0 o
HIGH SCHOOL : ]
o o o o

! Changes to the assessment that invalidate  scare are changes in tesfing materials or procedures that enable a student to participate in the assessment, but result in a soare that is not desmed by the State to

b= comparable to scores recsived by students without thess changes. In some States these changes are called modiications or nenstandard administrations.

# Invalid resutts are assessment results that cannot be Usad for reporting and or aggragation due to problems in the testng process (e.g. students o net take all portons of the assessment or students do not f

out the answer shest comecty)

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE B

AND REHABILITATI ERVICE:
OFFICE OF SPECIAL
FROGRAMS

OF 18

OMB NO. 1820-0850
FORM EXPIRES: 0

VI
UCATION REPORT OF TSFEF:‘.!RT\CI:‘.!.TICN AND P
S!

RFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
SESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

12007

2004-21

STATE: Bl - BUR_ OF INDIAN Al

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK
OUT OF GRADE LEVEL ASSESSMENT
SUBSET WITH CHANGES TO THE
ASSESSMENT THAT INVALIDATED THEIR | SUBSET WHOSE AS 5
TOTAL @) SCORE' [44) WERE |

: o o 3
* o o o
g . o i
B
: o 0 i
i o o o
= o [i] o
HIGH SCHOOL : @

o o o

' Changes to the assessment that invalidate a score are changes in tesfing materials or procedures that enable a student o participate in the assessment, but rasultin a score that is not desmed by the State to
be comparable to scores received by students without these changes. In some States these changes are called modfications or nonstandard agministrations.

% invalid results ave assessment resulis that cannot b= used for reporting and or sggregation dus o problems in the testing process (e.g. students do not fake all portions of the assessment or students do nat il
cut the answer shest comecty)

CURRENT DATE:
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U 5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 13 OF 12
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATICH TABLE®
AND RESABILITATIVE SERVICES OME NO. 13200850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATICN REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND FERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA. GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 02/30/2007
2004-2005 STATE: Bl- EUR. OF INDIAN AFFARS
SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES WHO TOOK ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT
SUBSET WHOSE
SUBSE OSE ALTERNATE WAS SCORED | SUBSET COUNTED AT THE
ALTERNATE WAS SCORED | AGAINST ALTERNATE LOWEST ACHIEVEMENT _
AGAINST GRADE LEVEL |AC ENT STANDARDS SUBSET WHOSE ASSESEMEN

GRADE LEVEL STANDARDS (54) (58) RE INVALID* (5D}
: 0 0 0 0 0
N 0 0 0 0 0
- 0 0 0 0 0
&
N 0 0 0 0 0
! 0 0 0 0 0
i 0 0 0 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL ]

0 0 0 0 0

*NCLB cap is the limit on the percent of students whose scores can be held to altemate achievement standards in AYF calculations.

esulis that cannct be used for reporting and or aggregation due to problems in the festing process (=.g. students do not take 3l portions of the assessment or students do nat fil

“Invalid results are assessment
out the answer shest cormectly).

CURRENT DATE
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 14 OF 18
FFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE &
AMD REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTEMNT AREA. GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMEN FORM EXPIRES: 02/20/2007
STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAM AFFAIRS
2004-2005

SECTION E. PARTICIPATION OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTIMUED)

STUDENTS WHO DID NOT TAKE ANY ASSESSMENT

GRADE LEVEL PARENTAL EXEMFTION (8) ABSENT (7) EXEMPT FOR OTHER REASONS® 8)
. 0 0 0
M 0 D 0
. 0 0 0
e 0 0 0
’ 0 0 0
. 0 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL ]

0 0 0
% Provide list of other reasans for exempiion with the number of studenis exempted by each grade and reason for exemation,

Reasons

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 15 OF 1
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE 6
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1220-0850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT & . GRI AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/12007
STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFA
2004-2005
SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT
REGULAR ASSESSMENT ON GRADE LEVE
i 1| Achievement | Achievement | Achievement |Achievement| Achievement [Achievement| achievement| Achievement| 24 RoW
wel Level Leve Lavel Leve Leve Lavel Level Level 2

GRADE LEVEL TEST MAME Leve TOTA
2

0 o :| o 0 0 o o o o
5 0 o | o 0 0 o o o o
N 0 o | o 0 0 o o o o
6

0 o :| o 0 0 o o o o
! 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0
N 0 o 5 o 0 0 o o o o
HIGH SCHOOL -9

0 o B o 0 0 o o o o

NEST ACH

NT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT:
" Include al students whose regular assessment score was in the lowest achievernent level plus all students who received a score but changes to the assessment invalidated their score (column 38).

* The total number of studznts reported by achievement level in 24 is to =gual the number reparted in column 3 minus the number reported in columns 3C

CURRENT DATE:
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U.S DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE &
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OME MO. 1820-0850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTE WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
FROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AMD TYFE OF ASSESSMEMT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/2007
STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AF
2004-2008

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

ALTERMATE ASSESSMENT ON GRADE LEVEL STANDARDS (¢8)
’-“3"'5'-'5"_"9"“ | Achievement| Achievement| Achievement| Achievement| Achievement | Achievement| Achisvement| Achievement| 83 ROW
Levef® Leval Level Level Level Level Level Level Level ToTaLt
TEST NAME
2 nl 0
0 0 0 q 0 0 0 q 0 0
B il 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5
0 0 0 q 0 0 0 q 0 0
6
0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0
i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
] Al n
0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL - 8
0 o 0 q 0 o 0 q 0 0

LOWEST ACHIEVEI

ENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT:

“ Include all students whose scors on the alternate assessment on grade level standards was in the lowes? achievement level plus all students who received a score but changes %o the assessment invalidated
thair score.

* The total number of students resorted by achievement level in 86 is o equal the numbsr reporied in column SA minus that pertien of 5D that includss studenis whose assessment scored on grade leve
standards was invalid.
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U.5. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE @
AND REHABILITATIVI VICES OMB NO. 1620-0850
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANC! TUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE. AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXFIRES: D&/30/

STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIF
2004-2005

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

SSESSMENT SCORED AGAINST ALTERNATE STANDARDS (2C)
achizvement | Achievement | Achievement | Achievement [ Achievement | Achievement ement | Achievement | Achi :| ecRow
Levei® Level Level Level Level Level Level Level Level TOTAL®
TEST NAME
? o o o o o 9 o o o o
: 0 0 0 0 0 g g 0 q 0
u 0 0 0 0 0 g 0| 0 b 0
B
' 0 0 0] 0 o 0 0 0 b 0
i o o o o o o o 0 o o
i 0 1 0 0 0 g of 0 g 0
HIGH SCHOOL : B
0 0 0] 0 o 4 0 0 g 0

ST ACHIE!

MENT LEVEL CONSIDERED PROFICIENT:

* Include all students whose sssessment counted in the lowest achisvement level because of the NCLE cap plus all students who received a score but changes to the assessment invalidated their scare.

* The total number of students reported by achievement level in G s to-qual the number reparted in column 4 plus the number reparied in calumn 5B minus the number reperied in columns 4B and that pertion
of 50 that includes students whose atemate assessmant seored on altemnate standard was invalid
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 13 CF 18
CFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION TABLE &

AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES OMB NO. 1820-0859
CFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE

PROGRAMS ASSESSMENTS BY CONTENT AREA, GRADE, AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT FORM EXPIRES: 08/30/2007

STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
2004-2005

SECTION F. PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON READING ASSESSMENT (CONTINUED)

TOTAL FOR COLUNMM 8A | TOTAL FOR COLUMN 88 | TOTAL FOR COLUMMN 8C R

GRADE LEVEL {ON PAGE 15) {ON PAGE 18) (OMN PAGE 17) NO VALID SCORE™ (10} TOTr'-\Le i11)
: o 0 0 o 0
B

0 0 0 0 0
5

o 0 0 0 0
L]

0 0 0 0 0
' o 0 0 0 0
¢ 0 0 0 0 0
HIGH SCHOOL (SPECIFY GRADE") 9 0 0 0 0 0

7 The numbsr of students reparted in column 10 is e squal the number reperted in column 3 plus column 4B plus column 5D plus column 6 plus column 7 plus column 5.

* The number of students reported in column 11, the row total, should equal the number of students with |EPs reporied in Section A. If the number of students is nat the same, provide an explanation.

Explanation
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LS. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
QFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES
UFFIGE UF SFECIAL ELIDCE | TUN
PROGRAMS

GOBACK

Which assessment

TAELE®

REFPORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMAMCE OF

A

SSESSMENTS BY COMTENT AREA, GRADE,

Reasons for Exception
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COMMENTS

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES OM STATE
AND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAMN AFFAIRS
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WS UEFAHITMEN | OF EDUCATION
UFHIGE U SHECIAL ELWGA T TOM
AML HEHAHILIA L IVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION

FROGRAMS

GO BACK

Which assessmen:

1ABLE &

REFORT OF THE PARTICIPATION AND PERFORMAMNCE OF
ASSESSMENTS BY CONTEMT AREA. GRADE,

Dizscrepancies
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UBMEN 15

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATE
AMND TYPE OF ASSESSMENT

STATE: Bl - BUR. OF INDIAM AFFAIRS

TAELE & COMMENTE

REPORT OF THE PARTICFATION AND FESFORMAMCE OF ETUDEMNTS WITH DISASILITIES 0N STATE
ASSEESMENTE BY CONTEMT AREA, GRADE. AMD TYFE OF ASEEESMENT

STATE: B - BUR. OF INDIAN AFFA
COMMENTS
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Appendix H: Review Sheets for AYP for Various States
Arizona
REVIEW SHEET FOR AP
2004-2005
[sCHOOL: [ Arlzona | Grades |
1. 'Wvas thare a 35% particlpation rate for: Is the “n" suMcient for calcuianons?
YES HO 40
a all 3. Al
b. LEF b. LEF
c. Speclal Education o Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = dossnt meel minlmum “n"
2. % of Students with Language Aris Achievemnant that was proficient or advanced:
|Arizona doss not uss LA)
3. % of Sipcenis with Reading Achlevement that wage proficlent or advancad:
3rd-53.3% YES T Sth-43.3% YES HO Bih-42 5% YES i
a All
b. LEP
©. SpEc
HE-35.0% YES HT
a. all a) Small School: up to 3 yrs awve.
b. LEP o) M3y use confdence Infenal UBSG=p + 2.33 “p{f-pkn
©. SpEg o= percent passing AIMS
UESD = upper confidence
4. % of Students with Maih Achlevement that was proficlent or advancad:
5rd-43.3% YES T Sth-33.3% YES HO Bih-22 5% YES i
a Al
b. LEP
. SpEd
HE-25% YES HT
a. Al
b. LEF
©. SpEg
5. Attandanca: Met state raquiremsnt of:  50%
YES HO
a al
b. Limizd English Praficlent
¢. Speclal Sducation
5. Graduatlon rata: Mat state raquiremsnt of:  71% or maks 1% galn
YES ND
a Al
b. Limitzd English Praficlent
C. EFIEIHE Sducation
YES HO
. Are thare any red cells? | | |
Warth Dakota uses Reading and Language Ans for AYP (achievement)
7. This school: [oia [ [ Drnot J | Make AYP
Preparad by: Diate
Rewalaen oy Date:
Chief, £51 Tate
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
SCHOOL: Rock Point School &rizona Grades [K-12
1. Was thers a 35% partlnl patlon rate for: & e "n" suMclent for calculamons ?
YES NO 20
a. O5.T4% X ] a Al -
b. LEF 95.65% £l b. LEF 5
¢. Zpecial Eoucallon 91,678 C. Sp. Ed. -

RED CELL = doesn't meed minimum "n”
2% of Studente with Language Ars Achlevamant that was proflclent or advanced:
(arizona doss not uss LA)

1. % of Students with Reading Achlevement that was proficlent or advancad:

3rd-53.3% YES WO Sth-43.3% YES MO Bih-242.5% YES MO
a. Al 41.26%
b. LEF 40.32%
c. SpEd =
HE-35.8% YES
a. A 51.12 x a) Small School: up to 3 yrs ave
b. LEF a7 62 3 b} May use corioence Interal: UBAg=-p + 2.33 I 1-oh
c. SpEd D=pErcent passing AIMS
UBS3 = upper confldence
4% of Students with Math Achiawvamant that was praficient or advancea:
3rd-43.3% YES HO 5th-33.3% YES HO Bih-22.5% YES HO
a. Al 43.63 X 3232 3646 X
b. LEF £4.59 X 3125 35.85 X
©. SpEd =4 =4 <4
HE-25% TES HO
a. A 40,62 X
b. LEF LE.34 X
C. SpEd
5. attandance: Mat atata raquirement of:  30%
YES MO
a. Al 9% X
b. Limitad Engllzh Proficiznt 3% X
. Special Education <40
5. Graduation rats: Mat atata raquirement of:  71% or make 1% gain
YES MO
a. Al 809 X
b. Limitad Engllzh Proficiznt 1% X
. Special Education <40
YES HO

E. Are thara any red cells?

7. This schaol: Maka AP

Avarage of 3 yre data was ueed fo detarmineg YP dus to small medo

Prepareg by Cate:
Rewalwed by: Ceabe:
Chief, C5l Diata:
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REVIEW 3HEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[SCHOOL: Rough Rock Communiy School [ Arizona | Grades K-12
1. Vvas thera a 55% paricipation rate for- 15 the "1" SUTTICINL fOF CAlCIanons s
YES Wi 40
a. 90.T6% X a All - See footnote balow
b. LEF 90.45% X b . LEP -
c. Speclal Education 9E.T0% [ c. 5p. Ed. .

RED CELL = goesn't mest minimum ™
2 % of Students with Language Ans &chiavement that was proficient or advanced:
[&rlzona doss nof use LA)

1. % of Swdents with Reading Achlevemant that was proficlent or advancad:

3rd-53.3% YES HO Sih-£3.0% YE& KO Bth-42.5% YES MO
a A 3B.25%
b. LEP 22.54%
. SpEd =40

H5-35.8% YES
a A 10.96% a) =mall School: up o 2 yT5 awe
b. LEP 8.96% o) May use confidence Intenval: WBAS=p + 2.33 vp 1ok
c. SpEd <A [=pefcent passing AlMS

UWBS3 = upper configance

4% of Studente with Math Achlavement that was proficlent or advanced:

3rd-43.3% YES NO Ath-31.3% YE& HO Bth-22.5% YES KO
a A 0%
b. LEP 35.21%
c. SpEd =40
HE-25% YES HO
a A 12.93%
b. LEFP 3.0E%
c. SpEd =40
5. Aftendance: Met efata requirament of:  50%
YES HO
8 A 0% E |
b. Limitad Engllsh Proficient al% X
c. Spectal Educatian iT% H
5. Graduation rate: Met atata raquirement of:  71% or make 1% gain
YES® HO
a. Al 6%
b. Limitad Engllsh Proficient |
. Special Education | |

YES [21x]
E. Arg Ehera any red cells?

AYP Calculatlong for 3rd and 5th Grade basad on a three year average dus to an madi

Freparad by Diate:
Revelwed by: Deabe:
Chief, C5l Diate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR &YP

2004-2005
[sCHOOL: Cottorwood Day Schoo [ arizona K-B | Grades K&
1. 'Wasg there a 35% partlclpatlnn rata for: is the “n" sufMciant for calcwlanions 7
YES
a A 97% X
b. LEF 3% i3
¢. Special Education 35%

RED CELL = dossn't mest minlmum “n”

2. % of Students with Language Arms Achlavement that was proficlent or advanced:
[Arizona doss not use L&)

1. % of Swdents with Reading Achlavement that was FIFGTl[!lBH‘l or advancad:
Ird-53.3% TES HO Sth-43.53% TES WO &th-42.5% TES HO

a. Al £4.93%

b. LEP 46.973% a2 X

¢. SpEd <40 <40 [
HE-35.8% YES HO

a. Al a} Small Schaol: up to 3 yrs awe

k. LEF b} May use confidence Interval: UB98=p + 2.23 p(i-pih

e. SpEo o= percent passing AIMS

UB38 = upper confloence

4% of Students with Math Achisvemant that was proficlent or advancad:

Ird-43.3% YES ;L] Sth-33.3% YES [+ &th-22.5% YES N
a. Al 33.90%
b. LEF 35.00%
€. 3pEo =20
HE-25% YES HO
a Al
b. LEP
c. SpEo
5. atfendanca: Mat state raquirement of:  S0%
YES L]
a. Al 9263 X
b. Limited Engllsh Prafcient 122 E
. Speclal Education 84,43 =4
5. Graduation rate: Mat state raquirement of:  71% or make 1% galn
YES HO
a. Al
b. Limiied Engllsh Praficient
©. Special Education
YES HG |
€. Ara thara any rad calla? | X ] |

7. Thiz school: [Dia [ | Make AP

AYP Datermined on thres year average due to H<40 I an gradag

Frepared by: Daze
Revelwead by: Dase
Chiaf, CEI Cate
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2D04-D5

[SCHOOL: Pinon Boarding School ]

__¥__ Small School Critarla Arlzena

1."Was There a 35% parficipafion raia for-
YES MO Bla* =
a Al na a Al
b. Limited Engllsh Proficient na b LEP
c. Speclal Eoucation na c. Sp. Ed

Progrezs on Diabels Reading First Assesamant:
2 Studente moved up from Intenglva to Banchmark
1 Student mowed up from Inteneive to strategic

27 Studants stayed the sams
5 students mowad down from Benchmark to Stratagle or Stratagle to Inkansive

is tha "n” sufMicient for calculanons ?

RED CELL = douss fimsl Sinimam ="

5. DId The achool repor atfendanca:

YES HO
a Al i
b. Limited Englsh Proficient x
€. 3pecial Egucation X
YES HO
. &re thare any red cells? I I
[F-Thiz schoat: | [Did I Cidnoi [ Make AVF |

Progress in Reading was inadequate according to Reading First Analysis.

Praparss by Cale:
Revelwad by Cate:
Chief, C51 Dabe:

294



GNENT.,

S 1824 4
§- R
g -8
g' z NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
=3 -
A ,g? Version 1.0
% INo 17 February 2006
REWIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003
[SCHOOL:  Slack Mesa Communiy Schoal | Arizona | Gradee K-8 ]
1.Was There a 35% parflcipafion rafs Tar: 15 the "n" sufficient for calculanons?
YES HD 41
a A 1040.00% X a. A = TrrE= yEar average used wien n=40
b. LEF 100.00% X 0. LEP =
©. Special Education 100.00% X o 2p. Ed. =

RED CELL = cosen't meed minimum “n”
2. % Of Studants wilh Language Ars Achlevemant tial was proficiant of aOvanced:
|arzons does not use L&)

3. % of Swdencs with Reading Achigvament that wae proficlent or advancad:

rd-53.3% YES NO Sih-43.3% YES N Bih-42.5% YES N
a A 0.00% 17.65% 10.53%
b. LEP =4[ =4[ =40
e 5p <=4l | | =40 | | =40 |

HE-35.6% YES [15e]
a A a) Small Schoal: up ta 3 yrs ave.
b. LEP o) May use confdence Imenval UBES=g + 2.33 «ipy T-pln
e 5o p=percent passing AIMS

UESE = upper confdence

2% of Studants wiln Math Achlsvement that was prnrncl-arﬂ or advancad:

drd-43.3% YES NO 5ih-33.3% YES N Bth-22.5% YES N
a. A 12.50% 23.53% 31.55%
b. LEF =4[ =4[ <4
c. Sp <=4l | | =40 | | =40 |
HE-25% YES [15e]
a Al
b. LEF
€. Sp
5. Attandanca: [Met state raquirement of: 0%
YES ND
a. & B5.00%
b. Limited English Profizient B5.00%
¢. Speclal Education B5.00%
5. Graduafion rate.  [Mef state requirement of.  T1% or make 1% galn
YES NO
a A
b. Limitzd English Proficiant
©. Special Education

YES NO
5. &re thare any red cells?

7. This schoot Wake 2P

&YP Determination Iz based on three year avarags dus to an n<dd

Prapared by Date
Revelwed by Date
Chief, &30 Date:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Mazlini Boarding School |

__¥__ EIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BlA* = 20
a & X a. All 55
b. Limited English Proficient x b. LEP 58
. Special Education x = Sp. Ed. =10
RED CELL = doesn't meet minkmum “n”
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES HO
a & 48.253%
b. Limited English Proficient 48.28%
. Special Education =10
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES HO
a & 32.75%
b. Limited English Proficient A2 7E%
. Special Education =10
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES HO
a & B0.24% X
b. Limited English Proficient 60.24% X
. Special Education =10
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES HO
a Al X
b. Limited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES HO
a Al
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Meote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Prepared by: Diate:
Reveiwed Dy: Date:
Chief, TSI Diate:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[BCHOOL:  Lukachuxal Community Schoo [ arlzona K-8 | Grades |
1. Waa here a 959 participation rate for: 15 the "N° SUTTIGIBNT for CalCUlanons 7
YES ND 20
A Al 110.00% B3 a. Al - Thres year average used when ned]
b. LEP £9.58% X b LEP =
©. Speclal Egucation 100.00% i G S5p. Ed. no
2. % of Students with Language Ars Achlevement that was proficlent or advancad:
|arizona doee not wes LA)
3. % of Sudenis with Reading Achlavamant thal was proficlent or advanced:
3rd-53.3% YES HOD Sth-43.3% YES HO Bih-42.5% YES HO
a Al 31.91% 13.33% 8.00%
b. LEP 31.11% 26.12% 29.91%
c. SpEc =40 <4 =20
HE-35.8% YES O
a Al &) Small School: up to 3 yrs ave
b. LE2 b May use conflgancs Inferval: UBAS=p = 2.33 p[T-gln
c. SpEc D= percent passing AMS
LIBSY = upper confosncs
4. % of Students with Math Achlavemant that wae proficient or advanced:
Srd-33.3% YES HO Sih-35.3% YES HO gih-22.5% TES MO
a. Al t 23.91% 28.00% X
b. LERP 32.09% 56.03% X
€. SpEa <20
YES WO
a Al
b. LEP
c. SpEo
5. attendanca: [mat aiate raquirsment of:  50%
YES HO
a. Al 52 56%) | ]
b. LimEed Englsh Proficlent £2.56% X |
©. Spadal Education E5.00%|
5. Gracuation rata: [Mat stats raquirament of:  71% or make 1% gain
YES HO
a. Al
b. Limizd Engish Proficient
¢. Speclal Enucalion
YES NO
8. &ra thers any red calla? _—|
7. Thia achool: Make AYF

Three year average used for AYP Determination when n<LD

Frepared by Dae
Revelwed by Cate
chlet, CS Ciatez
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003
[§CHOOL:  Many Farms High Schoo [ Prizona | Grades [3-12
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations?
YES HO 40
a Al X a. Al [ 128 ]
b. LEP X b. LEP [ 118 ]
¢ Special BEducation X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't meet rminimum n’
[Z % of Studenis with Language Arts Achievement thal was proficient of advanced.
[Arizona does not use LA)
3. 2% of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
3rd-53.3% YES NO Sth-43.3% YES NO Bth-42 5% YES RO
a. Al
b. LEF
c. SpEd
H5-35.8% YES NO
a. Al AT AT X a) Smal School up o 3 yrs ave
b. LEP 23.88% b May use confidence imterva’: UBBEB=p + 2.33 po! {plhn
e. SpEd =40 p=percent passing AMS
UBE2 = upper confidence
* Passed confidence miznval to make AYP for calegory
4. % of Students with Mazh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
3rd-43.3% YES NO Sth-33.3% YES NO Bth-22.5% YES RO
a Al
b. LEP
¢ SpEd
HS-25% YES NO
a. Al 7% X
b. LEF s X
c. SpEd <40
* Passed confidence menval to make AYF for category
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of-  90%
YES NO
a Al
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
5. Graduation rate: [Met state requirement of-  71% or make 1% gain
YES NO
a Al 25517
b. Limited English Proficient dala missing
¢ Special Educalion dala missing
YES NO
B Are there amy red cells?
7. This school: [Oid Make AYP
Prepared by Cate:
Reveawed by Cate:
Chief, G5l Diate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
[scHoOL:  chinie Bourding Schoal Arlzona K-8 [ Grades |
1. Was thare 8 95% par‘llclpaﬂ-:m rata for: Is the “n" suMcient far calculanons?
YES RO 0
a. All 35.67% x a. A = Three Year average used when n=40
b. LEP R X n.LEF B
C¢. Speclal Sducation 97.56% x . Sp. Ed. =

RED CELL = goesnT meet minimum “n”

|&rizona does not uee LA)

2. % of Btudentzs with Language Ans Achisvemant that was proficient or advanced:

3. % of Siwgencs with Reading Achlevement that wag prnﬂclar‘d or adwancad:

Srd-53.4% YES WO 5tn-43.3% fES MO Bih-S2.5% TES WD
a. al 54.7E% X F01E% 32.43%
b. LEP S8.10% X 37.25% 29.75%
. SpEd <di} <Al
HE-35.8% YES N
a. All a) Small Schoal: up ta 3 yrs awe.
b. LER b} May use conddence Interval: UBSG=0 + 2.33 <o/ T-pln
. SpEd o= percent passing AIMS
UESS = upper canfidence
4. % of Btudents with Math &chlevemant that was proficient or advancad:
Srd-43.3% YES WO 5tn-33.3% fES O Bth-22.5% TES WO
a All 83.33% X 63.64% X 54.45% X
b. LEP &2.93% X 62.75% X S3AT%| X
C. SpEg
HE-25% YES N
a. Al
b. LEP
. SpEd
5. attandanca: [Met stats raquirement of:  50%
YES HO
a All 92.16% X
b. Limied English Proficlent 92.10% X
c. Speclal Education 92.50% X
5. Graduailon rats: [mst stats raquirement of:  71% or make 1% gain
¥ES HO
a. All
b. LimiZed English Proficlent
c. Speclal Education
YES [11e]
&. Are thare any red celle? N
Arizona uses Reading and Language Ars Tor AYP [achievement)
T. Thig achonl: |I:Ilﬂ Make SYP

Preparad by:

Revelwed by

Chief, CEI
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05
[SCHOOL: Jeshdesz'a Acadanmy | BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES N BlA* =

a &l 100.00% X a. All [ 88 |

b. Limit=d English Proficil 100.00% x k. LEP B

. Special BEducation 81.25% X c. 5p. Bd.

RED CELL = doeen’ mest minimum “n’

2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a A 31.31%,
b. Limited English Proficient 31.31%
. Special BEducation <30

(2]

. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:

YES NO
a Al 20.20%
b. Limited English Proficient 20.20% 1
. Special Bducation <30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a Al 31.31%
b. Limited English Proficient 30.83%
. Special Bducation <30

. Did the school report attendance:
YES N

a Al
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special Bducation

|

. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES N

a Al
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special Bducation

YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not available - use Reading

[7- This school: | [Did I Cid not | Make AYP |
Prepared by Diate:
Reveiwed by: Diate:
Chief, CS5 Date:
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% INo 17 February 2006
REVIEW SHEET FOR &YP
2004-2005
| SCHOOL: Theodore Roosevell arlzona Gragas -5
1. Was thera a 5% particlpation rata for: Is the "n™ sufficlent for calcwlagons 7
TES WO 41
a &l C2.66% R - See Footnole Below
b. LEP 92% bo.LEP -
c. Speclal Eoucation 100% c Sp. Ed. =40

RED CELL = dessn't mest minimum “n®

2. % of Studsnte with Language Ans Achlevemant that was proficiant or sdvancad:
{&rlzona doss not uss LA)

3. % of Strdents with Reacing Achlevement that was proficlent or advanced:

g
Sd.3% TES HO Sih-43.3% TES W Bih-£2 5% YES HO
a Al 33.33%
. LEP G
c. SpEd =]
HE-35.8% TES HO
a Al a) Small Schoolk up 1o 3 yre ave
LEP b} May wse confidence Interdal: UB9S=p + 2.33 pf1-pln
SpEd p=percent passing AlMS
UBSS = upper confldancs
4. % of Studente with Math achlevemant that was proficlent or advanced:
-
43.3% YES NO 5ih-33.3% TES 5] Bih-22.5% YES [ [
a. Al 34.15% X
. LEP I621% X
c. SpEd =21
HE-25% TES HO
a &l
LEP
c. SpEd
5. AHendance: | st atate requirement of: 30%
TES ko]
a Al B6.20%
Limied Engllsh
b. Pmofcent SE.3T%
C.  Speclal Eoucation 35.74
5. Gracwation rafe: Mat state requirement of  71% or maks 1% galn
YES ND
a Al
LUimhed Engllsh
. Proficlent
C.  Speclal Egucation
TES L5v]
& Are thers any rad calls7 _—l
7. Thiz schoal: [o [ | [ oanct N Makg AYP
*&YP datermination based on thres yasr average due to medd
Prepared by: Date
Revemwed by Date
Chief, CS Date
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
[SCHOOL:  San Simen School | Arizona | Grades K&
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the "n” sufficient for calculations?
YES NO 40

a. All X a. Al "See Footnote

b. LEP X LEP

¢. Special Eduzaton X c. Sp. Ed

RED CELL = doasn't meet minimum “n*

{Arizona does not use LA)

2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievemnent that was proficient or advanced:

3. % of Srudents with Reading Achievemnent that was proficient or advanced:

3rd-33.3% YES NO a3th-43.3% YES NO Bth-42.5% YES NO
a. All 28.82% 40.00% 30.30%
b. LEF 33.80% 2r.03%
c. SpEd =& =2 =& [
H5-35.8% YES NO
a. Al a) Small Schoal: upto 3 ys ave
b. LEF b) May use confidence interval: UB2E=p + 2.33 "p{{-plhn
c. SpEd p=percent passing AIMS
UBEE = upper confidence
4. % of Students with Mach Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Ird-43.3% YES NOQ 3th-33.3% YES NO Bth-22.5% YES NQ
a. All 20.25% A8E5T% X 26.09% E
b. LEF 23.73% 20.73%
c. SpEd =& =4 =&
H5-25% YES NO
a. All
b. LEF
c. SpEd
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of:  30%
YES NO
a. All 84 22%
b. Limited English Proficient a7 .80%
c. Special Eduzaton 33.30%
3. Graduation rate: |Met state requirement of:  71% or make 1% gain
YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Eduzation
YES NO
E. Are there any red cells? _:
T. This school: [Did [ | Make AYP
AYP Determination based on three year average due to <40 N
Prepared by: Diate
Reveiwad by: Diate
Chief, C5 Diate:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006
REVIEW SHEET FCOR AYP
2004-2005
[SCHOOL: Santa Rosa Boanding Schocl [ Arizona | Grades [K-3
1. Was there a 35% participation rate for: Is the "n" suffigient for calculations®
YES NO 40
a Al 90.99% X a. All Ses Foolnote
b. LEP 100.00% E b. LEP
c. Specsl Education 100.00% X c. S5p. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't meet minemum "o’
2_ % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
[Arizona does not use LA)
3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Jrd-53.3% YES NO Sth-43.3% YES NO Bth-42.5% YES NO
a A B420% B 26.76% 42.3%3% B
b. LEP <40 =40 =40
¢ SpEd <4 <40 [ | =40
HS5-35.8% YES HO
a Al a) Sma’ School: up to 3 yrs ave.
b. LEP b} May use confidence interval: UBS8=p + 2.33 «p{{-pkhn
c. SpEd p=percent passing AIMS

JB24 = upper confidence

4_ % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

Frd-43.3% YES NO Sth-33.3% YES NO Bth-22.3% YES NO
a Al 50.00% El 40.00% E 48.07% El
b. LEP <40 =40 <40
c. SpEd <40 <40 <40
HE-23% YES WO
a Al
b. LEP
c. SpEd
3. Attendance: |Met state requirement of:  90%
YES NO
a Al BGS.00%[ Increase
b. Limnited English Proficient BO.DD%:
c. Specal Education BO.OD%:
3. Graduation rate: [Met state requirement of:  71% or make 1% gain
YES NO
a Al
k. Umited English Proficient
c. Special Education
YES NO

6. Are there any red cells? _:
7. This school: [Did | | Make AYP

AYP determination based on three year average for n=40

“repared by Diate
Reveived by Diate
Chaef, CS| Daie:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03
[SCHOOL: Santa Resa Ranch Schoo | BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n” sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BlA® = 30
a. All 100.00% X EN 35
b. Limited Emglish Profics  100.00% E3 b. LEP
c. Special Educaton 100.00% X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = gnesn't mest minimum “n®
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 38045 I
b. Limited English Proficient =30
c. Special Ecucaton =30
3. Reading Achievement was 50 530.5% or better:
YES NO
a Al 50.00% I
b. Limited English Proficient =30 1
c. Special Educaton =30
4 Marh Achievementwas 30.3% or better:
YES NO
a. All T273% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
c. Special Ecucaton =30
3. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. All 03.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient 93.00 X
¢. Special Educaton 0a.00% x
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Educaton
YES NC
6. Are there any red cells?

Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not available - use Reading

[F-This schoel: [ [Did I Cic not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Date:
Reviewsd by Date:
Chief, C31 Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
[scHooL:  Tonano crodnam Hign Schoo Arizong | Grages [Hign scnow
1. Was thars 3 55% pﬂ'tldpatlm rata for: 5 Tha “n" suMmcien for caicuisoons?
YES HO
a. Al 100.00%,|
b. LEP
. Special Education 00005

RED CELL = dosent meet minimum “n"

2. % of Shudanie with Language Ans Achlevement that was proficlent or advanced:
|Arizona does not uss L)

3. % of Srudenis Wwih Reacing Achlevement that was proflclent or advanced:

b. LimPRad English Proficient
©. Special Education

Jrd-53.3% YES MO Shrdl 3 YES KO Bih-£2.5% TES WO
a Al
b. LEP
¢ SpEd

HE-35.8% YES N
a Al £2.40% X a) Small School: up 0 3 ys ave
b. LEP o) May use confidence Interval UBS9=p + 2.33 «pyi-gln
c. SpEd <4l F=percent passing AIMS

UBSE = upper confldence
4% of Shudanie with Math &chigvement that was proficlent or advanced:

Jrd-43.3% YES N Si-33.3% YES HO Bih-22.5% YES HO
a Al
b. LEP
c. 5pEd

HE-25% YES N
a Al 13.04% H
. LEP
& SpEd <40 | |

5. Attendance: [Met efata requirement of:  50%
YES HO

a Al

5. Gracuation rate: | Mt state raquirement of: 7% or make 1% gain
YES HO
a Al L523% X
b. Limiad Engilsh Praficlent
©. Special Sducalion 100.00% X
YES HO
5. 2re fhars any red cella? ]

7. Thiz schoal: [id Maka AYP

Prepared by Cata:
Favetwed by Dz
Chigf, C31 Date:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
20042005
|SCHOOL:  C3sa Blanta Community School | Arlzona [ | Grades |
1. Was thare & 55% pariicipation rats for T5 The "1™ SUMGCIENT for calcliations 7
TES 10 40
a Al 10000 ® a Al [ =2 ]
b. LEF 100.00%| B b LEP HE
. Speclal Sducation FE15% X C. 5p. Ed
RED CELL = doesnt meet minimum "’
2 % of Studente with Language Ars Achlewament that was proflcient or advancad:
[&rizona does nof uss La)
3. % of STUdEEs with Reaning Achlsvement that was proficient or advanced:
Jrd-53.3% YES N HhrdlFe TES HO Bin-£2.5% TES HO
a Al J0.65%
b. LEF 30.65%
c. SpEo =30
Hi-35.8% YES HO
a Al a) Small Schaol: up 90 3 y1s ave
b. LEF b} May use confidence Interval UBES=5 + 2.33 «py-opn
c. SpEd p=percent passing AIMS
UBSE = upper confldencs
4 % of Students with Math Achlsvement that wae proficlent or advanced:
Jrd-£3.3% YES N i YES HO Btn-22.5% TES HO
a Al £8.15% X
b. LEF £8.15% x
€. SpEd =3[
HE-25% YES NO
a Al
k. LEP
c. SpEo
5_affendanca: [Met afats requirement of:  30%
hil=3 HO
a Al £9.80%
b. Limi=d Engllsh Prafident 80.70%
. Speclal Sducalicn &7.80%
5. Gracuation rats: [ st state requirement of: 7% or make 1% gain
TES HO
a Al
b. Limi=d Engllsh Prafident
. Special Education

YES HO
&. &re thare any red celle?

Alz0na Uses Reading ard Math far ATE (achizvame)
7. Thls school: [EE] I | Mske 4¥P
Prepared oy Date
Revelived Dy Date:
Chigf, C51 Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYF
2004-2005
[SEH00C__ =all Fver Cay Sohoal I Arzona (3 [ Grades |
1. Was there a 35% parbicipaflon rats Tor: 15 the ~n™ sutficiant for caloulanons?
YES HO 3
a. Al 100000% X a. Al = “Three year bolal due fo n=£0
b. LEF 1005 X L. LEF = “Trree vear total due 1o nesl
¢. Special Eoucston 1005 X . Sp. Ed. <Al
RED CELL = oeesn't mast minimum n

2. % of Students with Language Ars Achlsvemeant that was proficlent or advanced:
[arizona dose not ues L&)

3. % of STudants with Aeading Achievemsnt that was proficient or advanced:

IE-FLFE YES HO 5in-43.3% YEZ i) fh42.5% YES HO
a Al 4510% S3.54% x
b. LEP S217% 44 1E% x
[ =4/]
HE-35.8% YES HOD
a Al a) mal Schod up to 3 ¥ Jue.
b. LEF b} May use confidence Intenal: US33=p + 2.33 +iof T-pl&
©. SpEd p=pencent passing AIMS
LIB3E = upper conficdence
4. % of Siudents with Marh Achievamant Ml was proficiant of agvancad:
Irc-41% YES HO 5tn-33.3% YES R &h-22.5% YES HO
a. Al S221% X 25.81%
b. LEP 4E.72% X 19.4E6%
c. SpEd <0 <0
HE-25% YES HD
a Al
b. LEF
€. SpEd
5. affandanca: [™at stals requiremant of-  S0%
YES L]
2. Al 92.00°7% x
b. Limited English Proficiant 21.00°% x
¢. Special Eoucaion 20.00°% x
5. Graduation rats: [mst state requirament of:  71% or make 1% gain
YEZ L]
a. Al
b. Limited English Profickent
¢. Spedal Eoucstion

YES ND
g. Ars thers any rad calls? [ |
7. This schook: [oa I | Waks &YP
Thres ‘year awsge Uset fiar rmakl ng AYP dtermination due o n<dd.
Prepanad by Dake:
Reveied by Dale
Chied, C3 Dale
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
|SCHOOL:  Glia Crossing Schaal ] Arizona K | Grades |
1. Was there a 35% participaflon rats for: 15 the “n™ sufficiant for calclanons?
YES HD £l
a. Al R a M [ 115 ]
b. LEF 100.00% b. LEF [ 7@ |
c. Special Eoucaton o6 045, . Ep. Ed.

RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum “n®

2. % of Students with Language Amrs Achlavemant that was proficlent or advanced:
jiarizona doss not uss LA)

3. % of Stugents with Reading Achlsvemant that was proficient or advancad:
Ir-5L 3% TES HO 5th-43.3% YES ] Eh-d2.5% YES HO
a. Al E.558% 20.47% 4L.44% X
b. LEF 47.59% 21.11% 45.15% X
[ =40 =40 =40
H3-35.8% TES HOD
a Al a) Smal School up o 3 yws ave.
b. LEP b} May use confdence Inbenial: USA3=p + 233 o i-pln
©. SpEd p=percent passing AlMS
B0 = uppar confidance
4, % of Suudents wiln Math Achisvament tal waa proflclnt of acvanced.
Iro-41 3% YES HO 5tn-33.3% YES RO Eh-22.5% YES HO
a. Al ITT% 14.55% 40.23% X
b. LEFP 44.04% 18.66% 47 AE% X
c. SpEd <0 <40 <[
H3-25% YES HOD
a. Al
o, LEFP
£. SpEd
5. Aftsndance: |Mst state requiremant of: 0%
YES ]
a. Al 90.00% x
b. Limited Snglish Profciant 90.00% x
C. Spedial Educaion 90.00% x
5. Graduation rate: [mst state requirament o 71% or maks 1% gain
YES L8]
a. Al
b. Limited Snglish Profckant
C. Spedal Eoucaton
YES )
&. Ars there any rad calls? [
7. Thils schoot: [oa [ | Waks &7P

Three year averages were used at some grade levels to determine AYP due to n<40

Prepared by Date:
Revelwed by Dialke:
Chief, CS Diale:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR &YP
2004-2005
[SCHOOL: | Arlzona | Gradae |
1. Was thare a 5% parilcipation rafe for: is the “n” sufMcien: for calcuiamions 7
YES RO 20
a A 3. Al
b. LEP b, L=
. Speclal Sducalion C. SP. Ed

RED CELL = dossnt mees minkmum *n’

2. % of Studants with Language Ars Achlevament that was proficient o advancad:
|Arizona does not usa L&)

3. % of Szudenis with Reaning Achlevament that was proficlent or advanced:

Jrd-53.3% hi=3 N Hh-dd. 3% YES HO Bih-£2.5% TES HO
a Al
b. LEP
c. SpEd
HE-35.5% YES 1]
a Al 3) Small School: up 0 3 yTs ave
b. LEF o) May use confidence Inlerval UBSS=p = 233 oo
c. SpEd p=percant passing AMS
UE%3 = upper confdence
£ % of Studanis with Mazh &chlgvement thal was proficlent or advanced:
Ird-43.3% ¥ES o] Sih-33.5% YES HO Bth-22.5% YES HO
a A
b. LEF
c. SpEd
HE-25% YES HO
a Al
b. LEP
c. SpEd
5. Aftendance: [Met efata requirement of:  50%
YES HO
a Al
b. Limizd Engilsh Profident
. Speclal Sducshion
5. Graduatlion rate: [ et tats raquirement of: 1% or maka 1% gain
YES HO
a Al
b. Limizd Engilsh Profident
. Speclal Sducstion
YE& HO
& &re thars any red celia? | | ]
torih Dakola Lses Readng and Languags Ams for AYS [achievement)
7. Thiz school: [ia [ | [ Dinet ] | Maks AYP
Erepared by Diate:
Revetmed by: Cate:
Chigf, G5l Diate:
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[SCHOOL: — Jahn F. Kerneoy School [ Arlzona [ Grabee K-B |
1. Waa there 3 95% partlnlpmlun rata for: Is tha “n" suimeienTt for calciianons?
YES N 4
a A 6T X [ a Al -
b. LEF 100.00% [ b. LEP o
. Special Egucation 39.56% ¢ Sp. Ed -

RED CELL = goesn't mest minimum n°

|arlzona does not use LA)

2% of Stwdants with Language Arns Achlevament that was proficlent or advanced: |

1. % of Srudents with Reacing Schlevement that was proficlent or advancad:
3rd-53.3% TES HO 5th-43.3% YES N Bih~42.5% YES HO
a Al “40.00%: X 50.00% x 32595 X
b. LEF ] “I000% * 3 25 _
G Sp =40 =4[ =40
HE-35.8% YES HO
a A a} small Schoal: up to 3 s ave.
b. LEF b} May use confidencs Interval LBSS9=p + 2.33 o T-pln
o SpEd p=percent passing AIMS
UB29 = upper confldence
* Made &YP uzing the Confldenca Interval
4. % of Stwdents with Marh Achisvement that was proficlent or advanced:
Jrd-£3.3% TES HO 5th-33.3% YES N Bih-22.5% YES HO
a. Al 4B.33% X 39.44% X o2 13% X
b. LEF =411 =0 A818% X
©. SpEd <4 <[ =]
HE-25% YES HO
a. Al
b. LEF
c. Sp
5. Aftendanca: [Mat afafe requiremant of. 305
YES HO
a A S ] |
b. Limited Engllsh Prafickent 1% X
¢. Spectal Egucation B H
5. Graduation rata: |Mat afate requiremant of:  71% or make 1% galn
YES N
a. Al
b. Limited English Praficient
. Special Eoucation
YES N
£. 4ra there any red calls? N
Arizona uses Reaning and Languags Ars for AY2 [achlevemant)
7. Thia school: [Dia [ Maka &YF
AYP Parcantages are basad on Thras Year Average dus bo current n siza <40
Preparad by Date:
Feveiwed by Date:
Chief, C5I Date:
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REWIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[scHDOL:  Cibecue Communily School Arizona | Grades K-12 ]
1. Wae thare a 35% participation rats for: 15 mhe “n" suficiant for calciianons?
YES N E]
a Al T00.00% E a. Al 5 Sea Foonots Below
b. LEF 100% E b. LE® .
C. Special Sducation 100% X c. 3p. =0 -

RED CELL = doesn't mesl minimum “n”
2. % of Studenis with Language Ars Achlevement thal was proficlent or advanced:
|4rizona doss mot wee Lo

3. % 0 Srndents with Reading Achlevemeant that was Pfﬂrl[:l&l"d or advanced:

Iro-E3 % YE® HO 5th-43.3% YE& HO gih-42.5% YES
a Al 32.56% 17.78% 1E.1E%
b. LEFP 28.07% 21.31% 14.25%
6. SpEd =] =41 =]
HE-35.8% YES HO
a Al 205 H a) Small School: up b 3 yTs ave
b. LEF =& b} May use confidence Inbenal: UBSE=D + 2.33 +pii-0lh
¢ SpEd =40} [ | p=percent passing AIMS

BS99 = upper condidence

4% of Students with Math Achlewament that was proficlent or advanced:

Fro-43.3% YES HO 5th-33.3% YES 0] gth-22 5% YES
a Al 25555 3273 H 26475 X
b. LEF 25.61% 35.58 X =]
. SpEd =4] =4 [ [ =0
HE-25% YES HO
a Al 26.47% X
b. LEP =]
c. SpeEd =40
5. Altendance: Wat stata requiremant of.  30%
YES HO
a Al 26.20% 3
. Limibed English Profickent 30.33% X
. Special Sducation 21488 ]
5. Graduation rate: [rast state requirement of: 71% or make 1% gain
YES HO
a Al 28.05%
k. Limib=d English Proficient "“Sl% X
. Special Bducatian [ | |
"Made over 3 1% g-3|'1
TES HO
&. Ara fhare any red calls? 1

Anzona uses Reading and Makh Tor AP (achlevement)
7. Thia school: [Cd I | Make AYP

“AYP determination based on three year average due to n<40

Prepared by: Dake:
Revelwed Dy Dabe:
Chiet, C51 Dake:
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Idaho
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03
[SCHOOL: Coeur O'Alens Tribal School [ IDAHD [Grades: K -8
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n" sufficient for calculations ?
YES NO
a. Al X a Al ECE
b. Limited English Proficient X b. LEP
c. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed.

RED CELL = doesnt mest minimurs "n”

2. Language Usage Achievement was 66% or better:

Lised as an additional indicator for bofh Elem 2004 2005 YES NGO
a. Al 26.47% [ "30.56% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
c. Special Education =30

* ldaho allows for AYP if there is 10% improvement from 2004 to 20035
3. Reading Achievement was 72% or betier:

2004 2005 YES NO
a. Al 24 24% [ "36.12% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
c. Special Education =30

* ldaho allows for AYP if there is 10% improvement from 2004 to 2005
4 Marh Achievement was 60% or better:

2004 2005 YES NO
a. Al 30.30% ["44.45% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
c. Special Education =30

* |daho allows for AYP if there is 10% improvement from 2004 to 2003
3. Did the sehool report attendance:

YES NO
a. Al 21.76%
b. Limited English Proficient 20.00%
c. Special Education 20.00%
3. Graduation rate is either 90% or better or there is an increase over preceeding year:
YES NQ
a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education
YES MO
6. Are there any red cells? X
[7. This school: % Jhid | | Did not | Make AYP |
Prepared by: Cate
Reviewesd by: Cate
Chief, C5 Crate
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[sCHOOL: Shoshene Banncck School Distrid IDAHD |Grades: 7-12
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for caleulations®
YES NO a0
a. Al X 3. All 57
k. Limitzd English Proficent MA b. LEP na
c. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed. _
RED CGELL = goesn't messt minlmum "n” )
2. Language Usage Achievement was 86% or better:
Uised as an additional ingizator for both Elem and HS YES NO
a. Al ES
k. Limited English Proficent
¢. Special Education 33.33% =30
*Safe Harbor
3. Reading Achievement was T2% or better:
YES NOD
a. Al 43.88% x
k. Limitzd English Proficent na
c. Special Education T227% =30
4. Marh Achievement was 60% or better:
YES HNO
a. Al 39.29% x
k. Limitzd English Proficent na
c. Special Education 33.33% =30

5. Graduation rate is either 90% or better or there is an increase over preceeding year:

YES NO
a. Al 58.53% x
k. Limitzd English Proficent
c. Special Education 0% =30
‘ncreased 1.53%
YES NHO
6. Are there any red cells? X
[7. This schoaol: [ ¥F [Did [ | Did not | Make AYP |
Preparsd by Date
Reveiwed by: Date
Chief, TSI Date
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
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[scHOOL: Shoshone Bannock School Distrid IDAHD [Grades: 7-12
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations 7
YES NO ]
a. Al X 3. All 57
b Lirmited English Proficent MA& b. LEP na
¢. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed. _ |
RED CELL = diczsn't mes=t minlmium "n”
2. Language Usage Achievement was 66% or better:
Uised as an additional indicator for both Elem and HS YES NO
a. All 31.58% ES
b. Lirnit=d English Proficent na
¢. Special Education 33.33% =30
*Safe Harbor
3. Reading Achievement was T2% or better:
YES ND
a. All 43.86% X
. Lirnit=d English Proficent na
¢. Special Education =30
*Safe Harbor
4. Marh Achievement was 60% or better:
YES NO
a. All 3829 ES
k. Lirnit=d English Proficent na
¢. Special Education 33.33% <30
*Safe Harbor
2. Graduation rate is either 90% or better or there is an increase over preceeding year:
YES HO
a. All 58.53% x
. Lirnit=d English Proficent
c. Special Education S0% =30
“ncreased 1.53%
YES NO
&. Are there any red cells? [ [ =
[7. This schoal: [ % oid [ | Didnot | Make AYP |
Preparzd by Date
Reveiwed by: Date
Chief. TSI Date
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Meshwak [ lowa |Grades: K-10 |

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?

YES NO  |lowa
a. &l 100.00%% X a. Al
b. Limited English Profic na b. LEP | na |
c. Spedal Education 100.00%% X c. Sp. BEd.

RED CELL = doesn't mesl minimum “n”

2. Reading Achievement was T0% or better:

a. Al
k. Lirmnited English Proficient
c. Special Education

YES NO
87.00% X
na
<40

" Due to small size the cinfidence band provided by lowa

Department of Education was used.

3. Math Achievementwas T0% or better:

a. &l
b. Lirmnitad English Proficient
c. Special Education

YES NO
a. Al 85.00% i
b. Lirmnited English Proficient na
c. Special Education <40
" Due to small size the cinfidence band provided by lowa Department of Education was used.
4. Attendance rate at least state average® Elem HS
YES YES NO

B3.00%| 91.00%

5. Graduation Rate at least :

YES NO

a. &l na

b. Limited English Proficient

¢. Spedial Education

YES NO

B. Are there any red cells? [ x |
[7. This schoaol: [ % pid | | Didnot | Make AYF |
* lowa Decartment of Education provided technical assistance.
Prepared by: Ciate:
Revewed by: Ciate:
Chief, G2 Cate:
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Louisiana
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05
[SCHOOL: Chitimacha Tribal School [ Louisiana [Grades: K-8 |
1. Was there a 35% participation rate for: Is the "n™ sufficient for calculations?
YES NO 10
a. All X 3. Al 12 See below
b. Limited Englich Proficient X b. LEP -
¢. Special Education kS c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't meet minimum "n°
2. Language Usage Achievement was 47.4% or better:
YES NO
a. All 75.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education 55.70% X
3. Math Achievement was 41.8% or better:
YES NO
a. All TE% X
b. Limited English Proficient
<. Special Education 88.7 X
4. Did the school report attendance
YES NO
a. All 05 B0% X
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special Education 95 10% x
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? [ | X |
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: | X [Did [ | Did not | Make AYP |

*AYP Determination made by State of Louisiana. Indicated that the school has achieved
at an exceptional level.

Prepared by: Date:
Reviewsd by Date:
Chief, CS1 Date:
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Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03

[SCHOOL: Afachkes Day School |

__X_BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 33% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculath
YES NO BlA*® =
a. A 100.00%: X a. All
b. Limited English Preficie) 100, X b. LEP
¢. Special Education 100. X c. 5p. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't meet milsimum "n”
2. Language Arts Achievemnent was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. A X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
¢. Special Education <30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.3% or better:
YES NO
E X
b. Limited English Preficient =30
¢. Special Education =30
4. Marh Achievement was 30.5% or better:
YES NO
a A X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
¢. Special Education =30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. A X
k. Limited English Preficient X
¢. Special Education X
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. A
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
E. Are there any red cells? | X
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: | % |pid | | Did not | Make AYP |
Prepared by: Date
Reveiwed by: Date
Chief, CSI Date
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Michigan
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003
[SCHOOL: J K Lumsden Bahwebng PFEA | Michigan | Grades
1. Was there a 55% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculanons »
YES NO 30
a. A 3. Al
LEP b. LEP
. Special Education c. Sp. Ed

RED CELL = do=sn't meat minimum “n"

2. % of Students with Language Arzs Achi

evement that was proficient or a

dvanced:

B. Are there any red cells?

T. This school:
*Based on attached Michigan Report Card

Prepared by:

Diate

Reveiwed by

Elem. 48% YES NO Mid 43% YES NO High 52% YES NO
a. A
b. LEP
. SpEd
3. 7 of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
a. A May vse "safe harbor”if
b Michigan doss not use Reading for AYP sizhshcaly reiabls
c.
Shding confidence infenval
4. % of Students with Mazh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Elam 56% YES NO Mid 43% YES NO High 44% YES NO
a. A
c. SpEd
3. Attendance: [Met siate requirement of:  B5% or reduce by 109 the gap between current and farget.
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limited Engish Proficient
¢. Special Education
5. Graduation rate:  [Met state requirement of.  80% or growth
YES NO
a. A
b. Limited Engish Proficient
¢. Special Education
YES NO

Make AYP

Diate

Chief, 31

Date
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Minnesota
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
[SCHOOL: Bug-O-May-Ge Shig School | Minnesota | Grades K-12

1. Was there a 35% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for caleulations ?
YES O
a. Al BE TR EE| E i 0
b. LEP 100% X b. LEP * 40
. Special Education B T1% ic. Sp. Ed. y 40
RED CELL = go=ss me=t minimum n”
2 % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Idess%  YES ND  sh7ass  YES NO  7invraw  YES Llv]
a. Al % X e x TESER
b. LEP "M4.88% X <4 =40
c. SpEd =40 <4 =40 [
* Made AYP due to Safe Harbor: Decreased non-Proficient by 10%
1oth&2.3%  YES N
a. Al "48.87% X
b. LEP =40
©. SpEd =200
* Made AYP due to Safe Harbor: Decreased non-Proficient by 10%
[3. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced.
Jde3es  YES ND  sthesss  YES NO  7#inTsiw YES NC
a. Al "50.87% X 4T BE% X 208.03%
b. LEP el ey X =47 =]
c. SpEd =40 <4 =40 [
* Made AYP due to Safe Harbor: Decreased non-Proficient by 10%
Mtn7sm  YES N
a. Al "18.52% X
b. LEP =40
. SpEd =200
5. Aftendance: [Met state requirement of- 30% [
TES o]
a. Al . 38 X
b. Limited English Proficient : 38% X
. Special Education " 0T X
* Made AYF due to a 0.1 percentage point increase from prior year
o Graduation rate: |Met state reguirement of 80%
YES NO
a. Al " E200%) X
b. Limited English Proficient L 1200%) X
. Special Education LY X
* Made AYF due to a 0.1 percentage point increase from prior year
TES o]
B Are there any red cells? I
7. This schoal: [Did | I [Oid ot | Make AYP
If n < 40 then up to three year average used to calculate AYP
Prepared by: Date:
Reveiwed by Diate:
Chief, CSI Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[ECHOOL: Nay An Shing School Minnssota | Grades K-12 |
1. Wae there a 55% participation rats Tor: Is Tha “n~ suMclent for calculations?
YES HO 20
a Al 100%, ® R : "Twa Years Dalta used w0 make n=20
o. LEF 100% x b. LERP i
c. Special Egucation 100%| x c. Sp. Ed. )
RED CELL = domsml mest minmu=
2. % of Studenie with Reading Achlavamant that wae proficlent or advanced:
ard 88.6%  YES HO Bth728%  YES MO Tin TTEW  YES MO
a Al 20.71% 5% 16.12%
. LEP
c. SpEd |
*Two yaare of data used to make n=20 a8 provided for In Sectlon 5.4 of the Minnesota Accountabllity Workbook
10th 32.3%  YES HO
a Al 47.36%
o. LEF
c. SpEd | ]
Workbook

4. % of Studante with Marh Achlevement that was proficlant or advancad:

srd ¢8.8%  YES HNO Gthesss  YES KO Tin 7e1%  YES MO
a Al 14.25% 12.50%
. LEP
c. SpEd | | | ]

11th T&.T% YES

MO

“Two yaare of data used to make n=20 a8 provided for In Section 5.4 of the Minnesotia Accountabllity Workbook

. &rg thare any red calla?

T. Thig school:

Prapared by

a Al 14.25%
o. LEF
c. SpEd | |
5. attendance: [Mat =tats requirement of: 50%
YES NO
a Al 1% X
b. Limitza English Proficiant
c. Special Epucation 31% X
5. Graduaiion rate. [Mat state requirement of: B0%
YES HO
a Al 62.00%
b. Limitzg English Proficient
c. Special Education 63.00%
YES NO

Dild naot Make AYP

Revelwead by:

Chief, C51

Diater

Date

Diater
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2003
|SCHOOL: Fond Du Lac Ojibwe School | Minnesoia | Grades K-12
1. Was there a T5% participation rate for: s the "'n" sufficient for calculamons ?
YES NO
a Al BT ] 3. &l - 20
. LEP 100% X b. LEP . 40
. Special Education BET71% c. Sp. Ed. - 40

RED CELL = do=:n't meet minimum "n®

2. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient

or advanced:

3rd 85.5% YES NO 5h723%  YES NO TIn778%  YES NO
45.15% 217 i
=4
=40 [
10th 82.3%  YES NO
a. & 26.02%
b. MIA
<40 [ |
4. % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
3rd 65.6% YES NO Sth&83%  YES NO Tin7E 1%  YES NO
"4 15% il "B X 18.52%
L =4 A MiA
.5 =40 =40 =40 [
* Made AYP due to Safe Harbor: Decreased non-Proficient by 10%
1th 76.7%  YES NO
20.08%
21
<40 [ |
5. Attendance: [Met state requirement of: 30% [
YES NO
a. & 38%
b. Limited Engfsh Proficient . 4k X
©. Special Education ’ 24% X |
* Made AYP due to a 0.1 percentage point increase from prior year
5. Graduation rate:  Met state requirement of: 80%
YES NO
a. &l 80.00% X
b. Limited Engfish Proficient [
c. Special Education 100.00% X
YES NO
&. Are there any red cells? _—|
7. This school: [oid [ | [ Did not_ NS Make AYP
If m < 40 then up to three year average used to calculate AYP
Prepared by: Date
Reveiwed by Diate
Chief, 51 Date
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Circle of Life
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05
[SCHOOL: Circle of Life | _¥_BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BIAT = 30
a. Al 55.35% X a. All 43
b. Limited English Profici  100.00% X b. LEP
. Special Education 100.00% X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn’t mest minimum *n’
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al G5.28% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education <30
3. Readirg Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al G5.28% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education <30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al 70.21%) X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education <30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES N
a. Al 57.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient B7.00% X
. Special Education 57.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES N
a. Al 51.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient 50.00% X
. Special Education 33.00% X
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? [ [ = ]
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ % |Did [ | Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Diate:
Reveiwsd by: Diate:
Chief, &5l Date:
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Montana
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03
|SCHOOL: Northemn Cheyenne Trical | __X_ Montana CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the “n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO MT =
a. All 100% a &
b. Limited English Proficient 100% b.LEF 40
c. Special Educstion 100% c. Sp. Ed. 40
RED CELL = doesn't meet minkmum "n”
2. Language Arts not AYP Indicator
YES ND
a. All
b. Limited Engfish Proficient
c. Special Education
3. Reading Achievement was 33% or better:
YES HO
a. Al 33T H
b. Limited Engfish Proficient
c. Special Education 13.88% HEI
3 year average
4. Math Achievement was 40% or better:
YES N
a. Al I H
b. Limited Engfish Proficient
c. Special Educstion 3% HEI
5. Did the school report attendance: 2%
YES N
a. All 78 H
b. Limited Engfish Proficient
. Special Education | |
3. Did the school report graduation rate: BD% or 10°% growth
YES N
a. Al 70 H
b. Limited Engfish Proficient
c. Special Education | |
YES NO
. Are there any red cells?

Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: f LA not available - use Reading
Did not

[7. This school: [ [Did

Prepared by:

Make AYP

Reveiwed by

Chief, Sl

Drate:

Cate:

Cate:
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REWVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03

[SCHOOL: St. Stephens Indian School |

__¥_BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 93% participation rate for:

Is the “n" sufficient for calculations ?

YES HO BlA* =
a. All 100% a &
b. Limited Engfish Proficient 100% b. LEFP
c. Special Education 100% c. 5p. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn®i mest minkmum “n”
2. Language Arts Achievement was 30.3% or better:
YES NO
a. All 81.07% X
b. Limited Englsh Proficient MA& MA
c. Special Education 14.28% <30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. All 53.91% X
b. Limited English Proficient MNA MA
c. Special Education 0% <30
4. Math Achievement was 30.3% or better:
YES HNO
a. All 51.08% X
b. Limited Engish Proficient MA MA
c. Special Education 0% =30
3. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. All X
b. Limited Englsh Proficient El
c. Special Education X
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. All X
b. Limited English Proficient X
c. Special Education X
YES NO
&. Are there any red cells? [ | X
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: F LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ % |Did [ | Didnot | Make AYP |
Prepared by: Cate:
Reviewesd by Cate:
Chief, G5l Diate:
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New Mexico
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

[sCHOOL: Mavaio Prep

2004-05

|cRITERIA X EIA

__STATE

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BIA* = 30 State* = 0
a. A BE.T0% X R 182
b. Limited English Proficient b. LEP na
. Special Education c. Sp. Ed. na
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum "r"
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: enter state |
YES NO YES NO
EW D X
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education |
3. Readirg Achievement was 4 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: sriarstas
YES NO YES NO
EW R X a Al
b. Limited English Proficient b.LEP
¢. Special Education | c. Spedial Education
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: |
YES NO YES NO
EW [ 81.48% X a Al
b. Limited English Proficient b.LEP
¢. Special Education | c. Spedial Education
5 Did the school report attendance: Met state requirement of:
YES NO YES NO
a. A B5.10% X R
b. Limited English Proficiina b.LEP
. Special Education c. Spedial Education
5. Did the school report graduation rate: Met state requirement of:
YES NO YES NO
EW [ 0% X a Al
b. Limited English Proficient b.LEP
¢. Special Education | c. Spedial Education
Complete second sheet as needed
YES NO when using state indicators
B. Are there any red cells? [ [ ®

Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not avallable - use Reading

[7. This schoal: [ [Did [ [ Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by: Date:
Reveiwed by: Date:
Chief, C5I Date:
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[8CHOOL: Aneth Community Schoal |cRITERIA:___X_ BIA __ STATE:
1. Was there a 35% participation rate for: Is the "n"” sufficient for calculations? [
YES MO BlA* = 30 State* = [
a. Al BE.15% x a. All 104
b. Limited English Profici 100% X b LEF 2E
c. Special Education B0.91% c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesnT mest minimum n°
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: enerstate |
YES MO YES NO
a. Al 57% ES
b. Limited English Profici{ 52.53% X
c. Special Education =30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: enier slate
YES MO YES NO
a. Al 35% a. All
b. Limited English Profici{ 31.31% b.LEP
c. Special Education =30 . Special Education
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better: Met state requirement of: |
YES MO YES NO
a. Al 41% a. All
b. Limited English Profici{  37.37% b.LEP
c. Special Education =30 . Special Education
5. Did the school report attendance: Met state requirement of:
YES MO YES NO
a. Al 2% X a. All
b. Limited English Profici 2% X b.LEP
c. Special Education 2% X . Special Education
5. Did the school report graduation rate: Met state requirement of:
YES MO YES NO
a. Al [ . &l
b. Limited English Proficient b.LEP
c. Special Education [ . Special Education
Complete second sheet as needed
YES NO when using state indicators
6. Are there any red cells?

Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYF; if LA not avalable - use Reading
[7- This school: [ [Did I [id not | Maks AYP |

Prepared by Date:
Reveiwed oy: Date:
Chief, TSl Diate:
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17 February 2006

REWVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Red Rock Day Schoaol |

__¥_ BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the "n" sufficient for calculations 7

6. Are there any red cells?

YES NO BlA* = a0
a. Al B5.68% X R 138
b. Limit=d English Profici 86400 X b. LEP 138
¢. Special Education 100.00%[ 000 c. = Ed. [NERIN
RED CELL = gassn't mest minimum “n°
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 63.81%) X
b. Linmited English Proficient G4.83% X
. Special Education <30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 48.82%
b. Linmited English Proficient 48.82%
. Special Education <30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al G3.18% X
b. Linmited English Proficient G3.18% X
. Special Education <30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al 28.00% X
b. Linmited English Proficient £5.00% X
. Special Education 98.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Linmited English Proficient
. Special Education
YES NO

Hote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not available - use Reading

[7. This school: [ % oid [ | Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Date:
Reveiwed by: Date:
Chief, CSI Date:
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17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

SCHOOL: Tiis Mazbas Community Schoal |

__X_ BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the "n" sufficient for calculations 7

YES NO BlA* = a0
a. Al B2.35% X a. Al 153
b. Limited English Profici  100.00% X b. LEP g8
. Special Education B1.85% x c. Sp. BEd. 40
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum "
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al G0.78% X
b. Limited English Proficient 53.18% X
. Spacial Education 20.00%) EE
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 20.85%
b. Limited English Proficient 168.28%
c. Special Education 5.00%,
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 20.35%
b. Limited English Proficient 168.28%
c. Special Education 2.50%,
§_ Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al B1.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient 01.00% X
c. Special Education B1.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Meote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This schoaol: [ [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Date:
Reveiwed by: Date:
Chief, TSI Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Cove Day School |

__¥_ BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations 7
YES NO BlA* = 30
a & 100.00%, X R 3
b. Limiteed English Profici MA b. LEF na
. Special Education 100.00% R c Zp. Ed. [
RED CELL = cossn't mest minimum "'
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a & 42 47%] [ % ]
b. Limited English Proficient na
. Special BEducation <30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a & 36.36%) [ % ]
b. Limited English Proficient na
. Special BEducation <30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a & 45 45%] [ % ]
b. Limited English Proficient na
. Special BEducation <30
§_ Did the school report attendance:
YES HC
a & 5. 00% X
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special BEducation 85.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES HC
a. A
b. Limited English Proficient
. Special BEducation
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [ Did Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Date:
Reveiwed by: Date:
Chief, C5I Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

[SCHOOL: Dibe azhi Habitiin Ji Tlta |

2004-05

__¥_ BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations 7
YES NOD BlA* = 30
a. Al 00.28% X R 138
b. Lirnit=d English Profic] £8.28% X b. LEP 128
©. Special Education 5% * c. Sp. Ed. [NEEIN
RED CELL = daesn't mest minimum "n
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 40.00%
b. Limited English Proficient 37.01%
¢. Special Education <30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 33.33%
b. Limited English Proficient 35.45%
¢. Special Education <30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 35.82%
b. Limited English Proficient 35.43%
¢. Special Education <30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al 23.00% X
b. Limited English Proficient 53.00% X
¢. Special Education 33.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BLA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not availalle - use Reading
[7. This schoal: [ [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Ciate:
Reveiwed by: Ciate:
Chief, C5l Diate:
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North Carolina

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
2nd Ravlew
[BCHOOL: [Cherokes High Schoo | Horth Carolina Gradas 7-12
s tha "n” sufficlent?
1.WWae hara a 95% participation rate for: 30
YES WO Gradag 3-8 10
a. Al FRREES 3. A B
b. LE® b. LER
©. Speclal Education 35.53%| X C. 5p. Ed. 51
RED CELL = ez’ mes=t minlmum '
3. % of Srwdenis with Reading Achlavemant that was proficient or advancen:
Grade 3-8 TE.T% YES HD Grage 10 235.4% YES MO
a Al FIE [ saiim H
b. LE®
. SpEd BE.E2% H = 30 [ |
4. % of Studenis with Mamh Achlevement that was proficient or advanced:
Grade 3-8; 1% YES HD Grads 10 70.8% YES MO
a. Al [ 91.72% E 47 85%
b. LER [
c. SpEd T4E1% H = 30 | |
5. affendance: [Maf gtafe requirement of:  30% or show progrees
2003-2004 2004-2005 YES KO
a. Al 53.02%) X
b. Limited English Proficlent
c. Speclal Education B4.50% ES
5. Gradustion rats: [Mat stafe reguirament of:  30% of Improve
2003-2004 2004-2005 YES M
a. Al B6.23% E7.95% 3
b. Limited English Proficlent
¢. Speclal Education 42.88% a7 % X
Updated: Oct. 7, 2005
YES MO
. &ra thare any red cellg?
7. Thig szhool: [cid | Maka AYP
Prapared oy Diate
Revelwad by: Diate
Chief, T3 Diate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[SCHOOL:[Cherokes Elementary | Morth Carolina [Grades K-&
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient?
YES N a0
a. Al B3.50% X a All 305
b. LEF na b. LEF na
. Special Education B3.52% X c. Sp. Ed. 83
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum “n*
3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Grade 3-B T6.7% YES NO Grade 10 :35.4% YES NO
a. All 24.82% X
b. LEF
c. SpEd 50.54% x
*Safe harbor Applies-Went went from 81.76 ppin 03-04 to 48 468 pp in 04-05.
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Grade 3-8; 81% YES NO Grade 10 T0.8% YES NO
a. All 291.41% X
b. LEF
. SpEd G7.38% x
*Option 1 applied as cutlined in NC Accounfabilify Workbook
5 Attendance: [Met state requirement of- 30% or show progress
200:3-2004 2004-2005 YES NO
a. All 03.30% X
b. Lirnited English Proficient
. Special Education 00.70% X
5_Graduation rate: |Met state requirement of- 90% or improve
200:3-2004 2004-2005 YES NO
a. Al
b. Lirmited English Proficient
. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? [ | x |
7. This schoaol: [Diid | " | | Did not [ | Make AYP
Preparad by: Diate:
Reveiwed oy: Diate:
Chief, TSI Date:
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North Dakota

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003
[SCHOOL: Ojibwa Ingian School [ Morth Dakota | Grades K-8
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the “n™ sufficient for calculations?

YES NG |(ND uses a formula

a. All 28.02%
b. LEP 100.00%
c. Special Education 95.65%

For AY® In Korth Dakota RED CELL = dozsn't meet minimuem "n®

[a] one rejects fe mul hypothesis 51 the 01 level
[k the césersed portion of shademnts proficlent ower the past year has not reduced by 10 peroent

2. % of Students with Language Arrs Achievement that was proficient or advanced
[Morth Dakota does not use LA) YES

b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education
3. % of Students with Reading Achievernent that was proficient or advanced:
4ih-73.8%  YES NO Bth-71.1% YES 12ih -57.2%  YES O

a. All 13.04%
b. LEP 0.00%
c. SpEd 0.00%
4. % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4th 55.3%  YES NO Bih-50.0% YES i2th-43.1%  YES NO
a. All 13.04% 32.35%
b. LEP 37.50% 30.00%
c. SpEd 0.00% 18.67%
3. Aftendance: |Met state requirement of:  33% May wse “safe barbor™ i
YES NO _ sfalistically reliable.
a. All 93.00%
b. Limited English Proficient 03.00%
c. Special Education 894 .00%
5. Graduation rate:  [Met stale requirement of:  89.9% |
YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education
YES NO

6. Are there any red cells?

MNeorth Dakota uses Fteadln and Math fl:-r.u"x\"F' laJ:hIE'l'EHErﬁ
7. This school: Make AYP

Prepared by: Diate:
Reviewed by: Ciate:
Chief, C3 Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003

[BCHOOL: Mandaree Diay Schoal | Morth Dakota | Grades K-12

1. Was there a 85% participation rate for: Is the "n” sufficient for calculagons ?

YES HO  |(ND uses a formula)
a. &l 100.00% 3 Al '
b. LEP 100.00% b LEP '
. Special Education 100.00% c. Sp. Ed. '

For AYF In Morin Dakola RED CELL = doasnt mest minmum '
[a) one rejects the mell hypolhesis at the 09 level Sat the portlon of students not proficlent Fas meducsd by 19 perosnt over bwvo years
[b) the obsaryed porfinn of students profident over the past y=ar has not redecsd by 90 pero=nt
2. % of Students with Language Arcs Achievernent that was proficient or advanced:

(Morth Dakota does not use LA) YES NO

a. Al
b. Lirnit=d Eng'sh Proficent
. Special Education

3. % of Students with Reading Achievernent that was proficient or advanced:

din-TiEm  YES NO Bn-T1.1%  YES NO 1zh -57.2%  YES WO
a Al EH S0.00% B.00%
b. LEP " 000
c. SpEd ' [ [ : [ [ [
[FN size foo small for accurate calculation
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
d4ih55.3%  YES NO Bin-50.0%  YES NO 1zth-43.1%  YES WO
a Al EH 3750% H Z00%
b. LEP T [
c. SpEd ' [ [ : [ [ 00
[F N size too small for accurate calculation i =100 small, cominined up 1o 3 years data
3. Aftendance: Met state requirernent of:  33% May use “safe harbor™if
YES NO =sishstically refiable.
a. Al " 92.80%
b. Limited Eng®sh Proficent " 92.20
c. Special Education " 91.200%

* Failed $afe Harbor due to lack of 10% decrease in absence rate
5. Graduation rate: [Met state requirement of: % |

=
Q

YES
a. &l - 50.00%
b. Limited Engish Proficent b 86.00%
. Special Education " al.00%:

* Failed S$afe Harbor due to lack of 10% decrease in not-graduated rate

YES [ [¥]

6. Are there any red cells?

Nortn Dakola uses Heading and Wath for AYE [achievement)

7. This school: [Cid [ | [(Cidnet [N
MOTE: Up-dated October 17 1o reflect North Dakota AYP report

Make AYP

Prepared by: Date:
Rzvewed by Diate:
Chief, CSI Date:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2003
|SCHOOL: Mandarss Day Scnool | Morth Dakota | Grades K -12
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations?
YES MO |(ND uses a formula)

a. All 100.00% X a A *

b. LEF 100.00% X b. LEP "

c. Special Education 100.00% X c. Sp. Ed B
For A%F In Korth Dakota RED CELL = dossn't mest min

[B] the céserved portion of shudenis prodiclent oeer the past year has not reduced by
2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievernent that was p
[Maorth Dakota does not use LA)

a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Educati

|

5. Are there any red cells?

3. % of Students with Rea g that was proficient or advanced:
41h-% E NO Bh-71.1% YES HO  12th-572%  YES NO
a. All 50.00 50.00% 0.00%,
b. LEP - ’ 0.00%,
c. SpEd " [ [ ' | [ 0.00%
* N size teo small for accurate calculation
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4th 55.9% YES NO Bth-50.0% YES NO 12th-43.1%  YES NO
a. Al R M o [ N oo
b. LEP " ' 0.00%
c. SpEd . [ [ | | oo
* N size teo small for accurate calculation
3. Attendance: [Met siate requirement of:  33% | May wse “safz harbor™ if
YES NQ sfatistically reliable.
a. All ' 02.B0%
b. Limited English Proficient ’ 02.20%
c. Special Education - 01.20%
* Failed Safe Harbor due to lack of 10% decrease in absence rate
5. Graduation rate:  |Met state requirement of.  89.9% |
YES NO
a. All ' 55.00%
b. Limited English Proficient - 66.00%
c. Special Education - 50.00%
* Failed Safe Harbor due to lack of 10% decrease in not-graduated rate
YES NO

Meorth Dakota uses Reading and Math for AYP (achievement)
7. This school: Make AYP

Prepared by: Ciate:
Reviewed by: Diate:
Chief, C3 Dlate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
[ECHDOL: Twin Bubles Day Schee [ Horth Dakota [ Grades K-8
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n” sufficient for calcwlations ?
YES NO _ |(ND uses a formula)
a. all OF.08% |a Al 34
b. LEP 85.85% |b. LEP 23
¢. Special Education 100.00% c. Sp.Ed. =10

Faor AP In Morn Dakota
[a} cne rejeces the pul hypaothasis a2 the 01 =y
(b} the obssrved portion of students proficient over The past year kas nof reduced by 10 perosnt
2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
(North Dakota does not use LA) YES NO

a. All

b. Limited English Proficient

¢. Special Education

RED CELL = gossn't meet minimum "n”

3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

Ath-T3.8% YES NO Bth-T1.1% YES NO 12th -57.2% YES NO
a. All 50.00%
b. LEP "MIA
c. SpEd D.00% [

* Passed Cl, but there

is no previous year data, trerefore there is net enough information to make an AYF determination

4. % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or

advanced:

4ih 53.3% YES NO Bth-50.0% YES NO YES NO

33.33%

12th-43.1%

a. all

b. LEP

¢. SpEd
Fassed Cl, but there is no previous year data, therefore there is not enough information to make an AYF determination
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of:  93% May use “safe harbor” if
statistically reliabls.

YES NO

a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education

5. Graduation rate: |Met state requirement of-  89.3%

YES NO
a. All NI
b. Limited English Proficient [
¢. Special Education [

YES NO

6. Are there any red cells?

Meorth Dakota uses Readng and Math for AYP (achievement
7 This sohoal [idnt

Make AYP

Prepared by: Diate
Reviewsd by: Diate
Chief, 3l Date
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REVIEW
[SCHOOL: White Shield MNorth Dakota | Grades K-12
1. Was there a 33% participation rate for: Is the "n”™ sufficient for calculations?®
YES NO  |(ND uses a formula
a. All BE.55%

b. LEP B1.8T%
c. Special Education BE.EER
For A In Morth Dakota

RED CELL = do=sn't mest minimes "n”
[a] one rejects Sue nul hypothesis ai the 01 evel that the poridon of students not proficient Ras redisced by 15 percent over e years
{b] the obs=red pordon of studenis proficient gwer the past year has not redeced by 10 percent
2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
[North Dakota does not use LA) YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Speca Education

3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

din-T3.8%  YES NO Bin-71.1%  YES NO  12ih-572%  YES NO
a. All *42 BE% 90.00% MIiA
b. LEF "40.00% 85.71% MNiA
c. SpEd "33.33% 100.00%: MIA
* Made AYP due to Confdence Interval and percent proficient has not reduced by 10% from prior year
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4th55.3%  YES NO gin-50.0%  YES NO 1zth-43.1%  YES NO
a. Al TB.5T% MNiA
b. LEP *40.00% MIA
c. SpEd 83.33% MNIiA
* Made AYP cus o Confoence Intenial and percent proficient has not reduced by 10% from prior year
5. Attendance: [Met siate requirement of: 535 | May use “safe harbor™if
YES NO statistically reliable.
a. All 92.44%
b. Limited English Proficient 98.00%
c. Speca Education J8.42%

5. Graduation rate:  [Met stale requirement of.  83.9% |

YES NO
a. Al i)
b. Limited English Proficient [
c. Speca Education A
YES NO

§. Are there any red cells?

Neorth Dakota uses Reading and Math for AYP (achievement
7. This schoot: [ Didnot | ake AV

Prepared by: Ciate:
Reviewed by: Diate:
Chief, C3 Date:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2003
[SCHOOL: Dunseith Diay Scho [ Morth Dakota | Grades K-8
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for ealeulations?
YES NO  [(ND uses a formula

a. Al 100.00%

b. LEF 100.00%

c. Special Education 100.00%

RED CELL = do=sn't mest minimuem "n"
2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievemnent that was proficient or advanced:
[Morth Dakota does not use LA) YES NO

a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

3. % of Students with Reading Achievernent that was proficient or advanced:

4in-T3.8% YES NO Bth-71.1% YES NO  12ih-572%  YES NO
a. Al 22.22% 10.52%
b. LEF =10
c. SpEd <il [

4. % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

4th 55.3%  YES NO Bth-50.0% YES NO 12th-431%  YES NO

a. Al 72.33% Hm

b. LEP <10 14.20%

c. SpEd <1 [ [ =10

3. Aftendance: [Met state requirement of:  93% | May wse “safe harbor™ i
YES NO statistically reliable.

a. All 01.00%

b. Limited English Proficient 91.00%

c. Special Education 02.00%

5. Graduation rate:  |Met state requirement of:  89.9% |

YES NO

a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

YES

8. Are there any red cells?

Meorih Dakota uses Reading and Language Ars for AYP (achievemeni]
7. This school

Make AYP

Prepared by: Diate:
Revewed by: Diate:
Chief, C5 Diate:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2003
[SCHOOL: Turle Mourtam Elementary Scho]  North Dakota K-35 | Grades
1. Was there a 33% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations?
YES NO  |(ND uses a formula

=

All
LEP

O7.16%
100%

¢. Special Education

03.20%

REC CELL = doesn't meet minlmum “n”

2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

(Morth Dakota does not use LA)

a.
b
c.

All

Limied English Proficient

Special Education

YES

NO

3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

Ath-73.8% YES NO gth-61.4 YES NGO 12th - 57.2% YES HO
a. Al 42 808%
b. LEP <30
¢. SpEd BBE%
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4th 55.3% YES NO Bth-50.0% YES NO 12th-43.1% YES HO
a. All B1.40%
b. LEP =30
c. SpEd 21 BB%
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of:  93% May use "safe harbor”™ i
NO  shatishically refiable
a. All
b. Lim#ed English Proficient
¢. Special Education
5. Graduation rate: [Met state requirement of-  89.9% |
YES NO
a. Al
b. Lim#ed English Profizient
¢. Special Education
YES NO

6. Are there any red cells?

Worth Dakota uses Readng and Language Arts for AYF (achievement)
7. This school:

Make AYP

Prepared by: Diate:
Reveiwed by Cate:
Chief, 51 Date:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-20035
|SCHOOL: Turile Mouniain High School | NorthDakota  9-12 | Grades
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations ?
YES NO [ND uses a formula)

LI = -1}

. A 100 .00% a.
. LEP .
. Specd Education 100.00% .

RED CELL = doesn't mest minlmum "“n®

(North Dakota does not use LA)
a. &l
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Specal Education

2_ % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

YES NO

3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient

or advanced:

4th-7l.8% YES§ NO gih-g1.4 YES HO 12th-572% YES N
a. A 274.%
b. LEF na
c. SpEd 3.03%
4_ % of Students with Marh Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
Ath 53_3% YES§ N gth-50.0% YES NO 124h-43.1% YES N
a. Al 16.13%
b. LEF
c. SpEd 0.00%
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of:  93% | May use “safe harbor”if
YES statistically reliabie
a. Al B3.7
b. Limited English Proficient BE.5
¢. Special Education B3.85%
5_Graduation rate: [Met state requirement of:  89.9% |
YES

a. Al

b. Limited English Proficient

b [ | -
- [

e | O £

3| toaf

c. Specal Education

Morth Dakota uses Reading and Language Arts for AYP
7. This school:

Prepared by

Reveiwed by:

Chief, CEl

G. Are there any red cells? _—|

YES

{achiewement]
Make AYP

Cate:

Cate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-20035
[SCHOOL: Trenion School [ MNorth Dakota | Grades K-12
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations?
YES MO  |(ND uses a formula

a. All 100.00%

b. LEP 100.00%

c. Special Education 100.00%
For AYF In Korth Cakota RED CELL = doasr't mest minimum n°

[a] one rejects e nul hypoinesis a1 e 01 el
[k the etserved portion of shadents profickent ower the past year has not reduced by 10 peroent

2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievemnent that was proficient or advanced:
[Morth Dakota does not use LA) YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

3. % of Students with Reading Achievernent that was proficient or advanced:

dih-r3.8%  YES NO gth-T11.1%  YES HO  12tn-572%  YES WD
a. Al 33.00% HE:H
b. LEP .
c. SpEd | | | |
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4th 55.3%  YES NO 8th-50.0%  YES NO in-43.1%  YES WO
a. Al 88.00% H 32.33%
b. LEP
e. SpEd | I I I
5. Attendance: [Met state requirement of:  23% | May use “safe harbor” iF
YES NGO sfatistically relizble.

a. Al 05.00% |
b. Limited English Proficient |
c. Special Education 06.00%

5. Graduatfion rate: [Met sfate requirement of:  39.9% |

YES NO

a. Al 100.00%, [
b. Limited English Proficient

¢. Special Education [ [

YES NO

&. Are there any red cells?

Merih Dakota uses Reading and Math for AYP (achievement
7. This school: [ Did not | Make AYP

Prepared by: Ciate:
Reviewsd by: Cate:
Chief, C3 Diate:
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Version 1.0
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2003

|SCHOOL: Turtke Mountain Midde School |

Morth Dakota

| Grades &8

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the "n” sufficient for calculagons?

YES HO  |(ND uses a formulal
a. &l BB B0% X ER 141
b. LEP B7 0% X b LEP A2
¢. Special Education 100007 X c. Sp. Ed.

RED CELL = do=snt meet minimum “n"

(Morth Dakofa does not use LA)
a. Al
b. Liritzd Eng'sh Proficent
c. Special Education

2. % of Students with Language Arts Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

——

YES NO

3. %% of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

6. Are there any red cells?

Norin Dakota uses Rezading and Language Ars for BYF [acnievernent]

7.Thisschool:  [Did [

[ Did not

Prepared by:

Rizweiwed by

Chief, C51

Oklahoma

4h-73.8%  YES NO gih-51.4 YES NO izh-572%  YES NO
a. &l 43.26%
b. LEP PR
c. SpEd <n
4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
4h 55.3%  YES NO Btn-50.0%  YES NO 12h-23.1%  YES NO
a. &l [ 3687
b. LEP [ JEN5
c. SpEd <n
3. Attendance: [Met state requirement of.  523% | May use “safe harbor™ it
YES NO  slahstically reiiable.
a. &l X
b. Lirited Eng'sh Proficent X
c. Special Education X
5. Graduation rate; |et state requirement of.  09.9% T
YES ND
a. &l
b. Lirited Engsh Proficent
c. Special Education
YES | 2[]

Make AYP

Dizte:

Diate:

Diate:
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Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-03
[sCHOOL: [ Oklahoma | Grade
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations ?
YES WO  |BlA*=
a. All a. Al
b. Limit=d English Proficient b.LEP
¢. Special Education c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = dossnt meet minimum "n”
2. Language Arts Achievement was 43% or better:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limit=d English Proficient
¢. Special Education
3. Reading Achievement was 43% or better:
YES NO
a. All
k. Limited English Preficient
¢. Special Education
4. Marh Achievemnent was 31% or better:
YES NO
a. All
b. Lirmited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
3. Was there a 91.2% Attendance Rate for:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limit=d English Proficient
¢. Special Education
3. Was there a 68.8% Graduation Rate for:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limit=d English Preficient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? [ |
[7. This scheoal: [ [Did [ | Did not | Make AYF |
Frepared by: Crate:
Reviewed by Crate:
Chief, CSI Cate:
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Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-05
[SCHOOL: Kickapoo Mation School | __¥__ BIICRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n™ sufficient for calculations ?
YES ND BlA® = 0
a. A4 02.30% X a Al g1
b. Limited English Profici  100.00% X b. LEP
. Special Education 100.00%, X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = ciossn't mest minimum "1
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. A4 G55.75% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education =30
3. Reading Achievement was 4! 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. A4 57.38% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education =30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. A4 54.52% X
b. Limited English Proficient =30
. Special Education =30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES N
a. A X
b. Limited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES N
a. A X
b. Limited English Proficient na
. Special Education X
YES ND
6. Are there any red cells? [ [ = ]
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AP if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This schoaol: [ % JDid [ | Did nat | Make AYP |
Preparad by Date:
Reveiwesd Dy: Date:
Chief, 5l Drate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-03
[SCHOOL: Riverside Indian School [ Oklahoma | Grade 4-12
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO  |BlA*=
a. All 100.00% X a. &l
k. Limit=d English Praficient Ni& b.LEP
¢. Special Education 100.00% El c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = dossn't meet minimum "n°
2. Language Arts Achisvement was 43% or better:
YES NO
a. All <30
b. Limitzd English Proficient N
¢. Special Education <30
1. Reading Achievement was 43% or better:
YES NO
a. All 24 39%
b. Limit=d English Praficient NIk
¢. Special Edwcation <30
4. Marh Achieverment was 31% or better:
YES NO
a. All 20.22%
. Limit=d English Preficient Ni&
¢. Special Education <30 | |
3. Was there a 91.2% Attendance Rate for:
YES NO
a. All 04 00% X
k. Limited English Preficient Nk
¢. Special Education 94.00% X
3. Was there a 68.8% Graduation Rate for:
YES NO
a. All 71.00% X
b. Lirmited English Proficient Ni&
¢. Special Education 100.00% X
YES NG |
B. Are there any red cells? _:
[7.This school: [ [Did I rid not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Diate:
Reviewed by Diate:
Chief, CSI Diate:
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-03
[SCHOOL: Sequoyah High School [ Oklahoma | Grade 9-12
1. Was there a 33% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO  [BlA*=
a. All 100.00% El a. &l
k. Limited English Proficient 100.00% X b.LEP
¢. Special Education 100.00% ES c. S5p. Ed.
RED CELL = dossn't meet minimum "n°
2. Language Arts Achievement was 453% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 40 52% [ x ]
k. Limit=d English Praficient <30
¢. Special Education <30
3. Reading Achievement was 45% or better:
YES NO
a. All Ni&
k. Lirnited English Proficient Ni&
¢. Special Education Ni&
4. Marh Achievement was 31% or better:
YES NO
a. All 14.43%
b. Limit=d English Praficient <30
¢. Special Edwcation <30 | |
3. Was there a 31.2% Attendance Rate for:
YES NO
a. All 89.00%
k. Limit=d English Preficient 97.00% El
¢. Special Education £9.00%
3. Was there a 68.8% Graduation Rate for:
YES NO
a. All 75.00% X ] |
k. Limited English Preficient 08.00% X
¢. Special Education 67.00%
YES MO |
E. Are there any red cells? _:
[7. This scheol: [ [Did BN Didnot [ Make AYF |
Prepared by: Diate:
Reviewed by Diate:
Chief, G5 Cate:
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212006 3:1T PM E -

g |88 i3

3 Eg (3%

8 |gF |3#
Language Ars
Achievement was 45% or
better:
All B5.78%| <30 40.53%
Limited English Proficient =30 ) =30
Special Education =30] =30 =30

Feading Achievement was
45%or better:
All Sr33%] 3430% TIA
Limited English Proficient =30 I8 A
Special Education =30] =30 P&
[Wath Achievement was 517
or better:

All B4.52%| 2022% | 1443%
Limited English Froficient =30 iR =11
Special Education =30] <30 =30
Was there a 33%
participation rate for:
All 95.39% | 100.00 100.00%
Limited English Proficient 10000% [ M& 100.00%
Special Education 100.00% [ TD000 T00.00%
5. Did the school report
attendance:
All 04.00% | BR.OD%
Limited English Proficient I8 BT.00%
Special Education 094.00% | BR.OD
3. Did the school report
graduation rate:
All 71.00% | 75.00°%
Limited English Proficient na I8 BE.DDR:
Special Education 100.00% | &67.00°%
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

17 February 2006

South Dakota

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03

[SCHOOL: Litile Wound School |

__¥__ BICRITERIA:

1. Was there a 93% participation rate for:

Is the "n" sufficient for calculations ?

YES NO [BIA* = 30
a. Al 2E.41% a. All 390
b. Limited English Profizi  77.05% b LEP 324
c. Special Education 98.80% c. Sp. Ed. B0
RED
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.3% or better:
a. Al 47.77%
b. Limited English Proficient 44 Th%
c. Special Education 18.35%
3. Reading Achievement was 30.3% or better:
a. Al 43.11%
b. Limited Engfish Proficient 43 62%
c. Special Education 8.D6%
4. Math Achievement was 30.9% or better:
a. Al 52.B0%
b. Limited Englsh Proficient 51.84%
c. Special Education 51.61%
5. Did the school report attendance:
a. Al 85.00%
b. Limited English Proficient 03.20%
c. Special Education 825.15%
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
a. Al 46.00%
b. Limited Englsh Proficient
c. Special Education
YES NO
B. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; f LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did Did not | Make AYF [
Prepared by: Date:
Reveiwed by Date:
Chief, C5I Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03

[SCHDOL: Wounded Knee School |

__X__BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the “n” sufficient for calcularions?

YES NO BlA® = aa
a. Al 100.00% X a. Al 7
b. Limited English Profici  100.00% X b. LEP [
c. Special Education 100.00% X c. S5p. Ed _ |
RED CELL = doesn't meet minkmum =
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.3% or better:
YES NO
a. Al -
b. Limited Englsh Proficient
c. Special Education
3. Reading Achievement was 30.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 8987
b. Limited English Proficient 8.99%
c. Special Education
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 26.83%
b. Limited English Proficient 28.83%
c. Special Education
3. Did the school report attendance:
NO
a. Al w2
b. Limited English Proficient [
c. Special Education 24,
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

YES NO
B. Are there any red cells? |
Mote: BI& uses LA and Math for AYP: f LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did Did not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Date
Reveiwed by Date
Chief, G5l Date
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYF
200403

[SCHOOL: Crazy Horse School |

__¥_BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:
YES
a. All
b. Lirmted English Proficient
. Special Education

NO

Is the "n” sufficient for calculations?
BlA* = 30
a All 155
b. LEP 155
c. Sp. Ed. 33

RED CELL = do=sn't mest minlmum "n"

2. Language Arts Achievement was 30.3% or better:

YES
a. Al 32.26%
b. Lim#ed English Proficient 32.26%
c. Special Education 21.21%
3. Reading Achievement was 50.3% or better:
YES
a. Al 28.36%
b. Lim#ed English Proficient 38.36%
. Special Education 18.18%
4. Mach Achievement was 30.3% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 47.10%
b. Lim#ed English Proficient 45.16%
c. Special Education 22.38%
3. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al 87.00% X
b. Lim#ed English Proficient 27.00% X
. Special Education BE.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al 81.00% X
b. Limed English Proficient 81.00% X
¢. Special Education 100.00% X
YES NO
B. Are there any red cells?
Mode: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Prepared by: Date:
Reviewsd by: Date:
Chief, C51 Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-03
[SCHOOL: Porcupine School | _X__ BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BlA* = a0
a. All X a. Al 104
b. Limited English Proficient X b. LEFP 109
c. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed. _ |

RED CELL = dossnt meai minimam "n"

2. Language Arts Achievement was 30.3% or better:

YES NO
a. All 24.03
b. Limited English Proficient 30.28%
c. Special Education 11.11% =30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. All 2547%
b. Limited English Proficient 20.61%
£. Special Education 11.11% =3
4. Math Achievement was 30.3% or better:
YES NO
a. All 23%
b. Limited Engfsh Proficient 20.61%
&. Special Education Ta41% =3
3. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. All X
b. Limited English Proficient X
c. Special Education X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limited English Proficient
£. Special Educsation
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP: F LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: | [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Frepared by: Date:
Reveiwed by Date:
Chief, GSI Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-03

[SCHOOL: Loneman Schoal [

__¥__BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations ?
YES NO BlA® = 30
a. Al X a. Al 1ER
b. Limited English Proficient x b. LEP 1EB
c. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed 48
RED CELL = doesn't mest minlmum "n°
2. Language Arrs Achievement was 50.3% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 38.82%
b. Limited English Proficient 36.82%
. Special Education 24.40% |
3. Reading Achievement was 30.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 34.30%
b. Limited Engfish Proficient M.3E%
c. Special Education 14 28% |
4. Math Achievement was 30.3% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 40.21%
b. Limited Englsh Proficient 40.21%
c. Special Education 30.81%
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al X X
b. Limited English Proficient X El
c. Special Education X X
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education
YES NO
&. Are there any red cells? |
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP; f LA not available - use Reading
[7-This school: | [Did I Cid not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Cate
Reveiwed by Cate
Chief, C5I Cate
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200403
[SCHOOL: Pine Ridge Schoo | __¥__ BIXCRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES N |BlA*= 30
a. Al 95.38% X 3. All 803
b. Limited English Profici 96.68% X b LEP 484
c. Special Education 94.073% X c. Sp. Ed. 113
RED

2. Language Arts Achievement was 30.3% or better:

a. All 44 3h%
b. Limited Engfish Proficient 43.80%
c. Special Education 12.61%

3. Reading Achievement was 30.3% or betier:
YES

NO
NO
a. All 52.00% X
b. Limited Englsh Proficient 47 B7%
c. Special Education 18.02%
NO

4. Math Achievement was 50.3% or better:
YES

a. All 47 78%
b. Limited English Proficient 60.11%
c. Special Education 24 32%

3. Did the school report attendance:

H-8 512 YES NO
a. All B3.00% 76.00% x
b. Limited Engish Proficient 83.00% 79.00% El
c. Special Education 88.00% T6.00% X
3. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. All 56.00% X
b. Limited Englsh Proficient 20.00% El
c. Special Education 11.00% X
YES N

G. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP: f LA not available - use Reading

[7-This schoal: | [Did I Did not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Diate:
Reveiwed by Diate:
Chief, CSI Date:
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[SCHOOL: American Horse Schoo | __X BICRITERIA:
1. Was there a 33% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO  |BlA*= 30
a. Al 97.81% X 3. All 134
b. Limited English Profici  98.72% X b. LEFP 133
£. Special Education 98.89% X c. Sp. Ed. 36
RED

2. Language Arts Achievement was 30.3% or better:

a. Al 4 TE%
b. Limited English Proficient M.TE%
c. Special Education 26.00%

3. Reading Achievement was 30.5% or batter:

a. All 24 .08%
b. Limited English Proficient 24 0B%
£. Special Education 14 20%

4. Math Achievement was 50.3% or better:

YES NO
a. All 34.31%
b. Limited English Proficient 34.31%
&. Special Education 26 T1%
3. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. All 81.18% X
b. Limited English Proficient 01.18% %
c. Special Education Q0 E3%s X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. All
b. Limited Engfsh Proficient
£. Special Education

YES N

6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP; 5 LA not available - use Reading

[f_This school: [ [Gid I Cidnot | Wake AYF
Prepared by: Date:
Reveiwed by Date:
Chief, C5I Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Tiospaye Topa Schoo |

BlA

CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for:

Is the "n" sufficient for calculations ?

YES MO BlA* = 30
a. Al X a. All ]
b. Limmited English Proficient X b. LEF
. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't meet minimum “n°
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 54.37% X
b. Limmited English Proficient 51.54% =30
. Special Education 37.03% =30
3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 50.22% X
b. Limmited English Proficient 34.82% <30
. Special Education 20.20%, =30
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 55.52% X
b. Limmited English Proficient 48.15% <30
. Special Education 51.72%| <30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al X
b. Limmited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al X
b. Limmited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
YES MO
6. Are there any red cells? | ¥

Meote: BLA uses LA and Math for &YP: if LA not available - use Reading

[7. This school: [ % oid [ | Didnot | Make AYF |
Preparad by Data:
Reveiwesd by: Data:
Chief, C5I Diate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
200405
[8CHOOL: Cheysnns Eagle Butie Schoal | __X_BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 5% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BlA* =

a. Al a. All

b. Limited English Proficient b. LEP

c. Special Education c. Sp. Ed.

RED CELL = doesn'l maet minimum “n”

2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:

YES NO

a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

3. Reading Achievement was 50.5% or better:

a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:

a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

5. Did the school report attendance:

a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

. Did the school report graduation rate:

a. Al
b. Limited English Proficient
c. Special Education

YES NO

6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYF; if LA not available - use Reading

[F- This school: [ [Did I Didnot | Make AYP |
Praparad by Diate:
Reveiwed by: Diate:
Chief, TSl Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-05
[sCHOOL: Takini Schoo | ___BIA CRITERIA:
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO BIA® = 30
a. Al X a All 118
b. Limited English Proficient X b. LEFP 118
. Special Education X c. Sp. Ed. _
RED CELL = goesn't meet minimum *n*
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al 42.24%
b. Limited English Proficient 42.24%
. Special Education 2%
3. Readirg Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES
a. Al 50.00%
b. Limited English Proficient 50.00%
. Special Education 15%
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al 55.03% X
b. Limited English Proficient 56.03% X
. Special Education 28.00% =30
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES N
a. A X
b. Limited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES N
a. A X
b. Limited English Proficient X
. Special Education X
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? |
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for AYP . nat available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did B Cidnot | Make AYP |
Preparad by Ciate:
Reveiwsd by: Ciate:
Chief, G5l Cate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Fierrs Indian Leaming Center |

__X_BIA CRITERIA:

Prepared by:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calcuwlations?
YES NO BlA® = a0
a. &l x a. All 158
b. Limited English Profizient X b. LEF 102
¢. Special Education x c. Sp. BEd. B2
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum “n”
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. &l 52.38% X
b. Liritad English Proficient BE.568% X
c. Special Education 32 26%, I
3. Reading Achievement was 50 50.5% or better:
YES N
a. Al £5.21%
b. Limited English Proficient 38.23%
c. Special Education 25.81%
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al BE.55% X
b. Limitad English Proficient 47.08%
c. Spedial Education 32.28%
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
a. Al E7% X
b. Limitad English Proficient B8% x
c. Special Education 5% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limitad English Profizient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
B. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not availlable - use Reading
[7- This schaol: [ [Did I Cid not | Make AYP |

Revewesd by:

Chief, G351

Ciate:

Diate:

Ciate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYFP
2004-05

[scHOOL: [ BIA CRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calcwlations ?
YES NO |BlA*=
a. Al a. All
b. Limnited English Profizient b. LEP
¢. Special Education c. Sp. BEd.
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum “n”

2. Language Arts Achievement was 50_5% or better:
YES NO

a. Al
b. Lirmitad English Proficient
c. Spedial Education

3. Reading Achievement was 50 50.5% or better:
YES NO

a. Al
b. Lirmnited English Proficient
c. Special Education

4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES N

a. Al
b. Lirmnited English Proficient
c. Special Education

. Did the school report attendance:
YES N

a. Al
b. Lirmnitad English Proficient
c. Special Education

5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO

a. Al
b. Lirmnitzd English Profizient
c. Special Education

YES NO

6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BlA uses LA and Math for AYP; if LA not availlable - use Reading

[7- This schoal: [ [ Diid [ | Didnot | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Cuate:
Revemwed by: Ciate:
Chief, 3l Date:

360



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
[sCHOOL: [Flandreau Indian School | South Dakota  [Grades 3-12
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient?
YES NO | 10

a. Al 100% 3. Al

b. LEP 100% k. LEF

. Special Education 100% c. Sp. Ed.

RED CELL = doesn't meet minimum “n”

2. % of Students with Language Aris Achievement that was proficient or advanced:
(5D does not use LA) YES N
a. Al
k. Limit=d English Proficient
. Special Education

3. % of Students with Reading Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

K-Bth: 71%  YES NO  9-12th:58% YES
a. All 368.296%
b. LEP 40%
c. SpEd <10
* May wee two year aversges, Averages muef exceed AMO May uze "eafe harbor”

4. % of Students with Math Achievement that was proficient or advanced:

k-Bth:54%  YES NO B-12th:67% YES
a. All 32.61%
b. LEP 20%
. SpEd =10
* May use two year averages, Average must exceed AMO May uze "safe harbor”
5. Attendance: Met state requirement of: 94% or show progress
2003-2004 2004-2005  YES
a. All BE% B2.11%
b. Limited English Proficient B3% B2.11%
c. Special Education 4% S4%

5. Graduation rate: |Met state requirement of: 90 or improve
2003-2004 2004-2005

a. Al 37% 38%
b. Limit=d English Proficient
. Special Education 580 28%

'ux

6. Are there any red cells?
South Dakota uses Reading and Math for a-:.ademl-: AYP indicators.

7. This schoaol: [Did [ | Make AYP
Preparad by: Diate:
Reveiwed by: Diate:
Chief, T3l Diate:
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Utah
REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
200405
[SCHOOL: Maa Tsis Ann Community Schoal | Utah [Grades: K-8 |
1. Was there a 93% participation rate for: Is the “n” sufficient for calculations 7
YES NO 10
a. Al 100% X 3. All 67
k. Limit=d English Profic 100% X b. LEP 67
¢. Special Education 100% X c. Sp. Ed. 17
RED CELL = diczsn't mes=t minlmium "n”
2. Language Usage Achievement was T1% or better:
YES HO
a. All 39.55 X
b. Lirnit=d English Proficent 38.55% X
¢. Special Education T2.04%" X
"Made AYP due to Safe Harbor 10% reduction in basic
3. Math Achievement was 64% or better:
YES HO
a. Al 90.77T% X
b Lirmited English Proficent 90.77% X
c. Special Education 41.18%" El
“Made AYP due to Safe Harbor 10% reduction in basic
4. Attendance rate is either 93% or better or there is an increase over preceeding year:
YES ND
a. All 98% X
k. Lirnit=d English Proficent Q8% X
¢. Special Education 98% X
YES NO
B. Are there any red cells? [ | X |
[7. This schoal: [ % bid [ [ Did not | Make AYF |
Frepared by Date
Reveiwed by: Date
Chief, TSI Date
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Washington

REVIEW EHEET FOR AYP

2004-2006
[#CHOOL:  Muckeshoot Tribal Sdchoo [wacninghon | oraces  ®-2
1. Wac there a B6% parllolpaflon rale for: Is the “n” sufficient for cadculations 7
YES M2 10
a Al 55% X a. N - * Comfidence Intersal Used
b. LEP 55% X b. LE¥ =10
o Special Education 95% x c 3p. Ed. =10
RED CELL = do=sn’t meet minimum "n*
3. 75 of Sludents with Reading Ashiewemsnt at wae proflolant or advanced:
dtn.84.2% YEE HO Tih-28.7% YEE H 10ih-81.8% YEE HO
a Al =% * =% 0%
b. LEP
a. 2pEd
+Confldenos Infsrval Appliss
a) May use confidence Intenval UESS=p + 2.33 Yp{f-pln
o= parmant passing WAIL
UESS = uppar contidence
4, % of stucents with Math Achlevemsnt Ehak was proficient or advaroed
&k £8.8% YEE N Tih-28.0% YES N 10EmL3.8% YES NG
a Al ] ] 0% =]
b LEP
e SpEd | |

The cohaol had po ctudeate who partormed at the proficient lewel in Math co confidsmos Intereal makse po dETsranos.

. Attandance:

st chals reguiremant of:01% enexoussd absancs

TES HC
a Al 11%
b Limked Engilsh Eraficlen
o Zpecial Education | |
5. Graduation rate Wt ciale reguirement of: 224% or make 1% gailn
YEE H
a Al
b Limked Engilsh Eraficlen
o Special Educaiion
TEE HC
8. & thars any red oslic?
Wiashirgton uses Reading and Language Ars for AYF (achlevement)
7. Thie eohaok: Maks AYP
Preparsd by Crate:
Revehved by Crate:
Chief, C2I Date:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR &4YF  2004-2005

[SCHOOL:  Qulleute Tribal Schaol ['Waghingion | Gradeg  &-12 |
YES HO 0

1. Was thera a 35% participation rats for: Is tha “n” suiiclent for calculazions ?
a Al [ 100%% ER
b. LEP | MA b. LEP
. Speda Education 100% o Sp. Ed.

Washington States Accountability Workbook allows “some schools and LEAS
are 50 small that normal AYP decisions would not be statistically reliable
|see section 5.5). Schools and districts with less than the N of 30 required for
statistically reliable decisions but at least 10 students will he held
accountable based on the performance of the “all students” aroup using the
meneral AYP formula (see section 5.5). Any school and district that would not
be held accountable using the AYP definition {i.e., N of 0-% in all the tested
igrades) will be held accountable through the approval of their School
Improvement Plan by the local school board pursuant to WAC 1230-16-220
and an annual review by O5P to determine goal attainment. They must also
Imeet the goal(s) set for the other indicator(s) in order to make AYP." QIEP
considers the school's Consolidated School Reform Flan to meet these
requirements.

5. Attandance: Mat atata requiremsnt of-«1% unaxcused abesnsa
YES HO
a Al 1%
b Limited Englsh Profcient na
c. Spedal Educalion 1%
5. Graduation rate: |MBI stata requirement of: E5% or maks 1% galn
YES HO
a Al 100%
b Limited Englsh Profcient na
c. Spedal Educalion 100%
fYES HO
[ &re thers any red cells? [ |
Washinglon uses Reading and Language Ars for AYF (achlevement)
7. Thita achoal: [Did ] [ DCidnot ] [ |
Preparad by Dae:
REvEwed by- Date:
Chief, &21 Digka:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05
[SCHOOL: Oneida Mation School System | Wisczonsin [Grades: K-12 |
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations ?
YES WO BlA* = 40
a. &l 100.00% X a. Al 84
b. Limited English Profic na b. LEP na
c. Special Education 100.00% X c. Sp. BEd.

RED CELL = doesn't meel minimum “n”

2. Reading Achievement was 4! 67.5% or better:

YES HO
a Al 4375% [ = ]
b. Limnit=d English Proficient na
c. Special Education <40
3. Math Achievement was 47.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al =R [ % ]
b. Lirmnitad English Proficient na
c. Special Education <40
4. Attendance rate at least 85%
YES NO
a. Al 82.00% X
b. Lirmnitzd English Proficient na
¢. Special Education B5.00% X
5. Graduation Rate at least 82%:
YES HO
a. &l 72.00%
b. Limitad English Proficient
c. Special Education 80.00%
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells? _—|
[7- This school: [ [Did I Cid not | Make AYF |
Prepared by: Ciate:
Revemwesd by: Ciate:
Chief, CG31 Ciate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Circle of Mations School |

___%_BICRITERIA:

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations ?
YES NO BIA* = 30
ER 52.70%, X R 154
b. Limnited English Profici  100.00% X b. LEP 125
. Special Education 50.03% x c. Sp. Ed. 103
RED CELL = gossn't mest minimum “n
2. Language Arts Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES NO
a. A
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
3. Readirg Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES HO
ER 25.00%
b. Limited English Proficient 24.80%
¢. Special Education 12.75%
4. Math Achievement was 50.5% or better:
YES HO
ER 18.78%
b. Limited English Proficient 24.80%
¢. Special Education 10.10%
5. Did the school report attendance:
YES NO
ER 5. 00% X
b. Limited English Proficient 95 00% X
¢. Special Education 05.00% X
5. Did the school report graduation rate:
YES NO
a. A
b. Limited English Proficient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
6. Are there any red cells?
Mote: BIA uses LA and Math for A¥P: if LA not available - use Reading
[7. This school: [ [Did Did not | Make AYP |
Preparad by Date:
Reveiwsd Dy: Date:
Chief, C31 Date:
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2004-05
[SCHOOL: Menomings Trikal Schoal [ Wisconsin [Grades: K-12 |
1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calcwlations?
YES NO BIA* = 40
a. Al 100.00% X a. All g4
b. Limited English Profici 100.00% X b. LEF
¢. Special Education 100.00% X c. Sp. Ed.
RED CELL = doesn't mest minimum “n"
2. Reading Achievement was 4! 67.5% or better:
YES [ L]
a. Al 7. 41%
b. Limited English Profizient <40
¢. Special Education <40
3. Math Achievement was 47.5% or better:
YES [ [o]
a. Al 40.08% Kl
b. Limited English Proficient =40
¢. Special Education <40
4. Attendance rate at least 85%
YES NO
a. Al B6.48% X
b. Limited English Proficient B7.78% X
c. Special Education B0 50% X
5. Graduation Rate at least 82%:
YES NO
a. Al
b. Limitad English Profizient
¢. Special Education
YES NO
B. Are there any red cells? _—|
[7- This school: [ [Did I Cid not | Maks AYF |
Prepared by: Ciate:
Revewesd by: Ciate:
Chisf, G5l Ciate:
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-05

[SCHOOL: Lac Courte Oreilles Cjibwa Schod Wisconsin [Grades: K-12 |

1. Was there a 95% participation rate for: Is the "n" sufficient for calculations?
YES NO (WIS 40
a. Al 7. 10% ES a. All 84
b. Limited English Profici 100.00% X b. LEP
c. Special Education 100.00% X c. Sp. BEd.
"Two year average RED CELL = doesn't meet minimum “n°
2. Reading Achievement was 4! 67.5% or better:
2003-04  2004-05% YES NO
a. Al [ 7oa1w] sizow] T0ZTw X
b. Lirmnitad English Proficient <40
c. Special Education =40
2 yr average
3. Math Achievement was 47.5% or better:
YES NO
a. Al 57.14% X
b. Limited English Proficient <40
¢. Special Education <40
4. Attendance rate at least 85%
YES NO
a. Al 53.80% X
b. Liritad English Proficient B2.00% X
c. Special Education 83.50% X
5. Graduation Rate at least 32%:
YES NO
a. Al 55.00% X
b. Lirmnited English Proficient 100.00% X
c. Special Education 100.00% X
YES NO
G. Are there any red cells? | [ X ]
[7. This school: [ % |Did | | Did not | Make AYP [
Prepared by: Ciate:
Revewed by: Ciate:
Chief, C31 Ciate:
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Appendix I:

I
ISEP
Total
Non-
ISEP
MF

U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, Office of Indian Education Programs,
Bureau-Wide Annual Report Card 2004-2005

U.5. Bureau of Indian Affairs
Office ef Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report Card
2004 - 2005

Enrollment

Male Female

Male Female Male Female
24500 23318 13065 12591 5467 2683
1325 1226 249 243 294 167
27048 8613

Average Daily Attendance Rate, Graduation Rate and Dropout Rate

Avg Daily Attendance Rate K-8 01.21% 90.65% £0.409%

Aveg Daily Attendance Rate #-12 55.44% 83.20% E4.22%

iGraduation Rate (High School) 57.05% 42.61% 45.76%

Dropout Eate (High School) 11.31% 13.95% 2.51%
Student Achievement

Students 16288 07.23% 52.E1% 43 .84% 335% 47.19%
[rales 8283 07.26% 60.11% 37.40% 248% 30.80%
Females 7905 07.24% 45.26% 30.50% 4.24% 54.74%

16238 97.23% 52.81% 43.84% 47.10%

IEP 3265 05.17% T8.31% 19.46% 123% 20.58%
E.d English B4E1 07.25% 58.50% 30.08% 243% 41.50%
Proficient
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siessment 113 G4.60% 21.24% 14.16% 3540
Two Year Trend in Language Arts:®
2004-1005 16238 03.21% 52.81% 43 4% 3135% 47.18%
2003-1004 27801 05.79% 4E8.74% 47.41% 384% 51.26%

* In School Year 2003-04 215chools chose fo use the Assessment Svstem of their states . In School year 2004-05 103 schools chose to
uze the Assessment Svitem of their states. Dirop in Proficiency is due to change in assessment syitems.

Students 24370 07.24% 61.67% 35.19% 3.14% 3E.33%
P.'[ale’s 12292 05.84% §6.28% 30.92% 2.80% 33.71%
Females 12078 07.65% 57.01% 30.40% 3.40% 42.90%

IEP 4761 95_.03% 25.19% 13.71% 1.08% 14.81%
Limited Englizh ) .
—— 12740 97.27% T1.59% 26.74% 1.61% 28.39%
S 150 T0.66% 22.67% S.67% 29.34%
pssessment

Two Year Trend in Reading:*

2004-2005 24370 97.24% £1.57% 35.19% 3.14% 38.33%
2003-2004 28227 95.11% 48.84% 47.25% 301% 51.16%

*In School Year 2003-04 215chools chose to use the Assessment System of their states . In School year 2004-05 102 schools chose to
uze the Assessment System of their states. Drop in Proficiency is due fo change in assessment systems.

Students

24815

0§.17%

§5.20%

30.74%

396%

34.71%
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|3.1a1es 12457 05.07% 66.42% 10.75% 3.80% 33.58%
emales 12358 05.28% 64.16% 31.71% 413% 35.84%

L . _ 34.71%
Mative American 24815 05.17% §5.20% 30.74% 396%
IEF 4826 95..05% 22.16% 16.59% 1.25% 17.84%
Limited English 12044 05.60% T1.63% 14.63% 3.74% 27.37%
Proficient
— 164 73.17% 22.58% 427% 26.83%
Assessment

Two Year Trend in Math:*

2004-2005 24815 04.17% §5.20%

I0.74%

3.96%

34.71%

2003-2004 28652 05.72% 435.98%

48.5T%

5.45%

54.02%

*In School Year 2003-04 215chools chose to nse the Assessment System of their states . In School yvear 2004-05 102 schoaols chose to

uze the Assessment System of their states. Drop in Proficiency is due to change in assessment systems.

High Quality Teachers

[a1. ]Fnl—t'un! teaching positions available in the current school year: 4103
[Full-time teachers new to the school: 618
Unfilled vacancies for full-time teachers: 139
Total Number of Teachers: 3964

A2, [Teachers a: the end of last Y- 4013

Mot offered contracts: 167 Teachers refired: 44

Teackers returming:

3548 (3841

B. Mumber of Core Area teachers: 3263
Highly Qualified Core Area teachers: 3084 (94.51%)
. \Average school principal temure (years): 3.60427807486631
Iy Mumber of core area classes tanght: 7495
Core area classes tanght by highly qualified teachers: 6178 (32.43%)
Teachers receiving hizh-quality professional development: 3798
\Core area teachers incorporating culture or language into classes: 2245

(Core area teacher:" qualifications in the use of technology for instruction:
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Bazic: 636 (20.10%)
Proficient: 1726 (51.00%)
Advanced: 881 (27.00%)

Full-time paraprofessionals employed:

IE 1632
Paraprofessionals eaming college credits toward a degree:
AA: 359
BA: 233
Parzprofessionals having or eaming 2 degres:
AA: ENl
BA: 154

BIA Funded School Adeguate Yearly Progress

04-05 |05-06
AGENCIES SCHOOL NAME AYP STATUS
[Billings [Blackfeet Dormitary |n_."n A
MNorthern Cheyenns Tribal School |N’D =I-2
(5t Stephens Indian School IYES JAYF
Central [Elack Meca Community School |N’D RESTE
Favajo [Chinle Soarding School po  [pESTR
{Chinle] [Cottonwood Day School |N’D RESTE
jJeehdeez'a Academy |(Low Mountain| |N’D CA-2
[Lukachuleai Community School |N’D =I-2
Plany Farms High Schocol |N’D IALERT
[Mazlini Boarding Schaool |NU RESTER
[Pinon Community Schoal |H'CI JALERET
[F.ock Point Community School |N’D CA-2
[F.ough Fock Community School |N’D =I-2
Cheyenne [Cheyenne-Eagle Butte School |H'D =I-1
River [Pierre [ndian Learning Center |N’D =-1
[Takini Schocl NO CA-2
[Tiospaye Topa School [YES  |aYP
Crow Creek/ [Crow Creek High School (combined w/Elam Sch| [YES IAYP
Lower Brule |Crow Creek Elem School [combined w/High Sch [YES IAYP
[Enemy Swim Day Schoaol [¥ES IAYP
[Lower Bruls Day School I[YES IAYP
Tiospa Zina Tribal School HO CA-1
E“tﬂn Alame Havaje School |rm RESTE
avajo [Eaca Community School |N’D SI-2
[Eread Springs Day School IYES JAYP
[ohi-Chi'il'tah [Jones Fanch Comm School| |N’D SI-2
[Ciibe Yazhi Habltin Olta, Inc. [(Borrege Pass | |NU RESTE
[Czilth-Na-2-Dith-Hle Community School |H'D =I-1
[Hanaxs'dill Community Schocl (Huerfano| |N’D IALERT
Lake Vall=y Navajo Schocol |N’D =I-1
FJar.ia.nn Lake Community School |NCI RESTE
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[HaMealzhiin Ji Olta (Torr=on) |Hﬂ CA-1
|2je Encine Day School |ND CA-1
[Pusblo Pintado Commumnity School |HD RESTR
[['iists'ozibi'olta |(Crownpoint) |HD =-1
[To'hajilee (Canoncito) |HD CA-1
[Tse'liaht’ Community School (Standing Roclk) |Hﬂ IALERT
[Wingate Slemantary Scheol |m:- 21-1
Wingate High School |rm =I-1
Ft. Apache [Cibecue Community School |HD RESTR
jfohn F. Kennedy Day School |HD S-1
Theodors Roosevelt School |Nﬂ -1
[Ft. Defiance  |Ch'oochgai Community School (Chucka) |ND =I-1
|Crystal Soarding School |ND -1
[Dilcon Communrity School |rm =I-1
[Sreasewood Springs Community School |Hﬂ CA-1
[Holbrook Dormitory |n_."n A
Humnterc Point Boarding School |HD RESTR
[Kin Dah Lichii Qlta |HD CA-2
[Pine Springs Day School |Hﬂ JALERT
[Seba Dalkai Boarding School |Hﬂ IALERT
[Wide Fuine Community Schaool |ND RESTR
[Winzlow Residential Hall |nfn A
Hopi Havasupad School Ji ] RESTE
[Hopi Day School IYES IAYP
[Hopi High Schosol [¥ES [AYP
[Hotevilla BEacavi Community School IYES AYP
[leams Canyon Boarding School IYES IAYP
Ploencopi Day School I¥ES IAYP
[First Meca Elementary School (Polacca) ITES AYP
Becond Meca Day School ITES AYP
Plinneapolis [Eahweting Anichnabe School ITES AYER
[Eug-C-May-Ge-Shig Schoal HO =-1
[Circle of Life Survival School IYES IAYP
[Circle of Nations - Wahpaton Indian Boarding |Hﬂ IALERT
[Flandraau Indian Boarding School |ND =I-1
[Fond du Lac Ojibwe School |N'3 SI-1
[Hannahvills Indian School |HD =-1
[Lac Courte Oreilles Ojibwa School IYES IAYP
IJ.IE-aninEE Tribal School |Nﬂ IALERT
pleclkorale Sattlament School [YEs [|aYP
MHay-Ah-Shing School |ND -1
foneida Tribal School |H'CI =I-1
arthern Anetr Community Schosol |rm RESTE
avajo |Atza’ Biyva' a'zh Commumnity School la' ] IALERT
Shiproelk) |Azerec Dormitory mfa A
[Eeclabito Day School TES AT
[Cove Day School HO CA-1
Havajo Preparatory School IYES AYP
[Henahnerad Community Schaool |ND RESTR
[Fed Rock Day School IYE.S JAYP
Sanostes Dy School |:m ALERT
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[Shiprock Alternative Dormitory
[Shiprock Northwest High School
[Tic Harbacs Community School |[Teecnospos) |H’D |E_'E:ST‘R
Tohaal' Commumnity School [Toadlena) |H'ﬂ RESTE
orthern [ Ticarilla Dormitory ||1,"n| A
Eue'hl-u: [Ohlcay Owingeh Commumnity School |Nﬂ CA-2
[San lldefonso Day School [YES =-1
[Santa Clara Day School |H’D IALERT
Santa Fe Indian School o =i-1
[Tacs Day School |m:- 20-1
Te Te= Geh COwesnge Doy School HO IALERT
Oklahoma [Carter Seminary njfa A
[Euwfaula Dormitory njfa A
| lonmes Acadsmy & A
[Kickapoo Nation School IYES JAYP
[Fiverside Indian School HNO =I-1
Sequoyah High School |H’D SI-1
ima [Elaclawater Community School I"L’ES AYTP
El.]:a‘o |Caca Blanca Day School |Nﬂ -2
[5ila Crozcing Day School |rm CA-2
[Salt River Day School |HD =-2
San Simon School |rm =I-1
[Fanta Roza Boarding Schoal |H'ﬂ =-1
Santa Rosa Ranch School [mo =i-1
Tohono O'cdham High School |ND -2
Pine Ridge |American Horze Schoaol |Nﬂ JALERT
jorazy Horse Schoal |rm Ca-2
Little Wound School [mo =1-3
[Lomeman Day Scheool |rm 2[-2
[Pine Ridge Schocol |rm 2[-2
[Porcupine Day Schaal |rm RESTE
Wounded Knee Dictrict School NO RESTE
FPortland | hemawa Indian School IYES AYP
[Chiaf Lecchi School (Puyallup) ITES AYTR
[Cosur d° Alene Trbal School IYES =I-2
[Lummi High School NO =0-1
Lummi Tribal School System NO RESTE
Pucklachoot Tribal School NO FESTE
[Paschal 2herman Indian School IYES JAYF
feuil=ute Tribal School IYES =-1
|Ehochone-Bannock School District No, 312 [YES CA-2
[Twao Eagle River School NO =-1
[Wa He Lut Indian Schoal NO IJALERT
Takama Nation Tribal School [YES JAYP
Fosebud Plarty Indian School IYES IAYP
[Bicangu Owaye Ot (Rossbud Dormitory| & A
(5t Francic Indian Schoal NO =I-1
Eacramento [Cuckwater Shoshone Elementary [YES IAYP
70l School |rm =I-1
P~ramid Lake High Schocl [YES |ave
Sherman Indian High School |Nﬂ -2
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onthern |Aheafachliee Day School IYES JAYTP
d Eastern [Eeatrice Rafferty School i ] JALERET
tates [Eogque Chitto Elementary School TES IAYP
[Cherokes Central Elementary School ITES AYP
|Cherokes Central High HO S-1
[Chitimacha Day School IYES IAYP
[Choctaw Central High School |HD S-1
[Choctaw Central Middle School HO -1
[Con=hatta Elementary School [YES AYP
[ndian [gland School [YES AT
[ndian Township Schoal HO =-2
Pdiccozuless Indian School IYES IAYP
[Pear]l Fiver Elementary School ITES AYP
[Fed Watsr Elementary School IYES AYP
[Standing Pine Elementary School IYES IAYP
Tucker Elementary School [YES  [AYP
onthern [<leta Elementary School ' ] =l-1
E“m.,, [Termez Day 2chocl |m:- 21-1
[Laguna Elsmentary School |HD S-1
[Leguna Middle School |ND -1
pleccalers Apache School |HD S-1
[Pine Hill School |H’ﬂ =I-2
[San Felipe Pusblo El=mentary |Nﬂ -1
[Sky City Community School |HD S-1
[Ein Day School [Tsiya Elem & Mid Sch) IYES IAYTP
E:mdi.n‘ Little Eagle Dray School |Hﬂ SI-1
ol [Fock Creek Day School |Hﬂ RESTERE
[Btanding Fock Community School |ND =I-1
[Tate Topa Tribal School (Four Winds) |ND -1
Theodors Jamerson Elementary School |HD IALERT
tle [Cunceith Day Scheol |rm =I-2
E:mta.in Plandares Day School |Nﬂ IALERT
}jitera [ndian School |Nﬂ %I-1
Trenton School o ALERT
[Turtle Mountain Elementary School |HD IALERT
[Turtle Mountain High School |Hﬂ -1
Turtle Mountamn Middle School |Nﬂ -1
[Twin Buttec Day School |HD IALERT
[White Shield School |HD IALERT
esterm |Chilchinbeto Community School |HD RESTE
Eﬂ_w [Cennehotso Boarding School |Hﬂ -1
[Greyhills Acadsmy High Schoal IYES AYP
[iaibeto Boarding School |ND RESTR
[Layenta Community Schaool |HD RESTR
[KinLamni Sordertown |Flagstaff) Dormitory |nfu A
[Leupp School, Inc. |m:- 21-1
[Little Singer Community School HO S-1
aa Teis ‘Ana Comm School (Navajo Mountain) ITES AT
[Fichfield Recidential Hall m & A
[Focky Ridge Soarding School [YES RESTR
[Shonts Preparatory Scheol MO |s:-1
Tonalza Day School [Red Lake) jo  |[RESTR
Tuba City Boarding School |m:| |s:-1
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Appendix J: Bureau-Wide Annual Report, Part I: School-Wide Participation
(complete)

Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Page |

Part 1: Schoolwide Participation
ISEP Students

All Students LEP Special Ed
Grade Male Female Male Female Male Female

P 20 18 14 12 80 38
K 2336 2001 1917 16532 327 136
1 1920 1911 1557 1513 340 172
2 1887 1741 1573 1418 360 190
3 1783 1724 1370 1330 378 195
4 1804 1603 1105 928 422 203
5 1826 1797 1024 977 486 238
6 2044 1802 1038 795 521 241
7 2060 1970 1134 1019 523 250
8 1968 1928 915 849 539 290
9 2318 2238 BO9 731 509 251
10 1948 1910 678 626 440 231
11 1425 1401 432 397 293 149
12 1112 1131 2 271 221 93

283
148 143 116 73 28 6

=

Total 24399 23318 13965 125391 5467 2683
MF 47917 26556 8150
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 2

Part 1: Schoolwide Participation

Non-ISEP Students

All Students LEP Special Ed
Grade Male Female Male Female Alale Female
P 48 43 14 12 3 4
K 173 124 26 46 31 16
1 96 102 33 31 13 11
2 107 73 40 25 18 14
3 o1 84 33 27 17 8
4 122 104 19 14 22 12
5 115 110 8 22 35 12
(i) 104 121 10 9 29 13
T o1 95 8 12 23 15
8 81 93 ] 10 32 24
9 86 B3 4 2 20 9
10 66 B0 1 4 18 9
11 70 61 4 3 19 13
12 38 31 3 8 11 7
n 17 18 10 13 3 0
Total 1325 1226 249 243 296 167
MF 2351 492 463
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Page 3

Part 1: Schoolwide Participation

ISEP And Non-ISEP

All Students LEP Special Ed
Male Female Male Female Male Female
Tatal 25924 24544 14214 12834 5763 2830

AMTE 50468 27048 8613
All Special
Students LEP Ed

Avg Daily Attendance Rate K-8 91.21% 90.63%  §9.49%
Avg Daily Attendance Rate 9-128544% 8329%  8422%
H.S. Graduation Rate (State) 72.64%

H.5. Graduation Rate (BIA) 57.05% 4261%  48.76%
Dropouts (High School) 1585 394 218
Dropout Rate (High School) 11.31% 1395% 951%

Total Male Homeless: 509
Total Female Homeless: 454
Studer-lts Eligible for Free 15920
Meals:

Students Eligible for Reduced 4297
Cost Meals:
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 4

Part 2a: Language Arts

All Students

Male Female
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced
3 523 409 43 409 464 61
4 672 337 25 498 393 42
3 299 330 22 443 474 a0
] 248 380 27 394 301 20
7 216 366 16 365 3217 38
B 298 391 17 469 502 3l
9 247 192 12 156 275 16
10 467 210 13 331 287 29
11 337 193 12 242 240 21
12 109 76 5 74 119 9

LEP And Special Ed

LEP Special Ed
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced
3 664 296 63 226 73 10
4 739 381 29 357 76 3
3 632 391 21 324 83 1
6 564 411 22 309 82 4
7 620 234 28 274 83 1
8 684 425 19 392 91 4
9 208 143 4 99 18 4
10 320 128 9 169 20 i)
11 221 123 1 176 16 3
12 79 42 1 54 3 1
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 5
Part 2a: Language Arts

Test Participation Summary

Grade Students Students Percent
Enralled Tested Tested

3 2030 1909 04.04%

4 2068 1967 05.12%

5 1980 1918 96.87%

6 1937 1870 96.54%

7 2003 1818 90.76%

8 2184 2008 01.94%

9 1043 898 86.10%
10 1378 1337 97.02%
11 1229 1065 86.66%
12 436 392 89.91%
Total 16288 15182 93.21%

Assessment Summary

Basic Percent Proficient Percent Advanced Percent
All 8017 5281% 6656 43.84% 509 3.35%
LEP 4751 5BA0% 3174 39.08% 197 2.43%
Sp. Ed. 2380 7931% 584 19.46% 37 1.23%

Number of students given alternate assessments: 115
Number of students provided accommeodations (IEP): 2117
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report
187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Page 6
Part 2b: Reading
All Students
Male Female
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced
3 1017 496 60 843 633 66
4 1070 478 45 834 399 36
5 1071 455 44 ag80 371 77
& 1197 393 34 1003 306 40
7 1020 485 32 892 638 48
g 1097 310 43 1016 616 44
9 404 246 21 338 326 18
10 445 246 16 372 263 16
11 443 282 29 353 357 34
12 125 ag 9 a1 129 13
LEP And Special Ed
LEFP Special Ed
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced
3 1346 673 39 401 87 13
4 1232 300 25 478 104 8
3 1284 407 29 336 o1 6
6 1270 203 27 361 64 8
T 1284 464 23 342 73 3
8 1246 413 14 635 107 3
9 397 179 3 184 12 0
10 334 120 6 189 43 4
11 374 194 2 234 25 0
12 92 69 9 34 8 0
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 7
Part 2b: Reading

Test Participation Summary

Grade Students Students Percent
Enrolled Tested Tested

3 3215 3135 97.51%

4 3179 3082 96.95%

5 3258 3198 98.16%

6 3245 3175 97.84%

7 3194 3115 97.53%

8 3388 3326 098.17%

9 1404 1353 96.37%
10 1410 1358 96.31%
11 1584 1498 94.57%
12 493 457 92.70%
Total 24370 23697 97.24%

Assessment Summary

Basic Percent Proficient Percent Advanced Percent
All 14613 61.67% 8339 35.19% 745 3.14%
LEP 8879 T71.63% 3314 26.74% 199 1.61%
Sp. Ed. 3814 85.19% 614 13.71% 49 1.09%%

Number of students given alternate assessments: 163
Number of students provided accommodations (IEP): 3238

Third graders reading independently at third grade
level:

1275 (39.66%)
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report
187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Page §
Part 2c: Mathematics
All Students
Male Female
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced

3 920 357 92 894 580 86

4 996 526 79 874 531 85

5 1071 440 64 1074 477 80

6 1163 393 68 1067 410 63

7 1111 389 35 1076 436 53

8 1129 483 31 1147 474 44

9 430 249 24 411 290 37
10 470 195 17 427 207 17
11 528 244 18 532 255 19
12 130 88 7 132 113 3

LEP And Special Ed
LEP Special Ed
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced Basic Proficient Advanced

3 1307 687 106 386 110 12
4 1230 482 37 4350 128 11
3 1276 399 39 512 103 11
6 1274 259 47 5335 86 g
7 1382 329 32 311 102 3
8 1233 389 33 623 122 3
9 404 191 8 175 28 1
10 358 103 4 195 33 1
11 413 149 12 244 22 2
12 111 60 1 59 g 1
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Office of Indian Education Programs

Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005
Page 9
Part 2c: Mathematics

Test Participation Summary

Grade Students Students Percent
Enrolled Tested Tested

3 3194 3129 97.96%

4 3155 3091 97.97%

5 3257 3206 98.43%

6 3230 3166 98.02%

7 3178 3100 97.55%

8 3407 3328 97.68%

9 1603 1441 89.89%
10 1499 1333 88.93%
11 1791 1596 89.11%
12 501 475 9481%
Total 24815 23865 96.17%

Assessment Summary

Basic Percent Proficient Percent Advanced Percent
All 15582 65.29% 7337 30.74% 946 3.96%
LEP 8088 7T72.63% 3048 24.63% 339 2.74%
Sp. Ed. 3690 82.16% 745 16.59% 36 1.25%

Number of students given alternate assessments: 173
Number of students provided accommodations (IEP): 3245

Students meeting state standards for technical

literacy: el
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 10
Part 3: Staff Development

Full-time teaching positions available in the

. 4103

current school year:

Full-time teachers new to the school: o018

Unfilled vacancies for full-time teachers: 139

Total Number of Teachers: 3964
A2, Teachers at the end of last 5Y: 4013

Not offered contracts: 167 Teachers retired: 46

Teachers returning: 35348 (E8.41%)
B. Number of Core Area teachers: 3263

Highly Qualified Core Area teachers: 3084 (94.51%)
C. Average school principal tenure (vears): 3.60427807486631
D. Number of core area classes taught: 7495

Core are.a classes taught by highly qualified 6178 (82.43%)
teachers:

Teachers recerving high-quality professional
development:

3798
Core area teachers incorporating culture or 2745
language into classes: -
Core area teachers' qualifications in the use of
technology for instruction:

636

(20.10%)

1726

(52.90%)

881
(27.00%)

Basic:
Proficient:

Advanced:

E. Full-time paraprofessionals employed: 1632
Paraprofessionals earning college credits toward
a degree:

385



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0

17 February 2006

AA- 559
BA: 233
Paraprofessionals having or earning a degree:
AA: 376
BA: 154
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page 11

Part 4: Provision for Safe and Drug Free School and Community

A, Major Activities

Number of schools participating in the following activities:

176 Substance abuse prevention mstruction 144 Before and after school activities

Safe & drug free services for out of school . o :
vouth 139 Violence prevention instruction

. . Conflict resolution and Peer
168 Parent education and involvement '

mediation

132 Curriculum acquisition or development 141 Student Support services
102 Community service projects 82 Alternative education programs
167 Special one-time events 88 Security Equipment
170 Staff Training 109 Security
92 Personnel 78 HIV Curriculum Traming
B. Incidents of Dmug and Alcohol Use

K-6 7- 9-12
Number of Incidents 357 734 2789
Student Offenders . ) -
(unduplicated) el sl 2]
Non-student Offenders 388 180 4

Total Number of Incidents: 3880
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Part 4: Provision for Safe and Drug Free School and Community

C. Incidents of Vielence

K6 7- 9-12
Number of Incidents 3539 1915 1983
Student Offenders (unduplicated) 2182 1434 1551
Non-student Offenders 295 65 16
Student Victims 1793 956 846
Staff Victims 107 112 148
Other Victims 103 il 0
Incidents that were weapons-related 73 30 59

Total Number of Incidents: 7437

D. Commumtv Involvement

Schools invelving community agencies or organizations in safe and
drug free activities: 170

Schools reporting the involvement of the following

Or gamzations:

146 Joint service delivery, including referrals

151 Teacher/staff tramning

147 Public awareness activities

34 Fund-raising

Schools with student participation in designing, delivering or
critiquing vour safe and dmg free activities: 124
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Page 13

Part 5: Extended Learning, Language and Culture

Schools that provided extended learning time: 166

Number of schools providing extended learning time for
the following:

27 Before School

161 After School

34 Weekend

126 Summer

Schools that provided family literacy services for parents: 131

Schools providing Tribal language and/or culture education for

students: 176

Students demonstrating knowledge of Tribal language / culture:
29534
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.]
Special Education Section

Section A: Enrollment Data

Grade Students with IEPs (1)
3 529
4 633
5 644
6 653
7 646
8 773
9 266
10 294
11 328
12 a5

Total 4861
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Office of Indian Education Programs

Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.?

Special Education Section
Section B(1): Language Arts

Language Arts: Students taking Regular Assessment ON GRADE LEVEL

Na With Accommuodations Invalid Results
Grade Accommodations Accommodations Invalidated Score (1B)
(31) (311) (3A) -

3 89 218 6 10

4 104 313 0 8

3 83 315 2 1

6 86 288 2 2

7 T8 275 1 0

8 110 371 0 &)

9 37 78 0 0
10 104 117 0 0
11 85 103 0 0
12 21 37 0 0

Total 797 2117 11 27
31+ 31 2014

Language Arts: Students taking Regular Assessment OUT OF GRADE LEVEL

Students Assessed Out Accommodations .
Grade of Grade Level (4) Invalidated Score (4A) Invalid Results (4B)
3 0 0 0
4 0 0 0
3 0 0 0
6 1 0 0
7 0 0 0
8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0
Total 1 0 0
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Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

FPages.3
Special Education Section

Section B(2): Language Arts

Language Arts: Students taking Alternate Assessments

Score
Taok .
Alternate C mlmted as  As sessment
Grade Assessment B asic due to  was I.I].‘i.':]ll[]
(5) N C.‘L_E Cap (5B)
(5A)
3 14 4 0
4 26 3 1
3 13 1 0
i) 22 3 0
7 3 4 0
8 12 4 0
9 ) 1 0
10 4 2 0
11 8 3 1
12 3 2 0
Total 115 29 2
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187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

FPage s.4
Special Education Section
Section B(3): Language Arts
Language Arts: Students Not Taking Any Assessments

Parental Exempt for
Grade  Exemptions Ahbsents (7) Other
(6) Reasons (8)
44
23
39
16
43
a4
56
26
54
28

L]
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187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.)

Special Education Section
Section B(4): Language Arts

Language Arts: Regular Assessment (9A)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 215 73 9
4 340 69 2
3 314 82 1
6 205 76 2
7 270 82 1
8 386 88 1
8 97 18 0
10 167 49 3
11 172 16 0
12 31 7 0

Total 2307 360 21

Language Arts: Alternate Assessment (9B)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced

3 11 2 1
4 17 7 1
3 10 3 0
6 14 6 2
7 4 1 0
8 6 3 3
9 2 0 4
10 2 1 1
11 4 0 3
12 3 1 1

Total 73 24 16
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187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page s.0

Special Education Section
Section C(1): Reading

Reading: Students taking Regular Assessment ON GRADE LEVEL

No . With . Accmlmnudatiuns Invalid Results
Grade Accommodations Accommodations Invalidated Score (iB)
(3i) (3ii) (3A)
3 148 332 19 13
4 143 424 0 9
3 146 473 16 3
G 160 441 3 2
T 138 468 1 0
8 141 398 32 7
9 54 139 0 0
10 73 150 10 0
11 100 134 0 0
12 19 39 0 0
Total 1122 3238 81 34
31+ 3n 4360

Reading: Students taking Regular Assessment OUT OF GRADE LEVEL

Students Assessed Qut Accommodations .

e of Grade Level (4) Invalidated Score (44A) s
3 0 0 0
4 0 0 0
3 0 0 0
6 1 0 0
7 0 0 0
8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0
Total 1 0 0
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.7
Special Education Section

Section C(2): Reading

Reading: Students taking Alternate Assessments

Took Score
Alternate C mlmted as  Assess ment
Grade Assessment B asic due to  was I_nv:a lid
(3) ! (.‘L_B Cap (5B)
(5A)
3 18 4 2
4 37 3 3
5 17 3 0
¥ 34 3 1
7 16 3 2
8 15 4 2
9 3 1 0
10 13 2 0
11 6 3 1
12 4 2 0
Total 163 32 13
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.§
Special Education Section
Section C(3): Reading

Reading: Students Not Taking Any Assessments

Parental Exempt for
Grade  Exemptions Absents (7) Other
(6) Reasans (8)
3 0 9 5
4 3 12 16
5 0 9 3
6 1 13 6
7 0 16 4
8 0 9 12
9 0 22 26
10 3 4 22
11 0 16 37
12 0 0 24
Total 9 110 155
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Pages.9

Special Education Section
Section C(4): Reading

Reading: Regular Assessment (9A)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 387 83 15
4 457 93 0
3 524 86 6
6 541 36 3
7 531 71 4
8 625 105 2
9 183 10 0
10 180 40 3
11 230 24 0
12 50 8 0

Total 3708 380 39

Reading: Alternate Assessment (9B)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 14 2 0
4 21 9 2
3 12 3 0
6 20 8 5
7 11 2 1
8 10 2 1
9 1 2 0
10 9 3 1
11 4 1 0
12 4 0 0
Total 106 34 10
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report
187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005
Page s.9
Special Education Section
Section C(4): Reading
Reading: Regular Assessment (9A)
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 387 83 15
4 457 93 6
3 524 86 6
6 541 36 3
7 531 71 4
8 625 105 2
o 183 10 0
10 180 40 3
11 230 24 0
12 50 8 0
Total 3708 380 39
Reading: Alternate Assessment (9B)
Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 14 2 0
4 21 9 2
3 12 3 0
6 20 8 5
7 11 2 1
g 10 2 1
9 1 2 0
10 9 3 1
11 4 1 0
12 4 0 0
Total 106 34 10
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005
Pages.i0

Special Education Section
Section D(1): Mathematics

Mathematics: Students taking Regular Assessment ON GRADE LEVEL

No With Accommodations Invalid Resuls
Grade Acmmmpdaﬁous Acmmmgdations Invalidated Score (3B)
(3i) (3ii) (3A)
3 154 347 13 9
4 139 430 ] 14
3 148 463 13 2
6 152 443 2 2
7 146 456 2 0
8 137 603 40 7
9 36 142 1 0
10 64 151 22 0
11 107 160 6
12 18 46 1 0
Total 1121 3245 111 40
31+ 3n 4366

Mathematics: Students taking Regular Assessment OUT OF GRADE LEVEL

Students Assessed Out Accommodations

Grade of Grade Level (4)  Invalidated Score (4A) Invalid Results (4B)
3 0 0 0
4 0 0 0
3 0 0 0
6 1 0 0
7 0 0 0
8 0 0 0
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0

Total 1 0 0
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Office of Indian Education Programs

Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 20058
Pages. 12

Special Education Section
Section D(3): Mathematics

Mathematics: Students Not Taking Any Assessments

Parental Exempt for
Grade  Exemptions Absents (7) Other
(6) Reasans (§)
3 0 9 2
4 3 10 15
5 0 11 3
6 1 14 6
7 0 19 4
8 0 10 13
9 0 20 33
10 13 5 39
11 0 16 31
12 0 0 22
Total 17 114 168
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Office of Indian Education Programs
Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted

2004 - 2005
Pages.13

Special Education Section
Section D(4): Mathematics

Mathematics: Regular Assessment (2A)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 372 108 12
4 426 118 11
3 499 101 11
6 512 78 6
T 501 98 3
8 610 119 4
9 171 26 1
10 185 30 0
11 239 21 1
12 35 g 0

Total 3570 708 49

Mathematics: Alternate Assessment (9B)

Grade Basic Proficient Advanced
3 14 2 0
4 24 1 0
3 13 4 0
6 23 8 3
7 10 4 0
8 13 3 1
0 4 2 0
10 10 3 1
11 3 1 1
12 4 0 1

Total 120 37 7
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Office of Indian Education Programs

Bureau-Wide Annual Report

187 of 187 School Reports Accepted
2004 - 2005

Page s.4
Special Education Section
Section B(3): Language Arts

Language Arts: Students Not Taking Any Assessments

Parental Exempt for
Grade  Exemptions Absents (7) Other
(6) Reasons (8)
3 0 6 44
+ 3 6 25
5 0 7 39
6 1 5 16
7 1 7 45
8 0 2 34
9 0 3 56
10 3 2 26
11 0 14 54
12 0 0 28
Total 10 52 387
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Appendix K: School-Wide Annual Report Card

Annual Report Card SY 2004 - 2005
Takini
Howes, SD

2004 - 2005

Enrollment

Male Female Male Female Male Female
Total 128 89 120 82 26 18
M/F 217 202 44

Average Daily Attendance Rate, Graduation Rate and Dropout Rate

ﬁvg Daily Attendance Rate 85% 850 59%
9\1% Daily Attendance Rate 82% 820 82%
gcrr?(()jotigmon Rate (High 50% 5% 0%
cotnl) (High 13.70% 16.13% 14.29%

Student Achievement

Native
American

117

99.15%

57.76%

40.52%

1.72%

All Students 117 99.15% 57.76% 40.52% 1.72% 42.24%
Males 65 100.00% 73.85% 24.62% 1.54% 26.15%
Females 52 98.08% 37.25% 60.78% 1.96% 62.75%

42.24%

IEP 25 100.00% 68.00% 32.00% 0.00% 32.00%
Limited

English 117 99.15% 57.76% 40.52% 1.72% 42.24%
Proficient
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Two Year Trend in Language Arts:

2004-2005 117 99.15% 57.76% 40.52% 1.72% 42.24%
2003-2004 115 99.13% 57.89% 41.23% 0.88% 42.11%

State-wide Comparison (SD):

2004-2005 4139 96.81% 53.31% 44.27% 2.42% 46.69%

Student Achievement

All Students 117 99.15% 50.00% 48.28% 1.72% 50.00%
Males 65 100.00% 58.46% 40.00% 1.54% 41.54%
Females 52 98.08% 39.22% 58.82% 1.96% 60.78%

Native

; 117 99.15% 50.00% 48.28% 1.72% 50.00%
American

IEP 25 100.00% 84.00% 16.00% 0.00% 16.00%
Limited

English 117 99.15% 50.00% 48.28% 1.72% 50.00%
Proficient

Two Year Trend in Reading:

2004-2005 117 99.15% 50.00% 48.28% 1.72% 50.00%
2003-2004 115 98.26% 50.44% 47.79% 1.77% 49.56%

State-wide Comparison (SD):

2004-2005 4186 96.54% 51.82% 44.62% 3.56% 48.18%
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Student Achievement

All Students 117 99.15% 43.97% 54.31% 1.72% 56.03%
Males 65 100.00% 44.62% 53.85% 1.54% 55.38%
Females 52 98.08% 43.14% 54.90% 1.96% 56.86%

Native

; 117 99.15% 43.97% 54.31% 1.72% 56.03%
American

IEP 25 100.00% 72.00% 28.00% 0.00% 28.00%
Limited

English 117 99.15% 43.97% 54.31% 1.72% 56.03%
Proficient

Two Year Trend in Math:

2004-2005 117 99.15% 43.97% 54.31% 1.72% 56.03%
2003-2004 115 98.26% 41.59% 57.52% 0.88% 58.41%

State-wide Comparison (SD):

2004-2005 4188 96.70% 47.14% 47.60% 5.26% 52.86%

High Quality Teachers

A2. [Teachers at the end of last SY: 23
Not offered contracts: 4 Teachers retired: 1
Teachers returning: 18 (78.26%)
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C. |Current school principal tenure (years): 3

E.  |Full-time paraprofessionals employed: 2
Paraprofessionals earning college credits toward a degree:
AA: 1
BA: O
Paraprofessionals having or earning a degree:
AA: 1
BA: 0
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Appendix L: Currently: AYP Calculation Summary

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

& @ﬁﬁ o

& o
P 5

BILLINGS e o D &
1) Participation Rate

a. Al nfa s =]

b. LEF nia Yes Yes

c. Spec Educ nia Yes Yes
2) Language Arts

a. Al nia| Langusge Ars 61.07

b. LEF nia nat AYE nia

c. Spec Educ nia Indicaror <30
3) Reading

a. Al nia 53.81

b. LEP nfa nia nia

c. Spec Educ nia 1360 <30
4) Math

a. Al nia 51.06

b. LEP nfa nia nia

c. Spec Educ nfa 3.0D <30
3) Attendance

a. Al nia Wes

b. LEF nia nia es

c. Spec Educ nfa nia Wes
B) Graduation

a. A&l

b. LEF

c. Spec Educ nia nia es
7] Is there any red cells? nia Tes Ma
8) Did school make AYP? nia Mo Tes
9) "N” sufficient for calculations

State=

ElA=

a. all

b. LEF

c. Spec Educ
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CENTRAL NAVADMD

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005

T} Participation Fata
a.Al
b LEF
C. Spec Eouc

?) Languags Aria
a Al

WEE s Weg|  Yeg YEE 26
Tes Tes Tes|  ves TEE 25
TEs TEs TEE TEE 25

AZ does na! ise LA

AZ does nat ise LA

AF does nal Use LA

AT does nof use LA

b LEF AT aoes mat use LA AZF aoes nat use LA AZF does ot use LA AT goes not use LA|  AZ does nof use LA

c. Spec Educ AT does mat use LA AT does mat use LA AFdoes nofuse LA] <30 AT does not use LA| AT does nof use LA
3) Reading

a Al (3] 54 7E; [5) 38.18; (8) 32.43

b. LER (2] =40; (5) =40; (3) =40| {3} 561D [(5) 37.25; (8) 2573 |3 4537, (5} S.6E;

.. Spec Eouc {31 <40, (5) <d0; (3) <40 =4[ () =40] (3] =£D; (5) <d0; () =40
4) Mafh

a Al [3) 83.33; [5) B384, (5] 5442 1 23.91; (5] 38.00 [HZ) 17.33

b. LEF (3] =40; (3) <d; (5) <40| [3] 6283 (5] 6275 (8] 5347 5) 32,05 (B} S6.03 (H3) 17.39

.. Spec Eouc 3] =40; (5] <40; (3) -=-1IZI| <d0]; (8) =40 () =40; (5] <40 (3) <40 [HE] <0
5) affendancs

A Al WEE WEE veg|  Yes| EEEFEE]| nia

b. LER WEE. WEE. YEE YES| fEE (32.56) nig|

. Spec Educ Yes Yes <0 Yes nia
&) Graduaflon

a Al nia nia nal  na na

b LEF [[E] [[E] T na

c. Spec Educ 'a 'a '3l  na [T
7} s fhars any rad calls? YaB YaB Yag|  ‘fas Yo Yiag
B) Did school maka SYP? [ [ M [ [ ol

3) "N sufticlent for calculations

State=

Elfm

a Al Sagan Sagan
b LEF on 3-year on 3-year
c. 3pec Educ AVEraQE AVEraQE

Crealed: Augus? B, 2005

Upgatea 101305
FJ

Basad on

34T average

[ilie]

1of2
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

G
a c;dﬁ o

CENTRAL NAVAJD o 2 |
1) Particlpation Rats |

a Al 2g] 5| g Tg|

b LEP 26| 5 Yeg] e

¢ Spec Eouc f2g n'a YEg)
2) Languags Arle

a Al n'd AT ooes nod ise LA AZ does noi use LA

b LEP n'a AZ does nok use LA AZ does not use LA

. Spec Eouc =10 ] AT ooes nod lise LA AZ does not use LA
) Feaning

a A See Progress [3) £1.25; |5) 32,89 [8) 32.67; (HE)}51.12

b LEF an DIBELE [3) £0.52 22.103; (8) 25.33; (HS)47.62

. Spec Educ «=10] Reading Assml [3) =4 {5) =20; (3) <40; (HS) =40 (3) =0 {5) =40, (3) <40; [HS) <40
&) Maih

a Al na| (3} 43.83; [5) 32.32; [8) 36.46; (HS) 4062

b LEF na| (3} 4455 [5) 31.25; [8) 35.65; (HE) 46.34

¢, Spec Educ =10 n'a [3) =4[ (5] =20, (8] =40, [HES) =20 (3] =20 45 =20, (8] =40; (53] =20
5) Aftendancs

A Al r2E| WEE YEE 2B (30)

b. LEF “feg| Yeg Yeg reE 130)

. Spec Educ 26| Yeg] =4[] Ko (37)
&) Graduaflon

a Al na n'a Yi2g Ko _[57))

. LER 3 '3 g E]

t. Spec Eouc 3 '3 =4 ]
7} Ie ihare sny rad calls? veg n'a fag feg
Bl DId =chool maka &YP7? Hio o o Ho
3} "W" suficlent for calculations

Salg= AZ=40 AZ=40

BlA=

E Sagen

b LEF oN 2-year

t. Spec Eouc : FvErage

Crealed: August 5, 2005
Upoated: 10135
Fd 10f3
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CHEYEMME RIVER

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Participation Rate
a. Al
b. LEF
c. Spec Educ

2) Language Arts

a Al
b. LEF
c. Epec Educ
3) Reading
a. All
b. LEP
¢. Spec Educ
4) Math
a. Al 73.15 56.55| 56.03| G550
b. LEP 60.18 56.03| 46.15
¢. Spec Educ 28.00( 851.72
3) Attendance
a. Al Yes fes Yes Yes
b. LEF Fes fes Fes Tas
c. Spec Educ Yas fes Yas Yas
6) Graduation
a. All Yes nia Yes Yes
b.LEP Yes nia Yes[ Yes
¢. Spec Educ Yes nia Yes Yes
7) Is there any red cells? Yes Yes| Wes No
8) Did school make AYP? Mo Na Ma Yes
9) "N” sufficient for calculations
State=
Bla= a0 30 a0 30
a Al 256 188 116 BB
b. LEF 61 102 116
c. Spec Educ fil:] B2
Created: August 5, 2004
Updated: 0626/05
FJ 1of4
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CROW CREEK/ILOWER ERULE

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Participation Rate

a. All es Yes fes fes
b. LEP es Yes fes fas
c. Spec Educ es es &5 fes
2) Language Arts
a. All 5074 T 24 f1.82 BD.75
b LERP 5408 G4 44 =40 <30
z. Spec Educ <10 &1 67 =40
3) Reading
a. Al 6166 68.18 H5.00 5B.71
b LEP 5860 6000 =40 <30
z. Spec Educ =10 3333 =40
4) Math
a. All a4 65 7676 fi2 85 5522
b LEP 5975 685D =40 <3
c. Spec Educ =10 41 567 =40
3) Attendance
a. All Yes Yes fes fes
b. LEP s Tes b= fas
c. Spec Educ es Wes fes fes
6) Graduation
a. All es nia fes fes
b. LEP Es nia f&s n'a
c. Spec Educ es ni'a &5 fes
7} Is there any red cells? Mo No No Yes
&) Did school make AYP? Yes Yes Yes No
9) "N” sufficient for calculations
State=
Bla= an =] 30 a0
a Al 215 i) 106 213
b LEP 158 45
z. Spec Educ ]
Created: August S, 2005
JUpdatea: J&M19405
=J 165
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EASTERN NAVAJD

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Participation Rata
ER Fes | See | See | des YEE| oes | See | See | See | Dee | See | See | Tee | See | See | See | Gee
b LEP Y2E|
c. Spac Eouc Y|
2] Languaga Are
3 A Noles | Motes | Nofes | Moles Nofes | Notes | NoiEs | Mores | Mofes | Nofes | NOMEs | MNoies | Moles | Nofes | MOMEs | Moles
k. LEP
¢. Spac Eouc <30
3] Reading
3 M Beiow | Below | Below | Baiow Beiow | Below | Below | Beiow | Beiow | Beiow | Balow | Betow | Beiow | Beiow | Beiow | Below
k. LEP
C. Spac Eouc =20
£) Math
aA
b. LEP
£. Spac Eouc =30
5] AHendance
R YEE]
b LEP =
¢. Spac Eouc Ve
] Granustion
a A na
k. LEP ma
¢. Spac Educ e
7] Ia thers amy red callz? E n'a nia e [ E E i e [E e i 3 nia e e na
3} DId gchool make AYES 1| Ho Yas M Mo 1| Ho Ko N 1| Ho Ho N 10 Ho H| N
3} "H" sufticlent for calculations
Slate=
Bl =18
a A = SEE SEE SeE S0E SEE 5 5
b.LEP Mofes | Mofes | Noles z HNoles Mares Woiss | Mofes | MNotes oiss | Moles
t. Spac Eouc Beiow | Below | Below | Below Beiow Bziow | Beiow | Beiow | Balow | B | Beow Beiow | Balow

™ Uiszg Mid AYP Determin
* The 'n'of 15 Is foo smaill for parioipatian st cakulaton

Crealed: August B, 2005
Upgaten: 10411305
FJ

tion Crleria—sae MW Accounfzoity Report
Al probiems with sitand,

e

108

par Hanas'ay princ

L]
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
& & g
< o
FT APACHE & ®
1) Participation Rate
a Al Ves] es
b LEF ‘fes V25
z. Spec Educ fes s

2) Language Arts

a All AZ does not use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA
b LEF AZ does not use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA
c. Spec Educ AZ does not use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ doss nof use L4
3) Reading
A Al (3) 40.00; (5) 50000; (8) 32.88 | (3 nia; (5) nia; (8) 33.33
b LEP {3) 29.07; |5) 21.31; (8) 14.2%; (H) <40 (3) =40; (5) 30.00; {8) 31.25| (3) nia; (5) nfa: (8) 30.63
c. Spec Educ (3] <40; (5] <40; (B} =40; {H] =40 (3} =40; (5) =40; (B) =40[ (3] nfa: (5] niz; (B) =40
4) Math
a Al (3] 25.56; [3) 32.22; (3) 26.47; (H) 20.47| (3)4B.33;(5) 38.44; (B) 5212 | (3) nfa; (5) nfa; (B) 34.15
b.LEP [3) 25.681; (5] 35.58; (B) =40; (H) =40 [3) <40; (5) <40; (8) 49.1E | (3 nia; (5) nfa; (8} 36.21
z. Spec Educ (3) =40; (5) <40; {8) <40; (H} <40 (3 <A0; (5) <40; (B <4D | (3)nfa; (5) nfa; (B) <40
3) Attendance
a Al ‘fes) s
b LEF fes e
z. Spec Educ fes
6) Graduation
a All n'a nia
b. LEP Yes (50.00) n's n'a
c. Spec Educ [ nia ni'a
7] Is there any red cells? Tes Yes Tes
8) Did sehool make AYP? Mo Mo Mo
8) "N” sufficient for calculations
State= AZ=40 AZ=40 AZ=40
Bla=
a Al Based Based Based on
b.LEP on 3-year on 3-year J-yr average
c. Spec Educ AVETAgE average =40
Created: August &, 2003
Updatza: 1060505
=J 1 :l‘ e
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

FT DEFIANCE
1) Participailon Rate
a.al Zze | See ag| ves| nia] wes] ves| ves] vwes| ves| nal
b. LEP 26 vas| mal ves| ves|  ves| ves| ves| n
. Spac Educ V26 na| ves| ves| ves| ves| ves| nia
Z) Lanpuags &ra
a all Fotes | Notes AZ goes not Uss LA
o.LEP AZ does narpse LA
. Spac Educ AZ goes ot Uss LA
3 Reading
a.&l Below | Eslow |3} 4430 [5) 2516 (8) 41.38
5. LEF [3) 43 84 [5) 2474, [6) 35.48
o 5pec Educ [3) <4D; [5) <40; (B} =4 =20
£) Math
a. &l (3] 56.95; (5} 41.94;
b.LEP 3.47
. Spac Educ [3) <20; [5) =40; (B} =4 =30
5) attendanca
a. &l rag] ves] nia|  ves] ves|  ves] vwes[ ves| nia
D. LEP rag] ves] nia|  ves| ves|  ves| vwes[ ves| nig
. Spac Educ rag] ves] nia|  ves| ves|  ves| vwes[ ves| nig
&) Graduation
a al ria na] nia] na] nE] maE] nE] nE] ne
b. LEP ria na| nia| nal nE| mal nE] o] ne
. Spec Educ ria na| nia| nal nE| mal nE] o] ne
7) Ie theta any red cella? na nia Yag ves| mal ves| ves| vas| vwes| wes| ns
8) Did achool maks AYP7 Mo  Ho Ho Mol na] Mol Wo|l wo| we| mo|l na
3) "N" sufficlant for calculations
Statas
SlAm
a. Al Ges
b.LEP NOtES
. Spac Educ Felow | Baiow

"7 Usag M AYP Deferminadion Crifera-ses M Accounfabilty Repor

Created: August B, 2005
Jpdatea: 08290035
|
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REVIEVW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
HOPI
1) Participation Rate
a. All Yes Yes Ves Yes fes es es
b. LEP &g Yes es Yes fes fes fes
¢. Spec Educ Yes| Yes Yes bicH hiCH es es es
2) Language Aris
a All 33.08 AZ does not use LA | AT does nof use LA AZF does not wse LA F4 55| 78.12| AZ does nofuss LA
b. LEP 38.00 Z does not use LA | AZ does nof use LA AZ does not wse LA 5362 nia| AL doss nof uss LA
c. Spec Educ a7.14| <40( AZ does nof use LA | AZ does nof wuse LA AZ does not wse LA <30 =10| AZ doss nof uses LA
3) Reading
a All 74.05 (3) 87.50; i5) 70.48| (B} 45.87; (H) 52.88| (2)72.82; (5) 6087, (B) #2.01 71.84| (3)7H.80; (5) 58.29
b. LEF 24.00 {3)38.27; (5} nla (8] <40; (H) <40 (3) 79.07; (5) =40; (3} <40 53.62 nia 3} nia; {5) nfa
. Spec Educ <40 (3) =40; () <40| (8) 56.14; (H) 45.18 (3) <40; (5) <40 (3) =40 =30 =10 (3} <40; (5) <40
4] Math
a Al 768.15 (3) 83.21; (5} 6E.85] (B) 2B.44; (H) 44.00| (2)83.15; (5) 60.87; (B) 67.02 80.61| 72.10| {3)7E.57; (5)60.04
b. LEF 82.00 (3197 92 (8 nia|  (B)33.00; (H) =40 (3) 82 BE; (5) =40: (3} =40 53.62 nia {3} nia: {5) nfa
. Spec Educ 5143 =40 {3) =40; (5) =40( (8} 43.00; (H)} 20.00 (3) =40; (5) <400; (3) =40 <30 =10 (3) <40; (5) <40
3) Attendance
a. All Yes| Yes Yes Ves Yes fes es es
b. LEP Yes| Yes Yies Yeg Yieg es Yes es
¢. Spec Educ Yes| Yes Yes bicH hiCH es es es
6) Graduation
a All n'a ] n'a Yeg n'a nia nja nia
b. LEP n'a n/a n'a Yes n'a nfa nja nia
c. Spec Educ n'a nia n'a es nia nfa nia nia
7) Is there any red cells? Mo| Yes Mo No Mo Mo Mo Mo
8) Did school make AYP? fes Mo Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

9) "N™ sufficient for calculations
State=
Bla=
a. All
b. LEP
c. Spec Educ

Created; Augus: B, 2005
Updated: 083005
Fd

BZ=40

on 3-year

average
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
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MINNE&POLIS
1) Participation Raba
a A | “f2g] 6] e es] eE]
b LEP e 2] 26| = ER 2B See
c. Spae Eouc Fg| Yeg es
2) Languags Arls
a i 63.20 nia] SO does nok use LA [2F]
k. LEP 4 nia =30 nid| S0 does nof use LA na i
c. Spec Eouc /3 <30 n/a| S0 does nof use LA 3
3] Reading
a Al (31 43.33; (5] 57.14; (T) 19.35; (10) 4667 63.28
b. LEP Repant (31 34.58; (3) <I0; [7) =d0; (10} =40 =30 {31 =40; (5) nfa; (7] nia; (10) nia
C. Spac Eowe (23] =40; () =40, (7} =40 (10) =40 =20 (3] <d; (5) <4, (7 =d0; [10) =40 |
) Math
I a Al 33667 (7] 4X0a; (1) 2905, (1) 1652 3 4615 (3] 2053, 7)) 185 [10) 20.08
b. LEP Card (31 30.23; (3) <I0; [7) =d0; (10} <40 {31 =d0; (5) nfa; (7] n'a; (10) nia Cang
C. Spac Educ {3 =d0; (F) =d; (7) =40 (10) =0 (3] =d0; (5) =<d0; (7} =40 {10} =40
5) atfendance
3 A r2g] 6]
b LEP FeE| FEE| 26
C. Spac Educ 26| g 25|
&) Graduation
a A 2g] 6] 26|
b. LEF | | /|
C. Spec Eouc fe T “f2h
7} Ia thera any red calls? i3 e il g na
&) DId achool make AYF? fB8 Ho hi=] Wy HD
) "W suficlent for calculations
State=
Blf=
a Al
b. LEP
C. Spec Eouc

Created: Augus: 9, 2005
Updated: 1173005

FJ 1ar 10
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
ﬁﬁ“d}
L
b
2l
ﬁ‘f J
e Y25
e ] YEE nia
ves|  ves|  ves Yes Y5
nia n'a nia| n'a nia
iz mal  nal nE nial
nia n'a nia| n'a nial
nia
] <] <40 na ]
ET.14] 28.06] ESO0] 30 Tea (5] 14.28, (1) TE50, [10) 1428
=41 =40 nia| n'a nia
<20 o] =40 'zl <4}
ES YEE]  YEE YES 25
fes Yes|  nia n'a nia
ES veg|  nia YES 25
= n'a
wes| ma) n@m _______n& __nil
= n'a I
Ho a8 [E Y
Yas Mo Mo Ho

=40

Crealed: Augus? &, 2005
Upoatea: 10720705
FJ
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
HORTHERN NAVAI0
1) Participation Rate
a Al
b. LEP
¢. Spec Sdus
) Language arts
a Al 57.00| Mates nia| Motes g60z] maes | 63.91] noes nia
o. LEP 52.53 n'a n'a na 64,93 nia
¢. Spec Sous <31 nia [ =] ' <3 e
3) Raading
a Al Below nia] Eelaw BETT| Beiow Baiow nia|
b. LEP nia n'3 e nial
¢. Spec Sdue <30 nia [ == e =3 nig|
) Main
a. Al n'a 91.4E 6218 nia
b. LEP nia n'3 a| £3.15 nia
¢. Spec Souc <31 nia = '3l <3| nval
5) sttendance
a Al Y nia Yag Y Yag nia veg
b. LEP Y nia n'3 'l feg nia Yies
¢. Spec Edus YEs nia g na| g nia Yes
E) Graduation
i Al Ml nia e TES e nia nia
b. LEP nal nia [iE na| [iE nia nia
¢. Spec Educ Ml nia n'3 n'a| n'3 nia nial
7} I thare any rad calla? YiEs EEE na|  Yag Ha e T nia nia Wag nia
8) Did achool make AYF7 Hiz Mo| nfa|  Yes| Mo Vs Ho|  Yas Ho nia Hi Ko
§) "N~ sutfcient for calculations
State=
Bla= 31
a Al 04| Ses nia| See 182] e Ses nia 153 See
b. LEP o3| Naofes nia| Motes n'3 na|  Mofes 133] notes nia 86| Mores
¢. Spec Sdus Below nia| Belaw na| Bsiow Baiow nia 40| Below
" Used WATA TP Detenminanan Crfena--5see M ACCOLME0NT Repart

Created: August B, 2005
Updatea: 0929905
Fl

10of 12
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

NORTHERM PUEELD

1) Participation Rate
a All n/a Lised Lised Lisag Lised Lised Lised
b.LER n'a NAP N (e [JLE] L A
c. Spec Educ n/a AYE AYF AYF AYP AYE AYP
2) Language Aris
a. All nfa| Defermination | Derermination Distzrminanan n | Deemminalion
b LER n/a Criteria Criteris Criterla
c. Spec Educ n/a
3) Reading
a All n/a See NUW See MM See MW S2e NM See NM
b. LERP nfa| Accountapily | Accounfabiy | Accoumtabinty Accounrabivty | Accountabivy
z. Spec Educ n/a Repart Repart Report Repart Report
4) Math
a All n/a
b. LEP nfa
c. Spec Educ n'a
3) Attendance
a All n/a
b. LEP nfa
c. Spec Educ n'a
6) Graduation
a Al na
b. LEP na
c. Spec Educ n'a
7) Is there any red cells? nfa n'a nis nis n'a nia nia
8) Did school make AYF? n'a Mo Tes Na No Na Mo
8) "N” sufficient for calculations
State= L Lk A M1 M Ik
Bla= n'a
a. All n'a See WY See WM See N Ses M4 See WM See MM
b.LEP na| Accouniabimy | Accounfabiy | Accoundabity | AccountsbWiny | AccounfabiRy | Accountabiiy
¢. Spec Edug n'a Repait Repart Repoit Repot Repart Report
Created: AUgus: 5, 2005
Updateo 09N 305
FJ 1of 13
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP

2004-2005
" Usag N AYE Deferminadion Criterig—ses M4 Accounfabity Repart
Crealed: Augus &, 2005
Updateq: 091305
FJ 1of 14
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2003-2004

OKLAHOMA
1) Participation Rate
a Al nia nia n'a ‘fes fes fes
b. LEP nia nia n'a a5 na Yes
z. Spec Educ nia na na ‘fes Es fes
2) Language Arts
a. Al nia nia n'a B5.79 <30
b LEF nia nia n/a =30 nfa =300
z. Spec Educ nia nia n/a =30 <30 =30
3) Reading
a Al nia nia n'a 5738 - na|
b. LEP nia nia n'a <30 nia el
z. Spec Educ nia na n'a <30 <30 n/a
4) Math
a. All nia nia n/a 6452
b LEF nia nia n/a =30 nfa =30
z. Spec Educ nia nia n/a =30 <30 =30
3) Afttendance
a. Al nia nia n'a fes
b. LEP nia nia n'a es
z. Spec Educ nia nia na ‘fes
6) Graduation
a. All nia n'a n'a fes Yes| Yes (75.00)
b. LEP nia n'a n'a na nfal| Yes {28.00)
z. Spec Educ nia nia n'a a5 es
7) Is there any red cells? nia nia n'a No Yes Yes
8) Did school make AYP? nia nia n'a Yes nfa o

9) "N” sufficient for calculations
State=
Bla=
a Al
b. LEF
z. Spec Educ

Created: August B, 2005
Updated: 0929005

FJ
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Version 1.0

% INo 17 February 2006
REWVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005
PARAGDIPIMA
1} Particlpation Rate
a Al See Ve Ve, ES) ES) feE]  Yes| TEE
b LEF s s s s f2E|  Yes e
C. Spec Eoue hi= hi= hi=d hi=d res| Ve YEE
2) Languaga Arte
a Al Nofes | AT does nat e LA AZ does nat e LA AZ does naf use LA AZ goes naf use LA AZ goes not use LA AZ does not use LA
b LEF AF does nat e LA AF does nat wse LA AZ does naf usa LA AZ does naf use LA AZgpesnotuse LA|  «30| AT does maluse LA
. SpecEouc AZ does nat use LA AZ does nat use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ opes notuse LA] <30] AZ does nof use LA
3] Reading
a A Below (3] 25.56, [3] 20.4Z, [0)42.44] |3) 4=2.04; [5) 255, (B)na (2] 54.25, |3) 25.76, (3) 4232 H5}42.40
b. LEF T ATET, 5 ETOT, E S TS [ EETT S 2408 Ejnfa 12 23300 [2) 2703 (5 n'a [3) <40, [5] =40 |§) <40 <3 'l
. Spec Eouc =40 (2] =LD; (5) =40; [8) =40 3] <d00; (5} =40 (&) nia | [3) =40 (5] <20; (8) <40 | [3) <40 [5] =40 (8] <20 <30] (HS) =40
) Math
a Al Fpdaas] AT ET B 1 EE B A0 E] A SEET (R EASET B mfa] 3] 3.ES ) 5T E) 35 0B] (3 50.00; (5) 40.00; (8) 4607 7273
b LEP (314895 (334404 (5] 15.68; [B]47.46] (31487 (5) 19.48; (&1 n'a (32373 [5) 28.73; (3 nfa [3) =40 [5} =40 (5] =40 =30 n'a
C. Spec Eouc =40 (3] =£0; (5) <40; [8) =40 3 =400; () =40; (3 nfa (3] =40 (5] =£0; (8) =40 [3) =40 [5) =40 (5} =40 <3| (HES) =40
5) aftendancs
a Al Vg fEg S5.00 (nereasel]  Yes ]
b LEF Yeg es S0.00 Yeg n'a
. Spec Eouc s es E0.00 s n'a
&) Graduaflon
a Al na na na| nia| 3| na YES
b LEF na na n'a n'a ra 3| n'a
C. Spec Eouc '3 n'a n'a| nig| 3| n'a YEE
7} Ia thare any rad cells? nia| Tag Tag Yag Yag Yes|  Yes fag
B} Did zchool maka AYP7? ¥eg Moy My Ho Ho Ho My 1o
3) "N" suficlent for calculations
Stale=
BlA=
a Al
b LEF 3-yaar average
. Spec Eoue =4[

™ Uiseg AZ AYP Determination Crilens--see AZ ACCounisiNgy Report

Crealed: Augus: &, 2005

Upgateq 1072803

FJ
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17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
200:3-2004

PINE RIDGE

1) Participation Rate
a. All feg fes fes fes
b. LEP ies) es) fes) Fes
c. Spec Educ fies) fes) fes) fes

2) Language Arts

a. All
b. LERP
c. Spec Educ
3) Reading
a. All
b. LEP
c. Bpec Educ
4) Math
a. All
b. LEP
c. Bpec Educ
3) Attendance
a. Al Yes s s fias) es) fes) fes
b. LERP e e Yes ‘feg fes fes fes
c. Spec Educ Fes WEs VeS| ies) es) fes) Fes
6) Graduation
a. All n'a Yes Yes nfa es nia| nia
b.LERP nia es nfa Yes nia| nia
c. Spec Educ nia WEE nia fes) nia nia
7) Is there any red cells? Yes Yes Yes Yas Yes Yes|  Yes
8) Did schocl make AYP? ] Mo Mo Mo N T N
9) "N™ sufficient for caleulations
State=
Bla= a0 a0 a0 a0 A0 A0 30
a. All 138 155 380 135 anz 104 T8
b. LERP 138 155 324 139 234 108 T8
c. Spec Educ 36 33| 80| 49| Tic |

Creaied; Augusl B, 2005
Updated: 10004405
FJ 10f 17
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

PORTLAND
1) Particlpation Rate
a Al
b LEP
¢. Spec Educ
2) Language &Arts
a A S096| 70.54| 30.58 a5 has WA does nol wse LA 5063 [iEH]
b.LEP nal n@a| =30[ suppled SUppiied Wi does not vse LA nal supphed
c. Zpec Educ =301 =30| =30 aritten writlen WA aoes not use LA 417 writhen
3) Reading
a Al 62 7S| &7.44| 3612 repoT repait (4} 25; (T) 25 [10) O 58.90 rept 4386 53.30| S0E3 5343
o LEP nal  nE| =30 on on nia na an [E] na
c. Spec BEduc <30| <30 =30 AYP AYP nia 16.67 AYFP 11.76 18.73
) Weath
a Al S0.98[ 70.54] 42,45 nof achieved | nof achieved 65438 achieved
b LEP nal nial =30 by by n'a nia by
¢. Spec Educ 30| =31| =30 schao! SERa n/a| EEEE] schao!
5) attendanca
=R 9200) 90.50f es n'a niE feg nia nz]  ves[  veg] b
o LEP nal  nE|  Yes '3 nia nia na nia n'a|  ves E) 5
C. Spec Educ 2300 5703 ves nia nia nial TEE nia na|  ves| vag ras|
&) Graduation |
a Al Yes| Yes| na na nia nia na ma SE53|  Yes na v
b LEP nal nfal na ria nial n'a na nia wa| “Yes ria nia|
¢. Spec Educ | Yes| nig n'a niE nia na nia 5000 Yes nia b
7] Iz thera any red cella? Mol Ho|  No n'a niE g Hi nia Mo  Yes| Yae Hio
8) Did school make AYP? Yes| Yes| Yes Ho| Ho Yag Yeg Yag i) o] Ny Yag
) "N~ sufficlent for calculationa
Slate=
Bla=
a Al Sae WA See WA Condidence Ineral Us
o LEP Accountabiy | Accounfahilty
¢. Spec Educ Repart Repot

Creaied: August B, 2008
Updateq: 120505
Fd 10f 1B
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17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

ROSEBUD
1) Participation Rate
a. All fes) nia Fes
b LEP Yes nia Wes
z. Spec Educ fes) nia Fes
2) Language Arts
a. All 5025
b. LEF B2.50
z. Spec Educ 21.14
3) Reading
a. All 61.32
b. LEF B2.50
z. Spec Educ 1428
4) Math
& All A5.55
b. LEF B5.50
c. Spec Educ 35.7D
3) Attendance
a Al Yes nia =
b LEP Yes nia =
z. Bpec Educ fes) nia Yes
B) Graduation
a. All Fes) nia Fes
b. LEF fes) nia Fes
z. Spec Educ Yes nia Wes
7) Is there any red cells? Mo nia Yes
8] Did school make AYP? Tes nia Mo
8) "N” sufficient for calculations
State=
ElA=
a. All
b. LEF
c. Spec Educ

Created: August 5, 2005
Updates: 0&H 305
= 1
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

SACRAMENTO

1) Participation Rate
a Al Based fes fes fes
b.LEP on nia nia es
c. Spec Educ bath Yes es es

2) Language Aris

State=

Bla=

a. Al

b.LEF

c. Spec Educ

a. Al tha

b. LEF SCRooi

¢. Spec Educ nairative =40
3) Reading

a. Al and 71.82

b. LEF tha nia

c. Spec Educ number =40
4) Math

a. Al of

b. LEF chiigren

c. Spec Educ schisving =40
3) Attendance

a. Al CroiCiEncy ‘Yes Yes Yes

b. LEF o nia nia Ves

¢. Spec Educ ShovE fes fes hCH
6) Graduation

a Al fes Yes fes

b.LEP nia nia es

c. Spec Educ Yes es es
7) Is there any red cells? nial Yes No Yes
8) Did school make AYP? Yes N Yes Mo
9) "N” sufficient for calculations

Creaied: August B, 2005
Updated: 0631405
FJ
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S0UTH & EASTERN STATES

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Particlpation Rata

ERGU 6] feg Stame Srate StEte
b. LEF e ar ar of
. Spec Educ | fas 145 145 ME
2) Languags Aris
ERCU 71.E3 has /3| has has nas
b. LEP 53,62 suppiad /3| suppiad supoied suppied
¢ Spac Educ EQ.E7 wriiTen /3| WTITEN writan
3) Raading
ERCY 7.61 renot (3-8} 84.92 [3-8) 91.6Z; {10) 34.11 repot repat repaort
b. LEP £3.E2 an [iE an an o1
¢ Spec Educ 5271 AYFE (3-8} 50.54 {3-8] 5882 (10) <30 AYP AYP AYP
4) Matn
ERCY 77 .45 achieved [3-8) 91.41 [FHATTIT0) 2255 achieved achiewed scileved
b. LEP E8.07 By na by by by
o Spac Educ E0.E7| schoal 3-8} 6738 |3-8] 74.51; {10} <30 schoal schoal schood
) &ftandanca
ERCY g nia 6] f2g n'a iE] nia nia
b. LEP g nia /3| n'a iE] E
¢. Spec Educ g nia 6] f2g n'a iE] nia n
) Graduatlon
R 5] nia| [E g n’a| nial E E
b. LEP na nial '3 nia nial na na
C. Spec Educ na nial '3 fEg nia nial na na
7) Iz thera any red cells? Ho| nial Ho| Tag) nia nial na na
&) Did Bchool make AYP? i i Yas M| 5 L] L]
3) "N sufliciant for calculations
Slabe=
SlA=
a. &l Ses ME Ses M5 Ses M3 See ME
b. LEP ACCOUTRE LY 1 Accountatitly | Accounfshity | Accownfstwiny | Accounfahilty
C. Spec Educ Report Report Repart Repor

Created: August 8 2005
Updates: 10/19/05
=
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Version 1.0
17 February 2006

S0UTH & EASTERHN STATES

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Particlpafion Rats

a. &l Stare Stare Slate
b. LEP of af af
©. Spec Educ M3 M3 MS
2) Languags Arts
a. &l has
b. LEP suppied
©. Spec Educ winEn
3) Raading
a. Al repart repart repot
b. LEP an an an
©. Spec Educ AYP AYF AYP
4) Math
a. Al achieved achieved achisyed achieved
b. LEP by by by
©. Spec Educ schoal schoal schoo!
) Attendanca
a. Al nia na a
b. LEP n na a
©. Spec Educ na a
&) Graduatlon
a. Al ia n'a f'a
b. LEP na a
©. Spec Educ na a
T} le thera any red cella? I na a
§) Did schaol make AYP? Yes Yed Yes
3) "N guticiant for calculations
Slate= M3 M3 M3
SlA=
a. &l See MS See MS See MS
b. LEP CoounfahiNty coouwtsbNTy | Accounfabily | Accountstimy
C. Spec Educ RepoT Repor! Repart

Created: August B, 2005

10of 22




NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

SOUTHERN PUEBLD
1) Participation Rate

ah = [ Liszd [ Lised Lis=d Lisag! [ Lisag
b. LEP Mt N Mt N Mt N ML ML N
c. Spec Educ AYP AYP AYPR AYP AYP AYP AYP AYP AYE
2] Language Arts
ah Distermination Distermination Dietermination | Determination | Determination
b. LEP Criteria Critera Criteria
c. Spec Educ
3) Reading
af See See N4 2ee N See See M4 See M4 See N
b. LEP Accounishity | Accounrahity | Accountsbly | Accountabity | Accounrshiity | Accounfaody | Accountsodny | Accountapity
c. Spec Educ Repon Repoit Rapor Repoit Report Report Report Report Repart
4) Math
a A
b. LEP

e

c. Spec Educ
5) Attendance

ah

b. LEP

c. Spec Educ
6) Graduation

af

b. LEP

c. Spec Educ
7] Is there any red cells? n'a nia na n'a n'a nia nia nia na
8) Did school make AYFP? Mo No No No Mo Mo Mo Mo Yes
9) "N" sufficient for calculations

State= Tk k] Hr M ML A A Tk el
BlA=
a A Seg Wi See NAY Sea Mg Sea Mg Sea N
b. LEP Accountabity | Accownshity | Accounrabiby | Accoundsediny | Accountaniy | Accounrabiby | Accountzedity | Accowntsoany | Accountapity
c. Spec Educ Rapor Report Report Report Report Repor Repor Repor Repart
" Used Nid AYP Defermination Crirens--sse MM Accouniabiiny Repar
10f23
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NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

STANDING ROCK

1) Participation Rate
a. All feg fes hi-H ‘fes
b. LEP s Yes fes RCH Yes
c. Spec Educ s Yes RCH Yes
2) Language Aris
a. All
b. LEP
¢. Spec Educ
3) Reading
a. All
b. LEP
c. Spec Educ
4) Math
a. Al
b. LEP
c. Spec Educ
3) Attendance
a. All fes fes fes es fes
b. LEP feg fes hiCH hi-H ‘fes
¢. Spec Educ fes) Yes Yes) Yes) Vs
6] Graduation
a. All nia n'a Yes nfa na
b. LEP nia n'a s nia na
c. Spec Educ nia n'a fes nfa na
T) Is there any red cells? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
8) Did school make AYP? Na Mo Na Ma Mo
8] "N” sufficient for calculations
State= . ... .. |
Bl&= 30 30 ao a0 a0
a. All [i]] 38 148 234 o4
b. LEP 45| =30 g4 234 62
¢. Spec Edus [ = =30 41 5 |

Crealed: August &, 2005
Updated: 0990305
=l 1of24
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Version 1.0
17 February 2006

TURTLE MOUNTAIN

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Parficipaflon Rats
a. Al Y ES] YES fag] W25 = 6]
b. LEP s YES e WEE = 3|
C. Spec Educ Yes Yes reg Yas5 Yes 6|
2) Language Arts
a. Al MO O0ES NOr use LA MO (0ES NoF Use LA MDD J0es mafose LA N oges nof use LA WO J0Es Nt Use LA D goas nof Use LA
b. LEP MO o0ss not use LA MO (0es nof use LA MDD Joas marose LA N oges ot use LA MNO doss nof use LA MWD goas naof pse LA
[+] EF‘EE Educ MDY o0es nof use LA MO aes nof use LA MO Joes marose LA ND azes ot wse LA MO does nof use LA MD goas naf Use LA
3) Raading
a Al F %) £0.00; |5 50.00; [12] 6000
0. LEF (2] =10 () 714 2)" (8) " (12} 0.00 | omal sl iifn
. Spec Educ | {4} =10; {E} =10 {4} (8) " (12} 0.00
4) Math
a. Al (4] 33.33; (8] 37-50: (12) 500
b. LEF [£) " i§) " (12) 0.00
. Spec Educ [ [4) <10; {E) =10] [4) " (3) " (12} 0.00
5) attandanca
a. Al Fag b FES
b. LEP Fag n'a Yes
©. Spec Educ Yeg Yes YES|
&) Graduation
a. Al '3 b= n'a
D. LEF '3 n'a n'a
[+ SF‘EE Educ n'a n‘a n'a
7) |2 thera any red cella? Yag fag ] L
&) Dld school make AYFY Hol B iz Ho
3) "N sufflclant Tor calculailons
Stake= MO=us2E a formula MO=us2E & Tomula NO=L=E5 3 "o MNO=uses 3 fonmu MO=us2E a Tormiula WI=uses 3 fonmu
SlA=
a &l 18 * N Blz2 1o small * M 5iz2 oo small "™ gize 100 Gmal 07 137
b. LEP 14 far accurata for azcurata for acourate 13 n'a
©. Spec Educ calkculation calzulation calculation 32 S
Crealed: Augus? 8, 2005
Updateg: 120505
A 10025
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TURTLE MOUNTAIN

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

1) Parficipatlon Rats r
a Al e 25 Y2
o. LEP YES ¥ag
& Spec Educ Tes f28 W25
2) Languaga Aris
a Al ND soes nofuse LA| WD ooes nof use LA MO Joes nalf Use LA
o. LEP HD does nof use LA MWL goes not wsa LA MDD gges naf use LA
o Spac Educ WD C0gs nofuse LA| WD 0oes nal use LA MO J0e5 naruse LA
5) Raading
a. Al [£) 4286 (8)20.00; (12} n'3
o. LEP (4} nia; (8] e |4 20000; (8) BS.71; (12} n']
¢ Spac Educ [4] 0.00; (Byn/a] (4} 33.33; (5) 100.00; {12) N
£ Math
a. Al (4} 7200 (8) 33.53 |4) TE.ST, (8) EO.OD; (12} n'y
bo. LEP (£) 40000 (8) 85.71; (12} n'3
o Spac Educ (4} nia; (8] e 4] 8333 75.00; (12} n']
5) attandancs
a. Al
o. LEP
. Spec Educ
&) Graduation
a Al na na n/a
b. LEP na n nia
. Spac Educ na na n/a
7) Iz thera any red cella? Yes Tag Y88
) Dia achool make AYP? Ho Yag Ho)

3} "W =ufficiant for calculations
State=
BlA=
a. Al
o LEP
. Sp=c Educ

MO=useE a formula

NI=uzes a farmu

NO=uzes a farmulay

Crealed: August B, 2005
Updated: 120505
FJd
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WESTERN MaVAJD

REVIEW SHEET FOR AYP
2004-2005

r)

** Littie Singer indicaled hey wanied to use AZ criera--hey old not submit neaded info.

Crealed: August &, 2005

Upoateo: 1072505

FJ

1or27

BlA Interim critara was used. Sch must rpt per AZ requirsments beginning 3 2005-2001

1) Farticipation Fate
A A fig| | |
b LEF [IE] 6| 26 26|
C. Spec Eoug | Ve 6| na 26|
2) Languags Arte
a Al AZ ooes not use LA] AF goes nof usa LA AZ does nof use LA AZ gdoes nof use LA na AZ pos not use LA
b. LEF ] AZ goas noduse LA| AZ goes nof usa LA AF doas nof usa LA AZ goas nof use LA '3 AZ doss not use LA
c. Spec Eouc [ =2r] AZ goes not use LA|  AF goes not usa LA AZ dioes not usa LA AZ does nof use LA na AZ doss not use LA
3] Reading
A Al na] [3) 49.1; (5] B21Z [E) 4627, [H] 17.50
b LEF (5] =400 (5] =40 nia [3) 3750, [5) =A0; (5] =4L; {H} =20
¢. 3pec Educ [ =20] [3) <4l [5] =4I0; (5] =20] <4 |3} =20 {5} =20 (B} =20 [3) =4 [} =4l (B} =D '3 Al (5] <£0; {8) <40; (H] =1
ETE
a Al [} 30.00; [5) 35.59; (5} 43.69 [H)3258| (3) 32.38; {5} :4.6Z (B} 40.04 [3] 21.3€; {5) 42.8€; [B) 20 hT]
b. LEF nal ETE [T =40, (3] =40 A0 [S13EET B)31.A7 35112 LR BRI na
C. Spec Educ [ =30] [3) =4l {5} =4L; (5} =20 =41 [3] =40 (3] =£0; (B} =40 [3) =40 (3} =40 (B} =40 na
5) Aftendancs
A Al Y (22.00)] s g5 (30,1 s (23] n'a Yes]
b. LEF g (33.00) ‘Yag Yes (90, 1 na =
C. Spec Edug na =
&) Graduation
L. LEP [IF] i) YeE nia [IF] na Yes (S0.0D)
c. 3pec Enuc nva nia Yeb nia nva na 0.00
7} I8 thare any rad cells? ] s Ho Yig ] na ied
) Did school maka &YP7 My Ny i) Ho Ho na My
3) "W" sufliclent for calculations
Stale= AF=dq0
Blé=
a Al Bazed 41
b LER oN yEAT 3-yT AVErAge
C. 3pec Enuc AVErage =4
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REVIEW SHEET FOR AYF

2004-2005

WESTERN MaVaJD

1) Participation Rats
A Al fEg veg| nia WEs Es 25
b. LEF = ves] nia = 25 =
. Spec Edug e veE] nia WEd res| | 26
2) Languaga Arts
a Al FAES] na AT 0ogs nof use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ goes nof use LA
b. LEF nia FEE] na AZ 00Es nof Use LA AZ goes nof usa LA AZ 0085 nof use LA
. Spec Educ [ <30 5284 na AT 0oes nof Use LA AZ gdoes not use LA AZ goes not use LA
3} Reaging
a. Al nal na I3y =40 [3) 6L 56 (3p 4147 [3) 38.52; [5) 41.25; (3) 43.06
b. LEP nia nal na 73] <40 (5) <40 (3) <40 I {E) =40 [3) 39.1%; (5) na; [B)mfa
c. Spec Eouc | <31 nal nia (3] =40; (5] -=40; {8) =40 [3) =40; [5) =4[ (E] <20 [5) =40 {B) =40 | |3} =40 [5) =4I |E) =40
&) Maih
aA 77| WA [3)47.50 (5} 45,50, [5) 42.00 | [3) £6.29, [5) 2221, (B) 24.29] [3) 27.94; [5) 22.09, (5) JA.62 [3) 50, [5) 2220, (3) 48,31
b. LEF nia I7| nia (31 =40; (5)=40; (8) =40 | [3) 5526, (3) 3647, (314592 (3) =40 {5} =407 (B =40 na; (B) nia
©. Epec Eoue | 1] 41.18] nia (3] =20 (5] =40, (8] =40 [3) =400 [5) =4[ (B} =0 [3) =40 |5} =40 (B} =21 A0 (B} =£0
5) &ftendancs
a Al fES e T WES 25 25 25
b. LEF = veg] nia Ve 25 Y25 =
. Spec Educ fES) = VES 25 25 25
&) Graduation
a Al nia| na] nia na nia nia nia
b. LEF nia| nal na na nia nid nid
. Spec Educ nia nal nia n'a nia nia nia
7 I8 thare any rad calle? Yag) of na Ho Wes g g
B} Did gchool maks SYP7? Mo vaB]  nia ¥ag N Ho| Ho|

3) “N" suliclent for calculatlc
State-
it
a M
b.LEP
. Zpec Educ

™ Lite Singer indicale:

iCrealed: Augus: B, 2005
Upgatea 1072505
FJ
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BILLINGS CENTR&
COMPLETE -
AYP x
REVIEW E (e £ E
E B L]
=2 =] E =
] = B E B
= o B 5 |@
S i |3 2 g =% |3
] E _ = @ ® i 3 o _
£ i, i3 . : 82 93
i |32 1K : § 13 |3
@ |=r & g o o [5] ] A E
1) Particlpation Rate
a Al na Yes|  Yeb YES| Yes| Yes|  Yes Ve
b LED na ¥as Y5 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
¢. Spec Educ rna Yes|  Yes YES YES YES Yes5
2) Language &ris
a Al nia| Language As | E1.07 AZ DOES NOF U5 LA AZ 00es nof use LA AZ does not wse LA AZ ages not wse LA
b LE® na nat AYP nia AZ C0ES NOF Uise LA AZ 00ES nof use LA AZ does not wse LA AZ goes not use LA
¢. Spec Educ na Inaicaior =30 AZ does nof use LA AZ does not use LA AZ does not wse LA <30 AZ does nof use LA
3) Reading
a Al () 54.76; [5) 38.18; (8) 32.43
b. LED (3} =40; (5) <41 (3) {3) 56.10; [5) 3725 13) 4B.57, (5) 5.66;(8)47.62
.. Spec Eous na C'-.E9| =30 (3] =d0; (5] =20 (3} -=43| [3) =40; (5] =40; (8) <40 [3) =40; (5] =40; (8) =40
4) Math
a. All [3)83.33 [5) 63.84; (51544 [(3) 13,15 [5) 23.91;(8) 25.00
bLER (3] =40; [5) <40 | [3) 82.93; (5) 62.75; (3) 53.47 [3) 17.78; [5) 32.0%; (5) A.03
¢. Spec Educ n'3| 3_:|:|| <30 {3} =d0; (5) =20 (3} -:4:| [3) =dD; {5} =40; (8) <40 [3) =d40; {5} =40; (8) <40
5) Atendance
a Al a5 Yes) Yes) ves|  Yes| Yok [32.56)|
b LE® 25 YEE YES VER YES Y26 (32.5E)
c. Spec Educ Yeg YES YES =4[ YES
&) Graduation
a Al R na E] nia n'a nia
b LE® REE na na nia n'al nia
c. Spec Educ Y5 na n'a nia i n'a
T) Iz thera any red cella 7 rna Yo ] Yes Yes Yag L] KEL]
) Did echool maks AYE? na Ho Yag Hao Hao Mo Mo Ny
3) "N™ sufflcient for calculations
Siate= AZ=40
Bla=
aL All Sased Saged Baged on
b LE® an 3-year an 3-year 34T aNETAgE
c. Spec Educ BVETA]E Feerage (5]
Created: August &, 2005
Updaten: 120505
FJ 10f 29
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% INo 17 February 2006
L HAVEND CHEYEHWME RIVER
COMPLETE
AYP & Eﬂ
REVIEW = = 2 E
= E’ = = L
= B2 a3 ) 5 E g
= w [} =
E 2 E 2 4 s g g
o = [ & = i_ i, |9
3 i | ; H 58 53
= =z |& [ i 54 (23 [8 [=
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a All Yes| Yes iz “rzs] B ves| Yes| Yes] es
b. LEP Yes| Yes na Y| ves| Ves| Yes[ Yes| Yes
c. Spec Educ ves| YeE nia ves|  Wes| Wes[  Ves[  es
2) Language Aris
. Al AZ 00ES nof Use LA nl AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA
b LEP AZ does not use LA fiE AZ goes mot use LA AZ does not use LA
C. Spec Educ AZ doesnofwse LA| <10 na AZ dges nof use LA AZ does notf use LA
3) Reading
a All [HS) 27.42 See Progress (3) 41.26; (5) 32.85; 8] 32.67, {HE) 51.12
b LE® on DIBELS (3] 40.32; [5) 22.03; (&) 25.33; (HS) 47.62 34.62
.. Spec Eouc {HS) =40 Resding Assmi [3) =40 (5} =d0; (B] =40 (HS) <40 [3) =40; {5} =d0; (8] =40 [HE] <40
4) Math
. Al [HS) 17.38 nia (3} 43.63; [5) 32.32; (3) 36 46, (H5) £0.62 5603 65.59
b LEP (H5) 1738 i3 (2} 44.58; [5) 31.25; (3) 35.85; (HE) £6.34 5603 4E.15
C. Spec Eous {HS1 =43 =10 fa (31 =40 (5] =40; (E] =40 [HS) =40 [3) =40; (5] =40; (8] =40; [HE] =40 2800 S1.72
5) Attendanca
3 Al nal  ves YEs i) wes (901 Yes| Yes| ves[ es
b. LEP na|  Yes Yes fis) ves (30| Yes| Yes| Yes| Yes
c. Spec Educ na|  Wes Yies =40 Mo (371 Yes| Yes| ves[ es
&) Graduation
3 Al na n fE| Mo (67)  ves| niE|  ves YES
b LEP i fifE a5 nia Yes na Yes Yes
C. Spec Educ na na =4 ma]  Yes| nE| Ve YES
7] 1= thera any red cella? Yes niE fag [ED ves| Yes|[ Yes Ho
) DId echoo maka AYE? Hix Ho Ho Mo Mo Ho Ho Ho Yas
3) "N~ sulflcient for calculatlons
State=
Bl&=
a All Saged
b. LE® an 3-year
c. Spec Educ AVETE]E

Created: Augusl B, 2003

Updateq: 1210305
FJ
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CROW CREEK/LOWER BRULE]
COMPLETE E 3
AYP g
REVIEW _ & &8 -
g |3 i |2
= E & E
B 5 (&
z g E |® § 8
s8la |&¥ (23
1) Particlpafion Rafte
a Al Yeg|  YeE]  Yes]  Yee
b LE® Yes|  Wes|  Yes|  Yag
C. Spec Eouc Yes|  Yes|  Yes|  YeE
2) Language &ris
a Al .04 7424 5169 S99
b LED e mtas] a0 =2
£. Spee Educ <i0]_4167 -:quh
3) Reading
a Al BRI EER
b LE® 3560 e0.00] =40 <20
£. Spec Eguc =10]_33.33 -:auh
4) Math
a Al 6265 7576 E2.85] 55.23
b LED 5275 6389 =40 =20

. Spec Eduz

€

=10{ 41.67 =40

5) Attendanca

a Al Yeg|  es|  Yes| s
L. LEP ves|  ves|  ves|  ves
C. Spec Eouc Yes|  ves|  ves| e
&) Graduaticn |
a Al vzs]  na]  ves] e
b. LEP veg| il ves]  nal

. Spec Eouc

Yeg '3 ¥e5 ¥es|

T) I& thers any red cella 7

Ho Ho Mo Yag

B) DId schoo maks AYF?

ag ag Wag Ho

g) “N* sufflciant for calculationg
Sale=
Bla=

a All

b. LEP
. Spec Eouc

Created: Augusl B, 2005

Updateq: 120305
FJ
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EASTERH HAVAJD
COMPLETE . E _
AYP - = =
REVIEW J: - - g é 2|2 7 5 5 E
3 5 8 53 £ it ‘ g g 3
S B B 1 B TR ; :
23 E = ﬁ LR E 2 ) -+ = E
= o W 0 — =3 5B |= o ] ] B 7]
5 8 a8 ZEB & % = B B i
i ik 3 2 15 |3 5 2 : £5
ﬁ E & 7] B 1} ‘n .E -]
a oo & oo @ |do X | = = o
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a Al Lised Lised Uised Lisad g Lised The Lisad LUised Lisad Lizad
b LER it (5 N N TEE| N n N [T [T WAF
¢. Spec Educ AYP AYP AYP AYP ‘r’ss| AYP af AYF AYP AYF AYP
2] Language are
2 Al Deferminafion | Defermination Determination 18 Deferminanon Dereming
b LER Cril is Criteria
C. Spec Educ <30 oo
1) Reading
a All See MW See Nid See MW smal See N See MW See NW
b LER 1 Accouniailly | AccoumEinty | Accouniailiny far Accoumiaiiy Accouniailly | Accouniaimy
C. Spec Educ Report Repart Repo Report =30 Repo panticipation Report Report Repart
4) Math
2 Al rate
b LER calcuistians.
C. Spec Educ =30
5) Attendanca
3 Al 26| Also problem
b. LEP ¥ag| with
C. Spec Educ e amendence
&) Graduation
2 Al '3
b LER na
C. Spec Educ 3|
T) Iz thera any red cella? na wa nia ] Yag [l n'a nia na n'a n'a
) D1d achoo maka &YPF W Ho Fa8 Ho Ho Ko Hoy 140 Mo M Ho
3) "N™ sufflciant for calculatlons
Sale=
Bla=
a All See MW See Mild See Sea MUY Sae MM See MW
L. LEF Accounialilly | Accouniabnny Notes Accoumiatiily | Accounfabity | Accountabily | Accoumdatimy
C. Spec Educ Report Repart RepoT Abave Report Repart Report FRepart
Creafed: August &, 2005
Updated: 1200505
FJ 1of 32
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COMPLETE
AYP = E
REVIEW E b z
] x
ﬁ e 5 E § g £ L
ER - 2 0 E i &
[ 38 ] x 2 s 3 bt
i iE 5 58 g 3 §
i Ep 2 E @ 3
[ | - 'S =2 E =
£0 2 [ (=5 = (7]
1) Particlpailon Rate
a Al Lized Used Lised Lsad Lised Lised 2]
b LEP Mg '] WA [T Mg [T reg
C. Spec Eouc AYP AYP AYP AYP AYP AYP i
2) Language &ris
a Al Defermingfion | Determinaiion | Defermingdfion | Deferminadion | Defermination | Detenminalion AZ 00ES Rt use LA
b. LE® Crilens Criena Crens Criteria Crilens Critania AZ ooes not use LA
c. Spec Educ AZ 00835 not use LA
3) Reading
a. All See N See NM See N See N Ses N
b. LER Accountabitly | Accounfabity Accountabity | Accountabilly | Accounfabilty (3] 29.07, [5) 21.31; (8] 14.23;{H) <40
c. Spec Educ Repart Raport Repoit Repart Report | (3} =40; (5] =4[ (8] <£0; (H) =20
4) Math
. All |3 25.58; [9) 32.22; (8) 28.£7, [H) 26.47]
b LE® |3) 25,81 {5} 35.59; (8) =d0; {H) =0
¢. Spec Eouc (&) =40; (5] =40 [8) =20 [H) =]
5) Attendanca
a. All ¥ag
b LER YEE
c. Spec Educ g
&) Graduation
a All
b LEP ¥es (50.00)
c. Spec Educ ]
7) 1= thers any red cella? '3 nia E nia nia| n'a e
8) Dld achool maks AYET Ho Mo Ho Ho N Mo Ho
3) "N™ sullclant for calculations
State= 15 MR L] L] MR L] AZ=d40]
Bla=
a All See MUY See Mild Sea hld See MUY Ses M Basad
b LED Accouniabiity Accounizhifty | Accouniabily | Accounialdily | Accounfshifty on 3-year
¢. Spec Educ Repart Report Repoit Repart Report Fverage
Created: August 9, 2005
Updated: 1290505
10f 33
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17 February 2006

FT APACHE
COMPLETE
AYP
REVIEW g §
: :
-
£ v
L3 g
58 £
1) Particlpation Rafte
a Al [ YES
b. LEP Yes
C. Spec Eow YES
2) Language &ris
a Al AZ ooes nof Use LA AZ does not use LA
b LER AZ D0Es nof Use LA AZ does not use LA
. Spec Educ AZ does nof use LA AZ does not use LA
3) Reading
a Al [3) £0.00; [5) 50000; (3) 3289 (3} nf& (5) nfa;(8) 3333
b LE® (3) =£D; |5) 30,00 (8] 3125 {3} nfa; (5) nia; (8} 30,63
C. Spec Eoug (3] =40; 5] =20 (8) <40 [3) na; (5] nva; (B =40
4) Math
a. Al [3)4E.33 [5) 38.44; (815213 (3} nfa [5) nia; () A1
b LE= 3] =407 {3) <0; (5} £3.18 (3} nfa
. Spec Educ (3} =d0; [5) =20 [3) <40 [3) nia; (5) n'a; (B =40
5) Attendance
a Al YES
b. LEP YES
C. Spec Eoug
&) Graduation
a Al nia n'a|
b LER n'a e
c. Spec Educ 1] '
7) 1= there any red cella? Yes Yes
B Dld echool maks &YPF Hao No
3) "N™ sufflclent for calculations
Sidte= AZmd ] Ar=E]
BlA=-
a All Sazed Bazed on
b LER on 3 year I-yr average
C. Spec Educ Fvarage =il

Crealed: Augus: &, 2005
Updaiea: 1200505
FJ 10f 34
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FT DEFIANCE
COMPLETE ]
AYP £ " E g 2
REVIEW - g |z - a 3 ] = _
= = E -
e e : SR8 218 |2 ils 2|2
c¥ e : Al | |3 3 [z |B[E 8 [
& é g a2 £ o & =z = w E =7 -
i3 = F Elsz(d |# g8z |& |3 |28(3 |3
g i B i E1E |3 §lr |:[E2lF |5
58 |3 2 5 12138 |8 |85 8 [E|Ec|E |B
1) Particlpailon Rate
a All Liszd Lised Yes| Yes[ nfa]  Yes| ey Yes| Yes| Yes Yies| Wies|
b LER Mt WA ves| ves| ma|  ves|]  es Yes|  Yes| Yes VS eS|
C. Spec Educ AYP AYE eS| mal  ves|  es ves| Yes| Yes Yes|  Ves VeS|
2) Language Aris
a Al Deferminalion | Deferminatian AZ does nof use LA H2106 AZ does nof use LA
b LEP Criterls Criteris AZ does nof use LA SE.00 AZ does not vse LA
C. Spec Educ AZ does nof use LA 57.14|  «=40| AZ does nof wse LA
3) Reading
a Al Zas N See N (3) 4£.30; (%) 45.16; (8] 41.38 (3} 87.50; (5) 70.43
b LER Accounfzhifty | Accourdaniny (5] 48,74, (8] 35.48 (3] B4.27, (5) nia
. Spec Educ Raport Repait (3} =40; (5] =400 (3] 40| =30 n'3| =30 <3| =30 =30 =30 <40 |31 =20; {5} =40
4) Math
a Al (3) S6.96; (5) 41.94; (8) 4713 TE.15 {3} 88.21; {5} 68.65
k. LER [3) SE.16; (5) 384T, (3) 43.55 GE.OD {3} 87.92; (S n'a
. Spec Eouc (3} =40; (5] =40 [3) =40 5143 <4] |31 =20 (5) =40
5) Attendance
a Al ves| ves| nal  ves]  ves ves| ves| wes| nia] ves| ves Vs
b LER ves| ves| na|  ves]  ves wves|  ves|  wes| nia] ves|  es VES
C. Spec Educ ves| ves| ma|  ves]  ves wes|  ves| wes| nia] ves| Yes Vs
&) Gracuation
3 All na|  na| na n'a n'a nia nia| EEREE ] e
b LEP ' nal nia n'a n'a OTF] TF] wa| nia nia fa n'a
C. Spec Educ ng| na| ng [E [ nia nia| EIEEEE nig| il
T) Is thers any red celle? iE] [[E] ves| v¥es| ma]  Yes| es ves| Yes| Yes| nfa] Mo| Yes Mo
B) DId school maks AYP7 Hi N Ho Ho| n'a M| Hioj Mo Ho Ho| nial Yea Ho b))
3) "N™ sufficient for calculations
State=
BlA=
a A&l See NUY
b LER Accounfahify | Accouniabily
C. Spec Educ Report Feport

Created: Augusi B, 2005
Updateq: 12003505
FJ
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HOPI
COMPLETE
AYP =
REVIEW _ 3 g E
E = — < uh E
T i3 § E 5
a iz £ ]
£ = a E =
3 g = -
i i B
I 'E o x = .§ E
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a Al Vs Yes|  Yes| Yes ECE
b LER YEE| Yes|  ves| Yes TES
¢. Spec Educ Yes Yes| Yes| Yes Yes
2) Language Arie
a All AZ loes not use LA AF does nof psa LA | 54.55] TE.12| AZ does nod use LA
b LER AZ does not wse LA AZ does nof vse LA| S8.82 nia| AZ ooesnol vse LA
C. Spec Eouc AZ does not use LA AFdoesnofpse LA| <30 <10| AZ goesno use LA
3) Reading
a. All [8) 45.87; (H) 52.69) [3) 72.52; (5] B0.E7; (E) EQ.SEH 71.64 (&) T2.90; (5} 56.23
b LEP {B) =40; (H] =40 { A0 5862 il (3] ma;
€. Spec Educ [8) SE.14; [H) 45.15 [3) <40; (5} =40; (8] =a0] <30] <iD [3) =20; |
4) Math
a All [8) 26.44; (H) 4£.09 [3) £5.18; {5) B0.E7; (E) 67.9 &0.61| 7210 (2} TH.57; (5} 60.94
b LER [8) E&5.00; (H} =40 =d40]; (B} =40 S8.82 nia (3] n'a;
C. Spec Educ {8) 43,00 (H) 29.00 =d0; i8] =4l <30] <10 |3 =20 (5) =40
5) AHendance
a All YEs) Yes|  Yes| Yes hi=
b LER Yeg) Wes|  Yes| Yes hi=
C. Spec Efduc = Yes|  ves| ves YES
&) Gracuation
3 Al Yies) nal  mia|  mig na|
b LER Vs IEEEEEE iE
C. Spec Eouc YEE| IR REE i
7) Iz thera any red celle? Ho Ho 0 No 0
8) DId schod maka &YF7? L] WaB| YeB| Yes hi]
) "N™ sufficient for calculations
Sake=
Bl4=
a All
b. LEP am 3-year

c. Spec Educ

FVarage

Created: August B, 2005

Updated: 1290505
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MINNEAPOLIS
COMPLETE
AYP = = g
REVIEW ] 2 3 - . 3 8|2 .
§ ; i |BE |53 2 : |- &
T s |33 |23 i s (82 s
g ] 3 s ' =] = EH g
2% (9 2% g5 |23 33 LEREE £ 3
238 |d 23 (23 |23 23 23 |36 23
1) Particlpafion Rate
a Al | Yes]  Yes[  Yes ras] s Yes]  Wes
b LER Sea YES YES YEE g Yes| Ses Yag Yag|
2) Language &rs
a Al n'a] 6323 na] =0 gges notuse LA na i3 nia
b. LER A nial <30 nia| S0 dges notuss LA nal A nia n'a
.. Spec Eouc n'a <50 n'a SO does nof e LA nia nia| nia|
3) Reading
a All [2-yr awear) Tl EH
b. LER Repart { { 'd Repart <40[  =ap)
C. Spec Eouc [3) =41; (5} =40; (7] =40; (1) =40 (3] =40; (5] =40; {7} =40; {10} =40 =40|  =a0|
4) Math
. All |3 56.67, (o) 42.66; (7] 29.03; (10} 16.52 3y 46.15; [5) 20083 [7) 18.52; (10} 20.08 57.1 4906
b LEP Cand 13} 30.23; {5} =d0; (7] =40; {10} <40} 0ynig Cand =40 =40
¢. Spec Educ [3) <40; (5] <40; (7] =40; [10) =40} {3) =400; (5] <40; (7} <40; (10} =40 <a0[  =ar
5) Atendance
a All YES hi=1 Yab
b. LER YEs Vs IR
¢. Spec Edug Yes Yes ves| W
&) Graduation
a All YES YR 25| n'a
b. LER Yes na iEE nia
. Spec Eouc YES Yes| Yag n'al
7] Iz thera any red celle 7 i) Yag na Ho|  Tae
B) DId gchool make AYR? Tag Ho|  Yes Ho Mo Ll L] faB Ho

3) "N sufflclant for calculations

State=
Bla=
a All

P M=depandant up

KM=dependent upon sU

b. LEP

. Spec Eouc

Created: Augusl B, 2005
Updateq: 120305
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COMPLETE
AYP - = —
REVIEW g ] f
i (@ 3
iz ;
z |@ =
i3 |2 g
13 |8 5
= =
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a Al F2E] = YEE
b LER El TES E]
C. Spec Eouc T2E] YEs| YEE
2) Language &ris
a Al ] 'al /3|
b LER n/a '3, nia|
C. Spec Educ nia na| nia|
3) Reading
a All E7.00
b. LEP nia n'a /|
C. Spec Emuc | na] =il
4) Math
a All B5.00]  [3) Nia, [5] 1428 [7) 12.50, [10) 14.2%
b LER n/a '3, nia|
¢. Spec Educ <40 B
5) Attendance
a. All hi = YES
b. LEP nia n'a /|
C. Spec Eouc nia T TEE
&) Graduation
a All
b LEP
C. Spec Educ
7} & there any red celle? H YeE Y
8) Dld achool make AYPT g Ho Ho
5) “N* sufflcient for calculatlong
State= 1A=40
Bla=
a Al Two Yeans
b LEP Ciata wsed to

C. Spec Eouc make n=20

Created: Augusl B, 2005
Updateq: 1200305
FJ

1of 38

445



GVENTL

. 824 4
5’? . 1824 t;.g
g -
;n' NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
s L Version 1.0
% INo 17 February 2006
HORTHERN NAVAJID
COMPLETE 3 2 £
£ = -] _
AYP _ - & = _ . _
REVIEW g . g a E |E g |3 ) _
i | |58 5 |3 5 |3 i F Ry § |53
g4 2|3 5 g FolE ¥ [ |[o© E E |Bo
E |3z : |8 415 |3 a_ |2 |54 (5= £z
§ |25 iz gL | e R
& |5 E $ |4 v |3 |8F e |8 e 2 |32 3% 5 |EE
a
5 (23 208 g |2 (23 z |3 88 [ [£8 |8 |58
1) Particlpation Rate
a Al [ g Used Used Yes] e Used YEE Used YEs| Used Used
b LEP Yeg NAY [ n'a n'a N Yes WA Yes i [T
. Spec Eguc AYP AYP eb n'a AYP TEE AYF TES AYP AYP
2) Language &rig
a All 57.00] D=fermination Crefemminanion 95.02] Deferminanan | 63.91] Determination | 50.78] Dederminahion Deleminalion
b LER 52.53 Criterla Criterla n'a n'a Critens 54.93 Criteris 33.16 Criteris Critens
c. Spec Educ <30 [ <2l nid <30
3) Reading
a All See N See N 84.77 Sap N See N Sae MM Sog MM
b. LER Arccountaniity Arccountabiny nial  nva| Accountahiity Accountabitty Accountahiity Accounfzaty
¢. Spec Eoug =3 Repart rRepot | =30]  ma]  Repor <31 Repart Report Repot
4) Math
a Al H o1.45 63.16
b LER n'a n'a G316
c. Spec Educ <30 [ <2l nid <30
5) Attendance
a Al g n'a e YES na|  res|  Yes nia
b. LER g n'a e E YEs na|  ves| ves nia
¢. Spec Eoug g n'a e E YES na|  ves|  Yes na
&) Graduation
a All n'a n'a nfal e na na| ves| na na
b. LER '3 '3 IEEE [E] na| Tes| na na
¢. Spec Edug n'a n'a n'a n/a nia nia Yes| n'a na
7) 1= Thers any red cella? TaE| TEIEE na| Tam Ho na| Ho na| nia] Yes| Yes na| n'a n'a
B) Did gchool maka AYET Ho Hof n'g Yag| Mol Yes Ho| Yes Ho nia Ho Ho Ho| nia Ho
) “N™ sufflcient for calculations
Siate=
B4
a. All ZEE MW SEE MM 3 L See MUY T L SeE M & Sas M
b. LER o] Accountapiy | nda| Accountacity nfa|l  na| Accounmsbity | 138] Accoundatity na| 127 8E| Accounrahity | nia| Accounrahiiy
¢. Spec Eouc Fepart '3 Repart na|  Repot Fepart Gl Report na| FRepot

Creaied: August B, 2005
Updated: 1290505
FJ 10038
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NORTHERN PUEELD

COMPLETE
AYP
REVIEW

San | detonso Day

g
]

Santa Clara Day Schoaol

Sanila Fe Indian Schaol

Tacs Day School

Te Teu Geh Oweengs
Dhay School

1) Particlpailon Rafe

a. All

Lsad

Uised

Used

Lsag

Used

b LEP

WA

N

N

WAL

M

. Spec Eouc

AYF

AYP

AYE

AYF

AYP

2) Language &ris

a. All

Deferminstian

Defermination

Determination

Deferminatian

Determminalion

b LEP

Criteria

Lnvena

niena

e
CirEns

Crifesia

C. Spec Eduz

3) Reading

All

See N

SEe Ml

See N

Ses N4

Accoumda ity

Accountabiy

Accolmds bty

Accainfshiity

a
b LER
C. Spec Eouc

Repaort

Repart

Report

Report

4) Math

All

d
b LEP

L2}

Spec Eduz

5) attendance

a. All

b LEP

.. Spec Eouc

&) Gracuation

a All

b LEP

c. Spec Eduz

T) Iz there any red cella?

na

na

) Did achool maks AYE?

Hio

Ho

5) "N™ sufficiant for calculations

Snale=
BlA=
a All

[ui]

Sea N

el

See

M

See M

MM

Sas Nid

b LEP

Accoumia iy

AGCoUntabiy

Accounfabity

Accolumnia ity

Accotnihity

C. Spec Educ

Repait

Repart

Repoit

Repait

Repor

Crealed: August &, 2005

Updated: 1200505
Fd
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OELAHOMA PAP&AGOY
COMPLETE = - =
YR g |8 |[® z 8 p
REVIEW - i | £ i g
z 4|8 : 3 3
FEIEE |2 - :
EEEIE |5 IZ 5 i H g
slERE [ OE 2 i §3 g
AL E 2 25 :
o [& = & @ o [ A
1) Particlpailon Rate
a All na| n'al n'a Yeg Yes YEB = Yeg Yeg Ye5|
b. LEP rial na[ na]  es e 26| AZ TEE feg reE]
c. Spec Educ EIEEEERE VeS| g AYE fEs 2] r2g]
) Language Aris
a Al na] na] nla] 6573 <30 Defermingtion AZ 00E5 not use LA AZ 00ES NOF USE LA AZ goes nof use LA
b LEP nal n'al n'a =3 fia =3 Criterla AZ goes nof use LA AZ goes nof use LA AZ gges naf use LA
c. Spec Educ nal nal nia]l =30 <30 <30 AZ doss not use LA AZ 00ES Nof USE LA AZ does naf use LA
3) Reading
a Al ria| nial nda| 57.33 na See AT | %) 25.58; [5) 20.42; (8) £44.44 |3) £3.04; (5) 53.54; (3) iz
b LER na| nal nial =30 na| ma| Accouniabity (3] 4785 {5) 2111, E 14 (3] 52T [8) nE
C. Spec Efuc R e Report <4i] {2) =40 [5) <40 [6) <40 {3} <d40; {5} =40 {8) nid
4) Math
a. Al ria| nial rdal 6452 {3} £8.15 |3) 2727 [5) 14.53; (6) 0.2 { 1; (59 25.81; (8} '3
k. LE® na|l n'al n'a =3 ] PEN {3h 48,15 |3) £4.04; [5) 16.68; (B) 47 £E 13 1 19.438; (3] ni3
c. Spec Educ nia| mia| nia]  <30] <30 <30 =41 (3] =40 5) =40; [B) =40 (3] =40, (5} =40 (8] /3
5) Attendance
a Al na| nal nia[  res WEs) g ]
b LER na| nal nial  reg nia| es (97.00) 2§ r2g|
c. Spec Edus na| nal nia[  ves WEs) g |
&) Gracuation
a Al ra| mal nia|  ves ves| ves (75.00) n'a n'a 3
b LEP na| n'al n'a n'a nial ‘es {56.00) n'a n'a n'a
¢. Spec Educ ra| ma| na|  Tes Ves_ E E 3
7) 1= thers any red cella? na| nal n'3 No[  Wes a8 na {CE] V88| a8
B) Dld echool maks AYE? na| nal nial  wes nia Mo Yes Ho Ho Ho|
3) "N™ sufficient for calculations
State=
Bla=
a Al Sased on
b. LE® nal ng I-year average
C. Spec Eouc na| n =30

Created: Augusi B, 2005
Updateq: 12003505
FJ
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PIME PIHNE RIDGE
COMPLETE
AYP g E,.
REVIEW - -
g E i § » .
2 5 X
H E = g g g o E =
E g g 2] [ g o z =
E: i |z 3 2 E |5 |8
0 B 3 52 ] E 2 o u [ E
[ 5 5 1e§ § 5|5 |5 |8 |2 |8
[ 9 =] [y
1) Particlpaflon Rate
a Al = Yes] YEE YeE| e veg]  Yeg|  Yes] Ve
b LE® YES Yes| Yes i3] e fes|  res|  Yes| Yes
C. Spec Eouc YEs| Yes| YeE YeE| e veg|  Yes| Yes| e
2) Language &ris
a All AZ GOES NGt Use LA AZ G0ES nof Use LA AZ Joes nof use LA
b. LE® AZ 005 not ise LA AZcdoesnofuse LA |  <30| AF goes nofuss LA
c. Spec Educ AZ 0085 nof e LA AZcoesnotuse LA| <30 AZ goes nafuss LA
3) Reading
a. Al [3) 5420 5) 26.76; (8) 42.32 [HS) 42.40
b. LER [3) 33.30; |5) 27.0% [B)nia (3] =40; (5) =20; [3) <40] =30 nia
£. Spec Egus | [B} =A0; [5) <4 (3} <4 (3} =40 (5} =40 3] =40] =30 (5] =40

Sate=

Bla=

a. Al

b LE®

. Spec Eouc

Created: August B, 2005

Updated: 1200305
FJ

1) Math
a Al |3) 28.235; (3) 3#0.57; (B) 25.09) [3) 5000 {5) 40000 (3)46.07] 7273
b LES |3] 23.73; [5) 29.75, (B nia 13) =40; (5} <30; 3] 40| <30
. Spec Educ {3} =40; (5] =£0; (&) <40 (3} =d0; (5] =40; [3)=40| =30 [HE]}
5) attendance
a Al SE.0D {Increasel]  Yes nia]  ves| fes] Wes| ‘Yes| ‘es] es] es
b. LEP 2000 es nia| ves| ves|  ves| ves| wes| ves| ves
C. Spec Eouc o0.00|  es nia|  ves| ves| veg| res| es| ‘es| es
&) Graduation
a All /3l na] na veg|  mia] ves]  vee] na] vves] mia] o
b. LEP [IE] nal  na nia]  nfal ag nial  vee|  nfE]  niE
¢. Spec Educ e nE| na Fe5|  ma| e ma| Tes| mwa  na
7] 1= thera any red cella 7 e Tes| TEs ¥es| Tem| Wes| ‘wes| Yes| +ves| vas| ves
8) Did achosd maka AYFP7? Ho Hi N M| Mo Ho| Hiy M| M| L] Mo
3) "N™ sufficlant for calculailong
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FORTLAND ROSEBUD g1
COMPLETE E E .
LYP - _ T g — |=
REVIEW 8 |3 |2 g ¥ Bz ¥ 812 |z (z5(8 |B
i (5 |5 § £ |8 220, (5 [E [8 (32 (5 |3
3 |2 |3 - 5 5 BE (2 |2 |E |2 [E5 |2 |3
i |E_ |3 & 3 g i = 9F 1T |3 |3 5 a8l |¥
B g‘ = = E = v '; E a = 3 9 "g T E k|
332 [ B : 5% |2 ST 9 |z |RElz [BE (2 |E.
s Eolagls 8 B 5 s i le 3 lE5|F (385 |38
o Ok |o = o & & = 2 > = WwE |& [
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a Al Yes|  vee| e Eiate Siate Yes[ Tes) Srale veg|  ves| ves| ves| e ] ¥e=s| Bazed
b. LER E EEE of of TER na of ra| res| ra| ves| veg na| ves[  on
¢. Spec Eoug Yes|  ves|  ves [ [ Tes| Tes WA ves|  tes| ves| Tes| eg 3| ves|  boih
2) Language &ris
a. All 0.8 7054 058 has has WA cossnotuse LA | S0.GE has G2.22| 59.25) n'a the
b. LER n'a na| =30  supposd sugnied WA doss naf use LA na|  suppled nial £2.50 n'a schao!
¢. Spec Eouc =30 =30 =30 wiman waitten WA dossnotuseLA| 417 writTen 25] 21.14 n'a namaEne
3) Reading
a All 6275 67.4d] 3612 reparnt repart (4).25; (7). 25;(10§ 0] 5B.90 repot 43156 5330 50.63] 58.£3] 61.33 n'a
b. LEP '3 nial =30 on on na n'a an na nal  nia| 62.50 '3
C. Spec Eduz =30 =3 =30 AYP AYP na| 1667 AYP =30 25| 11.76| 18.75| 14.28 n'a
4) peath
2 Al 50.23] 70.54] 4245 nofachieves | nofacmeved _ 54.35]  acnisved 7303 5555 nia
b. LER n'a nial =30 [ by nia g by nia| 6550 n'a
¢. Spec Eouc <3| =30 =30 SChoo! SChood na| 3233 schoo! 56.25| 35.70 n'a
5) Attendance
a All G2.00) ©0.50 YEE n'a 1-‘;_ YES n'a ma Yes|  Yes Yes| Yes na] ves| proficlency
b. LEP '3 n'al  eg '3 nia na n'a n'a nal  ves| nia|  nia| veg i3] ves| ar
¢. Spec Eoug o300f 7o ves '3 nia na|  es| n'a nia|  ves| ves|  ves| eg ma|  Yes|  ahowe
&) Graduaticn [
a All ves|  veg n'a '3 nia n'a g na| 5353 ves| nma|  ves| ves EEEE
b. LER [E [E n'3 [E e na E n'a EIEEEEEEEE EEEEE
¢. Spec Eouc na|  reg n'a E nia na n'a na| 000 ves| na| ves| Yes na| reg
7) 1= Thers any red cella? Hol Hol Hi '3 nia iE N n'a Ho|  Yes| Ves Ho|  Ho na| Tag na
B) DId echool maka AYET Yeg|  ¥es| Yes Ho N Yes| Yes Yes|  es Hol Mol ves| Yes nal Mo Yes
53) “N™ sufflcient for calculations
State=
BlA=
a All Sea AA See WA Confidence Inberval Use See 1WA
b LEP Accowtbiity | Accounfahity =10 Accoumiaiity nal 377  Moles
¢. Spec Eoug Repot Repor =10 Repart '3 432[ above

Created: Augusl B, 2005

Updated: 1200305
FJ
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SCRAMENTO SOUTH & EASTERN STATE
COMPLETE
AYP e
REVIEW £ 2
F |3 E ) : .
|z |2 g 2 H B 4 5 3
g L = | e = = = a z = =
g = _ e i ﬁ (5] i ; E E E
4 |5% |EE |2 : £ s : z ; ; z
2 i 8 & 3 5 @ -ﬁ 5 -:E 5 5 a 8
1) Particlpaflon Rafe
3 Al IEEEEEEE Eiare Siate Y2 =3 =3 EES Siate Srale
b. LER n'a 3|  ves| res of of n'a n'a feg of of of
C. Spec Eouc i S Yeg YEE ME M= YEE Yeg Yeg M5 M= [T
2} Language Arts
a Al H 71.63 fias E E 7500 nas has s
b LER n'a 58.63)  suppied n'a na nal  suppied suppved SUnoed
c. Spec Educ [ =aq] B0.57 wrimen n'a n'a 5670 wriman wiittEn WTittEn
3) Reading
a All 71.93 6761 repart repo (3-8) 8499 (3-8) 9162 (10) 34.11 n'3 repart repoT repor
b. LEP n'a 58,62 o o1 n'a na na on a1 an
c. Spec Educ =4 52.71 AYF AYP (3-8) 50.54 |3-8) 8B.82; (10) <30 na AYF AYP AYE
4) Math
a Al H TT.4E]  ahieved schieved | (3-6) 9141 (9] BI04 (10) 2265 i achieved schisved Bohisved
b LER n'a £3.97 by hy n'a na n'a by by hy
C. Spec Educ | -=4-:|| 60.67 SCHOoH sciool {3-8) 57.35 {3-8) 74.51; (10) <30 BE.7| SCiHOo schoo! schoo!
5) Attendanca
a All YEE YEE YEg YEE n'a '3 YEE YEg YEg n'a '3 nia
b. LEP n'a rnial  ves|  res n'a na n'a na na n'a na a
c. Spec Educ ves|  ves|  ves|  ag n'a| na g fEs fes n'3 na
&) Graduation
a All Yes|  Yes| ves n'a nal na n'a fes n'a n'a| na n'a
b LER n'a EERE n'a E na n'a n'a n'a E na E
c. Spec Educ veg|  ves[ ves n'a E na n'a fEs n'a E na
7) 1= thers any red cella? e Ho|  Vasl No E [IE] No Tas Ho E na
8) Dld schos maka &AYP7? Hio| Yag| M| Yag| Hiy Yag Yag| M| Yasg| Hio| M| s
) "N™ sufflcient for cakculations
State= MC=30 WC=30
Bild=
a Al 5 Sea WS (1018 5 5 Sea WS Sed WS
b. LEP v | Accouniabily Accounfabilly | Accouniabity
C. Spec Educ Report Report Repont Repart
Crealed: August 9, 2005
Updated: 1200505
FJ 10f 44
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] 8C
COMPLETE
AYP
REVIEW - B
g E = g 3
. 3 ;s |8 3 : 3 : %
3 : ' ; i § : ; 5 ]
] e i |2 & z & H ) i =
= 2 5 g "" H g 2
5 § g = = E 2 ] 3 3
: : § |3 : ; E i § i
1) Particlpailon Rate
a Al Stale Siake feg State Siate SmEte State Lisad Lised Lised Lised
b LEP ar af e ar o af o M A [ [T
c. Spec Eouc ME E Yes WS M5 [T M5 AYP AYP AYP AYP
2) Language &rie
a Al has has B5.71 Nas fias has has Determination | Defemingtan | Determination | Deferminatian
b LE® suppied SUpDYed B5.71 suppied suppided suppied suppiag Criteris Critera Criteria
C. Spec Eoug wiitTen writien =30 WTIHEN written witien wiiiTen
3) Reading
a Al repot repot 91.07 repot repart repart repart Sea N See MM See WV See NUW
b LE® an an 91.07 an on an on Accoumistiily | Accoundabilly | Accouniabilly | Accoundabilly
¢. Spec Educ AYFE AYP <30 AYPE AYP AYP AYP RepoT Fepart Repart Repart
4) Math
a Al achieved achieved achieved schleved achigved achieved
b LEP By by by by by b
C. Spec Eoug Schon schom =30 Schoal SEaGT schoo! Sehood
5) Attendanca
a Al n'a nial  fes nia| n'a nia n'a)
b LE® n's nial  Yes nia| n'a nia n'a|
¢. Spec Educ ' n'a YEE f'a '3 '3 m'a
&) Graouation
a Al 'z nial  Yes nia| n'a nia '3
b LE® E E nia| [E] [E] [E]
C. Spec Eouc n'a nial Yes nia| [E] [E] 5]
7) 12 thers any red cella? e E] Hiy e '3 [E] [E] [E] e ] ni3
8) DI1d schod maks AYF? i) Mo g pi=] 188 il 188 Ho N Mo Ho
3) "N™ sullclant for calculations
Sale=
BlA=
a All See N See N See N
b LE® Accouriabiny Accountabily | Accounfabilty | Accountabiy
C. Spec Educ Repart Repart Repart Repart

Updated: 1200505

Fd 10f 48
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UTHERMN PUEELC
COMPLETE
AYP § ]
REVIEW i £ ]
- _ 5 [ e
g g g £ EiE
a i "',:'"
g 4 g = s
g - : 5 Bt
-3 g 3
= E E uk o)
1) Particlpatlon Rate
a Al Limag Lized Used Uised Usag
b. LEP Y 3 A ] AT
¢. Spec Edug ATE AYE ATP ATE ATE
2) Language &ris
a. Al Determinalion | Delemmination | Defermingiion Dererminsdion
b LER Criteris Criteria Crtens Crlens Criteriy
¢. Spec Educ
3) Reading
a Al See MU Soe NM See Wi See MM Sea MW
b. LEP ACCD'A'..‘-EIS.'-'.'}' .%C::.J."u'ali-'.'.'_r ACcounisbiiny | AcCouwmiEdiny ACIJIZ"'JI"‘.'-EG'-'!}'
. Spec Eouc Repart Repat Repot Repor? Repart
4) Math
a Al
b LER

¢. Spec Educ
5) Attendance

a All

b LER

c. Spec Educ
&) Graouation

a. All

b LER

c. Spec Educ
T) I thers any red celle 7 na na nia nal na

B) Did achool maks AYE? Ho Ko N Ho Yoz
5) “N* sufflciant for calculatione
Fale= A ML oL M i
ElA=
a Al See N S22 NM S8 See MW
b. LEP Accouniabitty | Accountabity | Accountsbiiny | Accountsbliy | Accountabity
¢. Spec Educ Fepart Repart Report Fepor Report

%]
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STANDING ROCKE TURTLE MOUMNT AN
COMPLETE E E .E
AYP -
REVIEW & |5 E b § g 3
L Fi - i
= |7 - ] z &
518 5 [f5lis s & 5 : £
Eu B o [BE |2 g £ i E @ g
t (8 |En |RE B2 |2 ] 5 g 53
= o i =k = = =} = =
1) Particlpation Rate
a Al Yes|  Yes Yes]  Yes Y2E] YES YEE] Y| =
b LE® ves|  Yes| Yes| Ves| Ves | ez 6| e Ve
C. Spec Eouc Tes|  Yes Tes|  Yes reE| TES YeE| e Ve
2) Language &rig
a Al na| na| MND goes nof use LA NO does nof use LA| ND goesnofuse LA] WD does nof use LA]  ND does nof use LA
b. LE® n'a| na|  MD goes nof use LA WO coes nofuse LA | ND goes nof use LA|  ND does nod use LA | ND does nof use LA
¢. Spec Educ n'a na| ND dgoes nat wse LA WD does notuse LA | ND does naf use LA N does not wse LA | ND does not use LA
3) Reading
a Al [4) S0.00; |&) 50.00; (12) E0.00
b.LEP 4] <10 18] 7.14 i8) " (12) 0.00 | onal <30
C. Spec Eouc {4) =10 (8] =10f [4) " i8) " {12} 0.00 o
4) Math
a A&l (4} 56007 (8) 33.33
b LE= (4) =107 (8] 14.23

¢. Spec Educ
5) Attendance

a Al Yeg| Y| Yes)

b. LER | nial Yes

C. Spec Eouc r2E| e Vg
&) Gracuation

a Al n'a na] ves] ma] @ /3| Yes| nia|

b. LER T wa| ves| ma| na BE nia i3

¢. Spec Educ n'a i Yes n'a n'a n'a n'a nE
7] Iz thera any red cellg? Yos| Tes| ves| ves| ves iES Yag| TeB e
B) Dld achioal maks AYP? K Ho Ha Nz M Ho M Ho M| N
3) "N™ sufflclent for calculations

Siate= MO=us2s 3 fomuls]  WO=uzes 3 formu MO=uges 3 fomula]  MD=uses 3 formulg

Elim=

a Al * M slze 10 sTa “ M size oo smal * M slze 100 5ma 0

b LER 45 =30 54 236 &2 L for accuraie for aoourate for accurate 13

C. Spec Eouc Il = 41 53 calculation calculaion calculaton 32

Crealed: August B, 2005
Jpdateq: 1290505
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COMPLETE & -
AYP = = E _
REVIEW = I & §
z = -
5 g a 4
E B =
: : :
¥ :3 s s
3] 3] £ S
1) Particlpailon Rafe
a All YES s YES =
b. LE® na s YES
C. Spec Euc YES Yes YES YES|
2) Language &ris
a All WO 0oes nof Use LA | ND does nofuse LA] WD does nof use LA WO 00Es Nof Use LA
b. LE® WD goes nof use LA | WD does nofuse LA| WD does nof use LA WD 00E5 nof Use LA
c. Spec Educ WO D0Es nof use LA | WD does nof use LA| WD does nof use LA WD 2085 nof use LA
3) Reading
a All {d) 42.56; (B} 90.00; {12} n/3a
b LE™ [£)n/3; {E] n'a (4] 40.00; {E} 55.71; {121 n/3
C. Spec Eouc 12} 000 [Eymia] ) 33.33; (3) 100.00; (121 n/d
4) Math
a Al (4) 75.00; 5] 3333 (4] 78.57; (B} 50.00; {12) n/3
b LE® {4) 40.00; (B} 85.71; {121 n/3
c. Spec Educ (8 [£) nia; () nva {4) 53.33; (B} 75.00; (12) n/3
5) attendance
a All ¥ies (93.00)
b LE™ ¥es [94.00)
C. Spec Efuc
&) Graduation
a All na na n'a
b. LE® na na na
c. Spec Educ n'a na na
7) 1= thers any red cella? Yos Va8 Y8
) Dld achoo maka AYE? Ho Hao hi] N

3) "N~ sufflciant for calculationg

Sidle=

MO=useE 3 Tormula)

MO=uses a formula)

Ela=

a All

b LER

C. Spec Eouc

Created; August B, 2008
Updated: 1200305
=l 10 4B

455



WENT.,
f(‘:ﬂ 1824 m-qb-

%
y

NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)

Version 1.0

% INo 17 February 2006
COMPLETE £ § _
AYP -] & ]
REVIEW 2 < & 5 E 1
2 B £ £
& L K] B [ 3
i ] 4 - -4
= , @ oE
[ 5 = =] E E &
58 |E T E L]
= 5 g g 5 g B 2
5] a = = = b
1) Particlpafion Rafe
a All Yes) Yes| ] Yes]
b LER na| TES YEE) EEE TES)
C. Spec Eouc [ ves] = YES
2) Language Aris
a Al AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA AZ 0oes nof use LA
b LEP na AZF does not wrse LA | AZ does not ise LA AZ does not wse LA AZ does nof use LA
C. Spec Educ | =31 AZ ooes nof use LA | AZ does not wse LA AZ does not use LA AZ 0oes nof use LA
3) Reading
a. All
k. LE® |5) £4.12 [3) =40; (E] =40
£. Spes Eous [ =zn] 12} =40; (5} =20 [3) <40] <21} [3) <40; {5} =40; (8] =40 (3} =40; (5} =40; [3) <40
4) Math
a A&l (3) 30.00; {5) 35.59; (B) 43.59 {H) 3256 |3) 32.38; (5) 34.6Z; (B) 4504 () 21.96; (5) 42.66; |&) 20
k. LE® n‘a |5} 3E.TE: [5) =40; (B} =40 <40 [3) 36.87, [5) 31.17.(8) 51.02|  {3)49.12; [5) 32 2€; (3) 2E.57
C. Spec Eguc [ <z0] 12) =40, (5] =2[: [3) <40 <] [3) <40; (5] =40; (5] <40 (3} =40, (5] =20 [3) <40

5) Attendanca

26 (S0.15)

FEE (B3

a2l ves (92.00)]

b. LEP TES (93.00) 26 [S0.15)

. Spec Eduz =
&) Graduation

& All nia na YES na na nia

b LEP nfa i Yes n'a na OTF]

¢. Spec Educ n'al na YES n'a na nia
T) 1= thera any red cella? ECE] ECE] ECE] EEL] ECE] ]
) DId echoo maka AYP? N N Ho Ho| Ho nia

State=

Bl&=

a All

b LEP

C. Spec Educ

3) "N sufflclant for calculations

Baged on

Created: Augusl B, 2003

Updazza: 1
Fl

34T Average

Baged

41

on 3-year

34T GWETage n'a

AVETAQE

=4 n'a
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WESTERHN HAVAID
COMPLETE E =
AYP z |z
REVIEW g _|= ] o T
E =15 |2 g :
= O SE |2 7 4
§ 5 23 (2 |3 i = _
& g PE R i a7
@3 2 (3 23 i3
B ' ¥ =3 "'i E- £ ] R
5 53 (822 |3 a3 Ee
1) Particlpaflon Rate
a Al ey e veq| TEE "'Eﬁ—
b. LEP Vg Yeg|  Yes| YEE YES
C. Spec Educ YED Yes|  Yes| YEE TES| |
2) Language &ris
a Al AT does nof use LA H E9.55 AZ 7085 not use LA AZ 0083 Not use LA AZ 0oes not use LA
b LE® AZ does nol use LA nia] B35S AZ does not use LA AZ c0es Nof use LA AZ does nof use LA
¢. Spes Edus AT does nofuse LA| <20] =25 AZ does not use LA AT does nof use LA AZ does nof use LA
3) Reading
a. Al |3) 43.21; [5) 6212 (3) 4627, [H) 17.50 n'al ) <4l; (5) 54.58; [6) £1.17
b. LEP (3 37.50;  (8) =20 :'|I-=’EH nia [ ; (E) =40; [&) <40 {2} =dD; (5) =4l |
£. Spec Edug 13) =2L; [5) <40 (E| =40; (] =40] <3| 1A (5] =2 [3) <41 [3) =40; (5} =0 {3) <4 31 =40; (5] <20 (3) <41
4) Math
a All 13) 57.14, (5) £8.18; (B) 52.70; (H) 17 5H 50,77 3] 2750 [5) 4690 (8)4200]  (3) 36.05, [5) 22 21, [0) 24 28] (3] 2104, [35) L5, 0
b LEP |31 =20 (5) =43; (B] =40; (H} =4 nal 0.7 (3] =40; 5) =20; (3) =30 [3) 5260 (5) I6.47; (3) 4537 |3} =d0; (5] =40
¢. Spec Educ |31 =20 (5) =40; (B} =d0; {H} -:4'1 -:3-IZI| 41.13 (3] =40; (5} =£0; [3) <40 {3) ==40; | (3} =40; (5] =40 |
5) Attendanca
a Al i) ves|  ves| ma TEE TES Vs
b. LEP Yeg) weg|  Yes|  nia YEE YES Yes)
C. Spec Educ ey veg|  ves|  ma TEE TES Yes|
&) Graouation
b LE® a5 (5000} S EE E a 'a a
¢. Spes Edus [l I EEE ] ] ]
7] I= Ihers any red cella 7 EEE Yaz Ho| na Ho Yes Yes
B) Dld schod maks AYE? Mo Hio ¥ag na ¥ag Hia Ho
3) "N™ suffcient Tor calculations
Sake= AZ=a0)
Bla=
a. All F i | Sased Sased
b LE® on J-year 0N 3-year
c. Spec Educ avarage avarage
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COMPLETE
AYP
REVIEW # §
e
8 5
@ -
= g
O =
EE : 8
(= £ =
1) Particlpailon Rate
a All YES 7 Faricipation
b. LEP Yes
c. Spec Edus TES
2) Language &ris
a Al AZ does nof use LA a7 LA all
b. LEP AZ does nof use LA 21 LA{LEP
c. Spec Edus AZ 00Es nof Use LA 24 L& f SpEd
3) Reading
a Al |3) 38.52; (5) 41.28; [3) 43,06 57 Foead. 7 Al
b. LE= [3) 35.1%; (5) n'3; (E) na 25 Reag. f LEP
.. Spec Eouc (3] =40; (5] =20 [3) <40 28 FRead ! Sp=d
4) Meath
a Al (3} 50C (5) £2.20; [5) £8.31 <) Kath 7 &l
b LEP (2} 48.65 (5} n 24 Math ! LEP
c. Spec Edus (3] =40; (5] =40 25 Math ! S5pSd
5) attendance
a All YES i Alen. Al
b. LEP YES L Attent LEP
c. Spec Edus YEs 1 Atten ! SpEd
&) Graduation
a Al na L Grad. fAll
b LEP nfa i Grad. ! LEP
c. Spec Edus na 1 Grad.  SpEd
7} 1= thera any red cella? ECE]
B) Did achool maka AYE? Ho
) "N™ sufflcient for calculations
Sale=
BlA=
a All
b. LEP
c. Spec Edus
Creaied: Augusi ©, 2005
Updated: 12005/05
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Appendix M: Bureau of Indian Affairs Office of Indian Education Programs State
Performance Plan Submitted December 1, 2005

SPP Template — Part B (3) Bureau of Indian Affairs
State

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Office of Indian Education Programs
State Performance Plan
Submitted December 1, 2005

The Burean of Indian Affairs (BLA), Office of Indian Education Programs (OIEP) fimds schools
located on 93 reservations in 23 states across the nation. Of the 134 schools 61 are Burean
operated and 123 are tnbally controlled. One-hundred and seventeen schools provide
instructional programs, 55 provide mstmctional as well as boarding services and 12 pen
demutonies provide only boarding services (these students attend the local public school). Seven
schools are Off Beservation Boarding Schools (OFBS) that provide both instructional and
boarding facilities to students from many different states. The OIEP is not a school system
orgamized into distmicts as are the majority of the states, the 124 Bureau funded schools are
organized under 22 Education Line Offices or Agencies. The smallest ageney has two schoals
providing acadsmic services and one boarding facility where the students recetve their acadenic
services in a public school. The largest agency serves 17 schools, 10 of which also provide
boarding service. In this docnment where the unit i3 idennfied as a school district OIEP will
dentify the wntt as an agency. This difference is greater than just terminology i that the
Education Line Officers do not have the same Iine anthonty over the LEA/schocls in their
agency as do distriet supenntendents in the public school system

The definition of Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) that all Burean funded schools wall follow 15
that of the state in which the schoal is located (25 CFR 30.104). This has been an important
factor m the development of the State Performance Plan (SPP) due to the fact that there are
sigmificant vanances between states in expectations for meany indicators such a3 graduation rates,
achievement cut seores, attendance and others. With the need to align targets with AYP targets
and the need to use commen standards and measures wherever possible the SPP targets are often
wrntten in a format that allows adustment for the expectations of the state in which the school is
located

The development of the SPP has gone through several stages all desizned around the need to
look at where the OIEF 1= now (baseline mmformation), where OIEP wishes to be relative fo
services for students with disabilides in six years (fargets) and what actions are needed or
proposed to assist the OIEP to reach the 1dentified targets. The process began with an infegrated
team (special education as well as Title programs) attending the Office of Special Education
Programs (O5EP) sunumer 20035 activity which was desizned to give states guidance for the
development of the state SPP. The following activities then ensued:

#  June 2005 — A Naticnal OIEP Parent Meeting was held. During this meefing parent mput
regarding the impact of their participation in their chuld’s special education process was
zathered via a draft survey.

+  Anenst 2005 — MNational meeting with Education Line Officers (ELO), Special Edneation
Coordinators (SEC) and Field Education Specialists (FES) from each of the OIEP
Apgencies across the nation was held The template for the SPP was reviewed and all
indicators were reviewed. The plan for stakeholder mput was disenssed and beginning
input for the process was obtained.

Par B Stas Pesformance Plan: 2005-2010 Maonlioring Pricrity__Introducsian  —Page 1__
{OMB NC: 18200524 ) Explrafion Date: 0121/2008)
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+ September 2005 — Baseline data was gathered and a skeleton draft of the SPP was
developed. Several sessions were held at the Center for School Improvement (CSI) to
allow for discussion and guidance from the state level staff. This included special
education staff as well a3 other school-wide staff Each mdicator was reviewsd,
comments were taken and later mcorporated as appropnate and the draft document was
revisad into a second level draft.

+ October 2005 — The second level SPP draft was posted on the OIEP web site
(www.otep.bia.edn ). Agencies were nofified of the posting and were adwvised to inform
their schools abous the access; schools in tum were to mform thewr parents. On the web-
site an automatic retum e-mail process was made available for the submmssion of
comments.

*  October 2005 — & schedule of three regional input work sessions was dissenunated
informing schools and agencies of the location, date and time for three sessions regarding
stakeholder i input to be held. The first session was held in Albuguergue, WM with 48
persons attending. Included in the attendess were teachers, administrators, agency staff
and parents. Mountain Plains Eegional Eesource Center staff assisted in the process. The
reguuremnents of the SPP were reviewed, the indicators were explained and the draft was
made available to every atendee. Workgroups offered suggestions for additions or
changes for the SPP draft. Each workgroup had a computer copy of the SPP and enterad
suggestions for editions directly on the document.

+  November 2005 — Notification of the November sessions above, along with draft copies
of the SPP were forwarded to mibes served by the OIEP educational system. They were
also notified of the web-site where comments could be made.

+  November 2005 - The second and third stakeholder input sessions were held, one in
Mimneapolis and one m Phoenix. The same format was followed. At each session the web
site was agamn anmownced and participants were encouraged to make comments
themselves and to inform others i their respective communities about the opporhmity.
(Minneapolis — §7 vanied participants; Phoenix — 35 vaned participants)

+  November 20035 — The BIA Special Education Advisery Board held a meeting. Cne full
day of the meeting was devoted to a review of the SPP expectations, of OIEP baseline
data and of the projected targets. All sections of the document were covered and the
Board, as 2 combined group, discussed suggested changes. Advisory Board members
were encowraged to access the web-site to make additional comments. Fifteen Advisory
BEoard participants represented parents. teachers, school administrators, instimations of
higher education and other mibal leaders.

After the above process all comments were reviewed and applied as appropriate. The final draft
was reviewed by the CSI staff. The document was then forwarded to the Director, OIEP. After
approval at all levels this decnment is now being forwarded to OSEP for final approval.

Once the SPP has been approved by OSEP the plan will be disseminated as widely as possible to
the stakeholders for the OEP educational system. The plan for dissemination includes the
following:
# Final copies of the SPP will be made available to each Agency office for their staff. The
agencies will dismibute the decument to schools.

Par: B Stats Pesformance Flan: 2005-2010 Monitoring Pricrity_Introductian  —Page 2
(CMIE N 15200524/ Expiration Dates 0131/2008)
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s Schools will be asked to disseminate the SPP to parents and other commumnity members in
a manner deemed to be most appropriate for that school and community.

+ Each invelved trbal enfity will recerve a final copy of the SPP for distribution to their
respective commmmities.

+  Each member of the Advisory Board and each staff member at the central office level of
OIEP will recerve a copy of the final document.

+  The approved SPP will be reviewed at the next national gathering of Education Line
Officers, Special Education Coordinators, and Field Education Specialists.

+ A final copy will be postad on the OIEP web-site. {www.clep. bia.edu).

Par B State Performance Mam: 2005-2010 Monltoring Prioty Inbroduction - Fage 3_
{OM3 NCC 1820-0524 / Explration Date: 0131/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Overview of the State Performance Plan Development:
(The following ifems are to be completed for each monitoring pricrifyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indizator 1 — Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma
compared to percent of all youth in OIEP schools graduating with a regular
diploma.

(20 LLS.C. 1418 {a) (3} (&)

Measurement:

Ciata Source: All Bureau funded schools with secondary students in their program are reguired to
report graduation rates in their Annual Repaort, due August of each year.

Measurement: Because the OIEP funds schools located in 23 different states schools mus: follow
the calculations of graduation rate of the state in which the schools are located (25 CFR 30.104).
Graduation rate calculations of each of the 23 states, which have been taken from the respective
Accountability Workbooks, may be found in Appendo A

Because each state may have a different end-goal for gradustion rate, or a minirmum regquiremsnt for
growth, the OIEP will not cite a specific goal, rather schools will be expected to reducs the gap
betwaen their 2004-2008 rate and the state end-geal by one-sixty (1/5) .

Owerview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

For 5 2005-2008 schools will be required o report the graduation rate determined after applying the
state definition. This self-reported data will be included on the Annual Report which is duse to the
Center for School Improvement (Z31) no later than August of each year. Beginning with 5% 2008-
2007 the number of graduates will be available via the web based student information systam. Mative
American Student Information System (MASIS). If a state uses a four year cohort concept the number
of ninth graders will be in the system as of 5 2008-2007. For prior years the schools will need o
prowvide numbers and tracking. Beginning in year 5Y 2006-2007 all drop-outs, transfers in, transfers
out, andlor other exits will be tracked for all students 14 or alder.

When individual school graduation rates are received at CSl they will be summarzed by groups of
like definitions containing the same basic data elerments applied in the same manner. Example:
Schools that follow a state graduation rate calculated with a four year cohort that considers drop-outs,
transfers out and/or transfers in will be grouped, and so forth.

Al measures will be reparted for the All group, the Limited English Proficien: sub-group, and the
students with disakilities (SWD) sub-group.

As states move o0 a uniform standard for graduation rate using a four year caleulation sowill any
Bureau funded schocol(=) located in that state.

Par B Stas Pesformance Plan: 2005-2010 Moritoring Pricrty_FAPE Inthe LRE - Paged__
{OMB NC: 18200524 ) Explrafion Dale: 01/21/2008)
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Baszeline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

(General Education BE.61%
Limited English Proficient  §2.50%
Siudents with Disabilities 53.95%

The national graduation rate for American Indian students is reported as between 51% and 54%. The
Manhattan Institute has published an Education Working Paper ( September 2003 that refersnces the
fact that rates vary by regions of the country (212). They indicate that in the Morthwes: region the
graduation rate for American Indians is as much as 40% below that of white students. (p30).

Mational data for American Indian students with disabilities was not found.

The following table shows the graduation rates by siate. This is provided for better understanding of
the format of the Targsts. The numbers shown are the average graduation rate of the school(s) in the
identified state. If averaged, the result is not equivalent to the average reported above due to varying
numibers of schools in each state and varied numbers of students in each school.

Table 1 Average Repored Graduation Rates of QIER High Schools by State

State #High Schools Graduation Rate State NCLEB Target'
General Students with
Education Disabilities

Arizona ] 1% G1% T1%

Califormia 1 18% T3 B2 2%

Florida 2 75 T5% W

Idaho 1 58% S0% B0%

Kansas 1 50% MA T5%

Michigan 1 80% 100% B0%

Minnescta 3 T1% 0% 50%

Mississippi 1 g% NA “growth indicator”

Montana 1 B5% BE% B0%

MNevada 1 T0% 100% 50%

Mew Mexico B 55 42% B0%

MNorth Carolina 1 88% 3% B0%

Morth Dakota 4 85% 58% BO.0%

Oklahoma 2 T3% B4% 1.550 below the state

IEAn

Cregon 1 100% G2% . the mrverse of the
dropout rate standard. .

South Dakota 12 A7% 52% E0%

Utah 1 B4% BE3% Becaaze Tiah cannat ..
determine sraduaton rate
far all subgroups, 2 prowy

additional indicator {.. )
AYP for 2003-2005, This
proy will be attendeamce
(935
Washington 5 83% TE% A6% increase bo BE%E
Wisconsin 2 B4% B0% B0% of statewids
average (20.9%)

Wyoming 1 7% 100% e

lowa Ng high school

Louisiana Ng high school

Maine No high school

"Many of the states also allow 3 growth or improverment factor
¥ — number to be cbtained.
Part B State Performance Plan. 2005-2010 Monitoring Priorty_ FAPEInthe LRE  —-Page 5__

(D013 MO 1820-0624 ¢ Expiraton Cate: 0131/2008)
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Discussion of Baseline Data:

The base-line graduation repored by QIEP for 2004-200% reflects a sysiem summary psroent of
students graduating, both general education and swdents with disabifies (SWD). Graduation rates
for both SWD and general education have declined over a three year pericd of tme. As schoals have
moved to reporting based on the critena of the state in which they are located, as required by 25 CFR
30,104, more schools each year have followsd a more restrictive critera for graduate rate
determination. Beginning in 5% 2005-2008 all schools will follow the criteria of the state in which the
school is located. It is anticipated as OIER schools move to consistently following the definition of
graduation rate used by the state, and as states move fo the four year cohort caleulation the declining
trend shown will continue.

Figure 1: Three Year Trend:  Graduation Fates (20022003 fo 2004-2003)

GRADUATION BATE
o 2002- 2003- T004-
o 2003 2004 2005
50
@ SWD 577 |5777 |sl
30 o SWD . - . =
2 ENon-Dle. Paers Noo-Dis. Peers | 659 5895 | a7
10

2002- 2003- 2004-
2003 2008 2005

Because the graduation rate is a Government Performance and Resulis Act (GPRA] reporting
requirement for OIEP we will continue to generate a system summary. The cumrent definition is a
comparisen of beginning year to end of year, 12" grade. The goal is that 30% of the DIER high
schools have a 78% graduation rate. This is curmently being reviewsd to consider reflecting a ninth to
twelfth grade cohort. We will collect data from schools, beginning with S5 2005-2008, based on the
GPRA definition and the state definition. The tangets listed are based on the state criteria.
Expectations under GPRA will be developed after the first year the revised formula is implemented.

Because high schools in the QIEP system will fallow the criteria of the state in which they are located
the Targets listed below will vary by state. [tis belisved that 1o set another Target may cause
confusion at the school level.

Targets:

Explanation: Each school would need o show growth toward the graduation rate of the state in which
they are located. In Mew Mexico the average rate (for QIEP schools) is 42% and the New Mexico
expectancy is B0%. The difference is 4% which would require a growth of § percentage poinis ach
year (1/8" of the gap). The example is for the average graduate rate reported in the state. In actuslity
each school would have a unique gap and a unique desired gain.

Rar B 3tate Performance Flan: 2003-2010 Moniboring Priorty_ FAPE Inthe LRE  -Page €
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FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 noreased graduation rate of 105" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2005-2006) the state. Will bz reported as the number of schools who reduced the gap between
basaling and final goal by 167,
2006 noreased graduation rate of 205" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2006-2007) the state. Will bz reported as the number of schools who reduced the gap between
baseling and final goal by 2067,
2007 nereased graduation rate of 35" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2007-2008) E‘;E 51|;_ate. Wil rbE 'ep{-:‘tsc gﬁeﬁ?e number of schools who reduced the gap between
=eline and final goal by 387
2008 noreasad gradustion rate of 405" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2008-2003) the state. Will be reported as ﬁ"ue number of schools who reduced the gap between
basaline and final goal by /8"
2009 noreased graduation rate of 55" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2003-2010) E‘;E 51|;_ate. Wil rbE 'ep{-:‘tgc '.:35'35:1& number of schools who reduced the gap between
=eline and final goal by 587
210 noreased graduation rate of 85" of the gap between baseline rate and the end-goal of
[2010-2011) the state. Will be reporied as the number of schools who reduced the gap between

basaline and final goal by 88"

Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESCURCE
1. Provide guidance to all March 2008 1. Use caleulations of graduation
schools regarding each s1ale's rates as found in the state(s)
graduation rate caleulations and Accountability Waorkbookis)
data poinis.
2. Ensure that the Transition Annually - 5% 2005-2008 Transition Specialist
Plan addresses unigue Continuous to 5% 2010-2011
challenges for mesting Multidiscipiinary Team

graduation requiremants.

IEF Team
Community Resources

Offer Independent Study Classes

Par B Stas Pesformancea Plan: 2005-2010 Moritoring Pricrty_ FAPE Inthe LRE - Page7__
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3. Develop and disseminate a
survey for high school students
regarding what keeps them in
school.

Sprimg 2007

Cantracied Service

4. Disseminate information
regarding successful high school
maodels baing used with minority
students, American Indian
preferablhy.

Fall 2007

MPRRC
C35

Imstitutions of Higher Education

5. When students come from
another statz evaluate past
academic knowledge to
determine if it aligns with state
standards.

Fall 2006 — Spring 2011

Continuous

Agency Staff
Transitions Specialist

Counsslors

5. Establish collaboration
betwesn feeder schools and high
schools, (OIEP Schoals).

Fall 2006-2007

Tribal Wark Foree, ICWA

Work Enforcement Act{WIA)

7. Establish collaboration
oeiwesn feeder schools and high
schools, (State public schoaols).

SY 2007-2008

Receiving'Sending Schools

State Departrnents of Education

5. Based on data from activity
#3. incorporate strategies as
ndicated.

Sy 2005-2008

Agency Staff

School Level Staff

B. Review activities and revise or
determine new activities basad
an current data.

Fall 2002

C5l Ressarch S

Field Staff

Sees Appendix A for state graduation rate calculations.

=ar B 3tate Performance Flan 2003-2010
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 2: Percent of youth with |EPs dropping out of high school compared o the percant of all youth
in the CIER schools dropping out of high school.

(20 U.S.C. 1418 {a){2){&))

Measurement
Diata Source

&l Burzau funded schools are required to report drop-out rates on their Annual Report, dus August
of each year. Students with disability data is gathered via Table 4 (518 data).

Measurement:

Measuremean: for youth with IEPs will be the same measurement as for all youth., Calculation is as
followws:

Defintion: A student in grades 8-12 wha (a) was enmolled in the school at sometime during the
current school year and is not present at the end of the school year; but, (b} has not graduated or
completed a program of studies by the maximum age established by the State; (c) has not
transferred 1o another Bureau funded, public, non-public or State approved educational program;
and (d) has not left school because of death, illness, or school-approved absence, or () if enrolled
the preceding school year was not enrolled at the beginning of the succeeding school year and fits
the criteria defined in (b, ¢, and d); (based on the MCES definition). This will be reported for grades
8-12. » Count the total number of students enrolled anytime durning the school year, grades 8-12.
Subtract the number of studants who are remaining in school at the end of the school year, including
the graduating semiors. » From the remainder subtract the numbser of students who left and you know
enrclled at another educational facifity (c above) or met criteria (d or & above). » The remainder is
the number of drop-outs. This must b2 caloulated for all students, grades g1 including Special
Education Students and LEP students. Special Education and LEF students grades 8-12th are gach
to be disaggregated and are reponed separately.

Calculation

{a) Includes any student in grades 2-12 who was enrolled at some time between end of year 1 and
end of year 2. (Total)

{b) A swdent who was enrolled (a) and who is not present at the end of that school year but has
graduated, completed a program of studies by the maximum age established by the Sate: has
transfermed to another Bureau funded, public, non-public or State approved educational
program; or, has left school because of death, iliness, or school-approved absence.

{z) Mumber of students present at the end of year 2.

Formula for number of drop-outs: (a-bj-c = number of dropouts
Formula for drop-out rats: numbar of drop-outs / (a3 - b)

Owverview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

The OIEP has the same responsibility as do public schools 1o take positive actions to address the
student drop-out preblem. K is different in that Amencan Indian studenis have a choice betawsen
attending an QIEF school or a public school. Movement betwesn the OIEP and the local public
school is oftizn frequent and not ahways well tracked. Thers are also six Off Reservation Boarding
Schaools (ORB5) run by OIEF that are located throughout the nation and have swudeants enrolled that
come from home communities in other states. When these students do not return after a school

Part B Stas Peformance Flan: 2005-2040 Moritoring Pricrty_ FAPE Inthe LRE - Page &
(NS NC: 182040524 | Explrafion Diate: 01/21/2008)
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wacation it is often very hard to contact the family or local schools to determine if a student has
enrolled elsewheare. The MASIS system will allow the tracking of students who lzave one QIEP schoal
amd attend amother, howsver, it will not provide for the tracking of students who leave and enier a
public school.

Baszeline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

Bureau wide summary

All students 11.82%

Sudents with Disabilities 5.85%

Figure 2: Three Year Trend
Dhropout Rates (2002-2003 © 2003-2004)

14.00% DEOP OUTS 2002- | 2003- | 2004-
12.00% 1 pr——— 2003 2004 2005
10.00% -E with — R
B.00% el Students with BT74% | 954% | 9.89%
£.00% — B Hon- Dizabilities
o —— NonDisabled | 10.18% | 1051% | 11.62%
0.00% . - Peers

2002- 2003- 2004-
2003 2004 2005

Discussion of Baseline Data:

The drop-out rate for all students in Bureau funded schools has shown a 2.5% increase betwesn 5Y
2002-2003 and 2004-2005. (Figure 2) The maost recent data available from the Department of
Commerce, Census Bureau, October, Current Population Survey provides drop-ocut data by ethnicity
for American Indian students (all students, disabled not available) for the years 1880 to 2003. The
reporied national 2003 drop-out rate for American Indian students is higher than all subgroups except
Hispanics. The OIEP rates are lower than the 2003 national rates for Hispanics (23.5%), the naticnal
rates for American Indians (15.0%) and the national rates for Blacks (10.9%).

A5 with graduation rates the OIEF mus: report drop-cuts rates under GPRA. For this indicator the
GPRA indicator for Bureau fumded schoals is listed. Drop-outs is not an AYP determination factor in
states in which OIEP schools are located so it was determined that the GPRA goal would be the more
appropriate indicator. I is felt that this target is rigorous in the expectation that the drop-out rate will
b= maintained at a rate that is closer io the national (2003) figure of 8.9% for all students. ltis also a
rigorous target when the national drop-out rate for American Indian students is taken into

consideration.
Targets:
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 80% of OIEF operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less.
[2005-2008)
Par B State Fedormance Flan: 2005-2010 Menitorng Frianty_ FARPE Inthe LRE - Page 10__
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2006 81% of OIEP operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less._
|200E-2007)
2007 82% of OIEP operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less._
|2007-2008)
2008 83% of DIEP operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less.
|2008-2003)
2009 84% of DIEP operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less.
[2003-2010j)
2010 85% of OIEP operated High Schools will have a drop-out rate of 10% or less._
[2010-2011)
Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESCURCE
1. The transition plan addresses | Annually Transition Specialist
unigue challenges for
graduation. Make graduation an | Ongoing Multidisciplinary Team
attainable goal for students to
counter-act the desire to quit IEP Team
school.
Community Resources
Offer Independen: Study Classes
2. Provide programming options | Fall 2006 Aliemative education program
for dropouts which will allow non-
traditional acquisition of credits Cngoing Home School Lisison
required for graduation.
Alernatives must provide equa Commumity Resources
rigor and knowledge content as
traditional classes. Twilight Program
3. Provide Positive Behavior Fall 2006 Training University of Oregon
Supports that will address
behaviors that interfers with Ongoing School wide training in Positive

classroom learning.

Behavior Suppors and Teams

NAZIZZWISS

4. Explore and disseminate
ndigencus learning approaches
that may be supportive of
academic achievemsn:.

SY 2008-2007

Imstitutions of Higher Education

Schoaols Sharing with Schools

2ar B State Performance Plarc 20052010
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5. Do a study of OIEP schoaols
that have a higher rate of
completion to determing
replicable practices.

5% 2005-2006 and on-going

External Contract

§. Do more training with parents
of high schoal students ar
students fransitioning into high
school relative to high schoal
completion (early intervention)
s they can be meaningfu
rvohved in IEP process.

5Y 2008-2007 and continue until
=Y 2010-2011

Parents
School Personns|
Paran: Support Centers

Funds from Direcior, OIEP

7. Train parenis/siudent to
advocate for themsehes.
Provide the opportunity for
nvoclhvement.

A= above (#3)

FParznis

School Personnel

Paran: Support Centers
Matignal Center on Secondary

Education and Transition (MCSET)
materals

8. Incorporate Self Advocacy 5Y 2008 Parenis
skills into the curriculum. Provide
schools with information and Schoaol Personnel
rESOUMGES.
Matignal Center on Secondary
(student) Education and Transition (MCSET)
materals
Institutions of Higher Leaming
B. Development of a plan that Fall 2007 Mid-schoal — High schoal

addresses the early identification
of potential dropouts.

Caollaboration

Implement CSRP

Par B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 3: Participation and performance of children with disabilities on statewide assessments:

A, Percent of schools (CIERP does not have districis) meeting the State's Adequate Yearly Progress
(&% P) objectives for progress for disability subgroup.

B. Paricipation rate for children with |[EPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations: regular
assessment with accommedations; aliermate assessmen: against grade level standards: altermats
assessment against aliernate achisvement standards.

C. Proficiency rate for children with |EPs against grade level standards and alternate achievemsant
standards.

(20 LLS.C. 1416 (a)(3)a)

Measurement:

A Percent = # of schools mesting the AYP objectives for progress for the disability subgroup
{children with I1EFPs) of the State in which the school is located divided by the total # of QIEP
schools in that State times 100.

B. Participation rate =

a. # of children with [EFs in grades assessed;

k. # of children with [EFs in regular assessment with no accommodations (percent = b
divided by a times 100);

c.  # of children with [EPs in regular assessment with accommadations (percent = ¢
divided by a times 100};

d. # of children with [EFs in alternate assessment against grade level standards (percent
= d divided by a times 100} and

e, # of children with [EPs in alternate assessment against aliemate achisvernent
standards (percent = & divided by a times 100).

Account for any chidren includad in 3, but net included in b, ¢, d, or e above.
Crverall Percent = b + ¢+ d + e divided by a.
C. Proficiency rate =

a. # of children with |IEPs in grades assessed;

k. # of children with [EPs in grades assessed who are proficient or above as measurad by
the regular assessment with no accommodations (percent = b divided by a times 100);

c.  # of children with [EPs in grades assessed who are proficient or above as measured by
the regular assessment with accommodations (percent = o divided by a times 100);

d. #of children with |1EP's in grades assessed who are proficient or above as measured by
the alernate assessment against grade level standards (percent = d divided by a times
100); and

. #of children with IEPs in grades assessed who are proficient or above as measured
against altermate achievemsn: standards (percent = e divided by a times 100

Crverall Percent =b + ¢ + d + 2 divided by a.

Source: OIEF Annual Report Card

Pan B State Perfomance Plan 2005-2010 Konliorng Priorily_ FASE nthe LRE - Page 13__
{OM3 NCC 1820-0624 ! Explradion Date: 013122008)
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Owverview of Issue/Description of System or Process: Betwesn 5% 2001-2002 and 5% 2004-2005
Bureau funded schools had a choice of the use of the OIEP definition of AYP or the definition of the
state in which the school is lecated for the determination of AYP. Schools also had a choice of
assessments to use. Baginning with 5% 2005-2006 all Bureau funded schoaols are required to use
both the assessment system of the state in which the school is located as well as the State's critenia
for AYP determination. (25 CFR 30.104) As a result OIEP will track schools by state rather than by
total. The percent will add to 100% for any given siate but in one state that might be one schoal and
in another it might be as many as 50° schools. GIEP will also report percent of all Bureau funded
schools that met AYP for students with disabilities per the critera of the state in which they are
located however, itis imporiant to realze that the rigor of one assessment as compared 1o others
vanes so care must be taken in the interpratation andior comparisen between schools in different
states.

QIEF is currently in negotiations with States to allow access to state assessments. It is proposed that
assessment data will be entered directly into the MASIS systemn for better validation of assessment
results and reporting. In some states the appropriate state office will process the data of the schaools
and notify OIEP if the Bureau funded schools located in their state would have made AYP if they wers
a state school. Where this process is available the OIEP will b= able to assure better validity in the
data reported and greater assurance that the AYP determinations are accurate. The detemmination of
AYP and any resultant status remains the ulimate respensibility of QIEP rather than the state.

Ztate guidelines for assessments, including but not limited o guidelines for accommodations,
alternate assessment paricipation, and types of alternate assessments will be followsed. Schools will
be required to attend, as do state schools, all assessmen: trainings and o follow all procedural
guidelines.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

A, Percent of schools making AYP for the disabilty subgroup 5% 2004-2005

Oif the 175 schools for whom AYP has been determined (does not include dormitony only
programs) for 5Y 2004-2005 forty-nine (28%) have made AYP. Only 3 {1.7%) have made AYP for
the disabilty subgroup. Of the other 48 schools who made AYP overall the disabilities subgroup
did not meet the minimum “n° for AYP caloulation. Approamately 9% of schools mest the
mimirmum “n” for AYP calculations in the area of special education. Because 25 CFR 30,104
requires that the criteria of the states in which the school is located be used for AYF
determination QIEP can not change the required “n”, nor make other provisions for judging
whether AYP has been met Rolling averages and or “Safe Harbor” will be applied as allowed by
the state accountability plans. Summary information reflecting the percent of SWD who have
achieved at the proficient or advanced level, regardless of the measure used, is show in Section
B and C, below.

B. AndC.

The following Charis have been taken from the OQIEP Annual Report Card. This is summary
reporting of pariicipation rates and percent of students scoring at the basic, proficient and
advanced levels on twenty-three siate assessments. The summation of data is based on the
understanding that the measure is the percent of swdents whose score falls within the identified
ranges, as defined by the measure used, and is not 3 student score comparizon betwesn
assessments. [tis a comparison of percents of studenis who have displayed an academic
charactensiic.

2an B 3iae Performance Plan: 2003-2010 Manltoring Priority_ FARPEINthe LRE  —Page 14__
(OMI3 MO: 1820-0524 ¢ Expiradon Date: 0131/2008)
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Lanmage Arts

All Students 16288 93.21% 52.81% 43848 3.35% 47.19%
Pulales 8293 92.99% 60.11% 37.40% 1400 39.80%
Females Toas 23.43% 45.26% 50.50% 424% 4.74%

[EP 3265 91.91% 79.31% 19.45% 1.23% 20.60%
Limited

Enzlizh B4381 95T 58.50% 39.08% 143% 41.50%
Froficient

Mote: Participation rates as listed on these academic indicators is inaccurate due to the fact that not
all states report on the same grades or even the same area (Language Arts andlor Reading). The
program calculates participation rate against students with [EPs in grades tested but does not
differentiate betwesn grades tested for reading and net language arts andior math, and so farth. itis
anticipated this problem will be corrected by the end of the 2005-2008 school year.

Reading
All Students 24370 97.24% 61.67% 35.19% 314% 3B.33%
Pulales 172492 0.B4%% 65.28% 30.92%: 18Ry 33.71%
Females 12078 97.85% 57.01% 39.49%; 3400 42 09%
vative - . . - . . .
merican 24370 97.24% §1.67% 35.19% 114% 38.33%
[EP 4741 24.03% 85.19% 13.71% 105 14.81%
Limited
Enzlizh 12740 9727% TL.65% 25.74% 1.61% 28.35%
Froficient
Par B State Fedormance Flan: 2005-2010 Menitorng Frionty_ FAPE Inthe LRE - Page 15_

(OMS MO 1820H0524 ¢ Expiraton Date: 0131/2008)

473



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SPP Template — Part B (3) Bureau of Indian Affairs
State

Mathematics

All Students 24815 05.17% §5.20% 30.74%: 106% 34.71%
Plales 12457 95.07% 65.42% 29.78% 1B 33.58%
Females 12358 94.28% 64.16% 31.71%% 4.13% 35.84%
vative i . I .
ghi 24815 95.17% 65.29% 30.74% EX 34.71%

[IErECan
[EP 4826 93.06% 82.16% 15.59%% 1.25% 17.84%
Limited
Enzlizh 12944 95.60% T2.63% 24.63% 2 74% 273T%
Froficient

Discussion of Baseline Data:

Baseline data for school year (5Y) 2004-2005 must be interpreted with care due to several
confounding factors.

a) ForSY 2004-2005 approximately 25% of Bureau funded schools chose to use the interim
QHEP AYP detemination. Amongst thess schools different Critena Referenced Tests (CRT).
as well as Morm Referenced Tests (NRT) weare used.

by Differsn: levels of nigor are found between assessments in differant siates.
¢} The “cut” scores for defining basic, proficient and advanced vary betwesn measurements.

di  The minimmum “n” required for statistical reliability varies betweesn states and the OIER has
many schools in which the "n” for the SWD subgroup does not reach the reguired “n".

e Schools that chose OIEP AYP definition or who had not used the state AYP defimition for two
years did not have access o “safe harbor”. In some states changes in the assessments
meant that the state could not calculate a safe harbor for that year.

fI Mot all States use confidence bands. Some states have not included confidence band
infarmation in their Accouniabdity Weorkbooks even though they use confidence bands in their
caloulations.

For % 2005-2008 all schools will be required to use both the assessments and the AYP definitions of
the state in which the school is located. At that time OIEP will have data available by state for all
schools. Comparisons within states will then be possible. It will also be possible o track the percent
of students who are proficient or advanced based on the state assessment sysem used.

A. Adequate Yearly Progress Targets:

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 Of the schools with sufficient “n” for calculation one mare school than baseline (2
(2005-2006) scheools) will achieve AP for the students with disabilities subgroup.

Pan B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Manltoring Prionly_ FAPEWnthe LRE - Page 16__
(DM MO 1820-0624 ¢ Expiradon Date: 0131/2008)
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2008 Of the schools with sufficient “n” for calculation 2 more school than baseline (3
[200e-2007) schools) will achieve &YF for the students with disabilities subgroup.

Of the schools with sufficient “n” for calculation 4 maore school than bassline (3

2007 schools) will achieve AYP for the students with disakilities subgroup.
(2007-2008)
Of the schools with sufficient “n” for calculation § more schools than baseline (3
2008 schools) will achieve AYP for the students with disakilities subgroup.
|2008-2008)
Cf the schools with sufficient “n” for calzulation 8 more schools than baseline (3
2009 schools) will achieve AYP for the students with disabilities subgroup.
[2003-2010)
Of the schools with sufficient “n” for calculation 10 more school than baseline (3
2010 schools) will achieve AYP for the students with disakilities subgroup.
[2010-20111)

MOTE: The numbers seem small but there wers only 20 scheols with sufficient “n” for students with a
disability for calculation.

B. Participation Rate Targets:

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 5%
[2005-2008)

2008 5%
[200e-2007)

2007 5.5%
(2007-2008)

2008 95.5%
[20D8-2003)

2009 563
[2003-2010)

2010 B3
[2010-2011)

NOTE: The participation rate is not based on that reporied on the report card. Please reference
explanation in that section

Pan B 3iate Performance Plan. 2005-2010 Manltoring Prionity_ FAPE I the LRE  —Page 17__
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C. Proficiency Targets:

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 The AYP trajectory as found in each state's Accountability Workbook will be applied to
[2005-2008) SWD attending DIEP schoods located in that state. Safe Harbor will be applisd

whenever possible.

2008 The expectad improvement in achievemeant will vary by the defined trajectory of each
[2O0E-2007) state.

2007 See above
[2007-2008)

2008 Zee above
|2008-2003)

2009 See above
|2003-20110)

2010 See above
[2010-2011)

Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Rescurces:

ACTIITY TIMELINE RESOURCE

1. Agency Staff will train (or Fall - 2005-2006 to 2010 State Guidelines and Trainings
provide information to schools so
they may paricipate in state
training) appropriate schoaol level
staff on all usage and
accommadation guidelines.

2. An assessment MOU will ke in | Spring 2006 State Education Personnel
place with each state where an

DIEF school is located. Education Line Officers

3. Survey schools to determine Begin: Ociober 2008 Imstiiutions of Higher Education
who is and who isn't using a

scientifically based model for nelude in schook-wide TSl Staff

basic instruction in reading or manitorirg undl 2011,

anguage arts and Math. If nat in
compliance, not using program
correcily or program isn't
warking give guidancs o adopt
appropriate programs.

Parn B State Performance Planc 2005-2010 Moniloring Priority_ FAREInthe LRE - Page 16__
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3. Curriculum needs o be
aligned with state academic and
functional content standards.
This includes curriculum for
those students taking alternate
AssE55MEns against alternae
standards.

Fall 200&

State Department of Education
Web Sites

State Regional Training
Sessions

Schoaol Improvement Teams
Institutions of Higher Learning

(Colleges & University
rESoUrces)

4_|EPF goals need o be lignad
to the state academic and
funetional content standards.

Fall 2006 and annually until 2011

Multidisciplinary Team
State Departman: of BEducation

State Content Sandards.

5. Parents/students will be made
aware of the assessment
process and all activities
associated with it

Beginning Fall 2008-07

School Level Personnel

Parant Support Centers

5. Develop a community of
praciice, web-based o
communicate best practices for
QIER with each other.

Soring-2007

IT Department

Fizld Practiionsrs

T. Streamline the process of
sacunty clearance to allow
volunteers to work in the
schools.

Spring 2007

Pan B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010

Manltoring Prionty_ FAPE in the LEE

(D13 MO 1820-0524 ¢ Expiradon Date: 0131/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 4: Rates of suspension and expulsion:

A. Percent of agencies (DIEF does not have disfricts) identified by OIEF as having a significant
discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater
tham 10 days in a school year; and

B. Percent of agencies identified by OIEP as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in & schoaol year of children with disabilities
by race and ethnicity.

(20 U.S.C. 1418{a)3)(A) 1412(a022))

Measurement:

A, Percent = # of agendes identified by the QIEP as having significant discrepancies in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a schoaol year
divided by # of agencies in the QI1EP timas 100,

B. Percent = # of agencies identified by the QIEP as having significant discrepancies in the rates of
suspensions and expulsions for greater than 10 days in a school year of children with disabilities
by race ethnicity divided by # of agencies in the State times 100.

Include Statwe's definition of “significant discrepancy.”
Source: 518 data (Table 5). School Annual Reports

Overview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

The suspension and expulsion information is collected from schools at the agency level. Thersfore
the analysis of discrepancies in the rates of suspensions and expulsions is between agencies rather
than districts. Mumbers from Table 5 will be converted o a percentage of the fotal special education
population. This will be reguired fo make comparisons of variance between agencies due to the
significant difference in the number of special education students within each agency. The agency
with the smallest population of SWD averages less than 100 SWD. The largest agencies average
approcimately 300 SWD. Another factor that must be consideraed is the fact that all agencies do not
include a high school and some agencies have a majority of schools serving a high school population.
This is an important variable that will be considered.

“Zuspensions greater tham ten days” are cumently a reported by a “hand” count submitted by the
agencies. Tracking of discipline and resultant consequences has been incorporated into the NASIS
sysiem and it is projectad this information will be readily avaiable for all students at the conclusion of
5 2008-2007.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

QIEP does not curently collect suspension and expulsion data for general education students in a
comparaide manner to data collected via Table 5 for students SWD. A survey was distributed 1o
schools requesting information regarding suspensions and expulsions for general education students.
Forly-five schools responded with numbers of incidents based on grade and reasaon for the action. At
this fime the data can not be disaggregated by agency.

2an B 3iae Performance Plan: 2003-2010 Manltoring Priority_ FARPEINthe LRE  —Page 2l
(OMI3 MO: 1820-0524 ¢ Expiradon Date: 0131/2008)
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The data reported to Education for general education suspensions and expulsions was provided as
seen in Tabls 2.

Table 2: Numbers of Suspensicens and Expulsions by Reason (5Y 2004-2005)

SUSPENSIONS”
Grades Pirysical Weapons Hlcahol Tificit Drugs
=
16 139 12 6 ]
170 17 18 Y]
012 113 11 8 111
EXPULSIONS
Grades Prysical Weapons Alcohol Tificit Drugs
=
16 3 I 0 3
78 3 3 0 3
013 16 10 13 37

145 schools responded to the survey. Data was not collected in snch a manesr =0 35 to allow disaggregation by
agency or schoal.
Tumbers reflect individual incidences.

The following is a3 summary of the data provided in Table 2 (p. 22). The Agencies with the highest
numbers of suspensions and expulsions are provided in A The agencies with the highest rates of
suspensions greater than ten days are provided i B. In interpreting the data provided it mus: be
considered that Rosebud, the agency with the highest percents in both categories is also one of the
smallest agencies relative o numbers of SWD as well as general population numbers.

A. Total — Highest B. Tetal =10 Days
Suspensicns/Expulsions = Ten Days
Riosebud 15.57% Fosabud 5.74%
Mimneapilis 3.87% PapagoPima | 3.38%
SPA 2.11%.
Ft Defiance 1.85%
DIEP Average 1.91% DIEP Average | .89%

A significant discrepancy is defined as having a rate two or mare times the OIEF average

2an B 3iae Performance Plan: 2003-2010 Manltoring Priority_ FARPEINthe LRE  —Page 21__
(OB NCC 1820-0524 / Expliradon Date: 01/21/2008)
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Table 3: Suspensions and Expulsion Data for SWD 2004-2005

Suspensions 4o of total Single or %o of total
Expalsions Multiple =10
#5WD* | Agency Days
72 | Billings 0 0.00% 2 0.003%
Cheyenne 2
331 | River 0.60% a D.00%
Central a
MNavajo
312 | [Chinle) 0.00% 0 0.003%
232 | Cr CrilL Br 4 1.72% 2 0.88%
Eastern a
752 | Mavajo 0.00% J 0.003%
138 | Fort Apache 3 2.18% 0 0.003%
Fort 4
157 | Defiance 2.40% 3
277 | Hopi 1 0.36% 1 0.38%
723 | Minneapolis 25 | 5 0.80%
Morthemn o
151 | Pueblo 0.00% 0 0.003%
188 | Oklahoma & 3.18% 3 1.80%
325 | Papago!Pima 1 3.38% 11
452 | Pine Ridge 0 0.00% 0 0.003%
54 | Portland 14 2.56% 8 1.10%
122 | Rosebud 13
111 | Sacramento 0 0.00% d 0.00%
M. Navajo 5
288 | (Shiprk) 1.58% 5 1.88%
South and a
£28 | Eastern 0.00% 2 0.003%
Southern 12
47% | Pueblos 2.53% 10
Standing a
312 | Rock 0.00% J 0.003%
Turtle 1
E£72 | Mountain 1.92% 2 0.35%
Western o
537 | Navajo 0.00% 0 0.003%
Teg 1.81% 0.85%

Discussion of Baseline Data:

9% of the agencies (2 of 22) have been identified as having a significant discrepancy as compared 1o
other OIEF Agencies in the percent of students in the disabilities subgroup who have been
suspended or expelled. One agency reports greater than sight trmes the OIEP average for all
suspensicns and expulsions.

18% of the agencies (4 of 22) have been identified as having a significant discrepancy as comparsd
to other DIEP Agencies in the percent of studenis in the disabilites subgroup wha have besn
suspended or expelled for greater than ten days. The rates for suspensions greater than ten days
include one agency whose rate was six and one-half times the CIEP average.

Part B State Performance Plan. 2005-2010 Monltoring Priarity_ FARPEnthe LRE - Page 22
(OKI5 NCC 1820-0524 / Explraton Date: 01/31/2008)
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While the agencies identfied above have suspensions and expulsions rates two times or mare above
the QIEP average, the owverall OIEP rate for these faciors is low. The small numbars must also be
considersd when identifying differences as significant. In the monitodng process only one thers was
only one citation for 34 CFR 300.148. The data presented supports the conclusion that CIEP is
adeguately addressing this arsa.

n a recent MCES report 35% of American Indian students between grades 7° to 12 have been
suspended at some time. In comparison Blacks were reported at 35%, Hispanics at 20%., Whites at
15% and Asians a1 13%. The indicator here is based on a single year while the NCES repon was
ower a multiple year penod. however, when exdrapolated the overall numbers for the QIEP are low.

A. Rates of Suspension and Expulsion Targets

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than five times the
[2005-200E) DIEP average.

2006 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than four times the
(200E-2007) OIEP average.

2007 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than three times the
[2007-2008) DIEP average.

2008 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than two times the
[2008-Z2003) DIEP average.

2009 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than two times the
[2003-20110) QIEP average.

2010 Mo agency will report suspensions and expulsion rates greater than two times the
[2010-2011) QIEP average.

B. Targets [Above by ethnicity] — Mon applicable to QIER

Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESQURCE
1. Program the Annual Report Spring 2008 Information Technologies Staff
fram the schools to adequately
collect suspension and expulsion Education Research Analyst

data for all students.

2. Analyze data for pattems. Summer 2008 Education Research Analysts

2ar B State Performance Plarc 20052010 Monltoring Priority_ FARE Inthe LRE - Paga 23
(OIS MO 1820-0524 ! Explration Date: 01/21/2008)
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3. Provide Agencies with
nfommation and/or training on
positive behavicral interventions.

Summer 5Y 2005-2000

1. OIEP Safe and Drug Free
Schools program

4_Implement school lewvel
training on positive behavior
ntervention programs including
procedural safeguards schoo!
wide.

Fall S¥2006-2007

Higher Imstitution of Leaming
Title IV Coordinator

21* Century Grants

MPRRC

Red House Program

5. ldentify and frain school level
data entry persennel to have
consistency in reparting
nformation.

Diecember 2005

School Wide Programs
IDEI& P.L. 108346

Administrators

§. Implement a sysem-wide
student informiation system that
will allow better tracking of
suspensions and expulsions.

SY 2008-2007

Prime contractor
NASIS support team
Schoaols

WIS

7. Ensure each school develops
and implemsnts suspension and
axpulsion policies to be followsd
for all students, including those
with disabilibies.

Fall 2006

IDEIA Regulations

Agency Special Education
Coeordinators

Student’Parent Handbook

B. Mo less than yearly training for
parents and their role relative to
student behavior,

Fall 2006 - annually

Education Specialists
CSRP Process
Safe and Drug Fres

Parzn: Liaizon

8. Yearly survey parents
regarding what would be better
training for parents regarding
discipline and parent support of
positive behaviors,

‘Yearky 2005-2005 to 2010-2011

School Level Personnel

Coniract for printing. scoring and
caollating resuls.

=ar B 3tate Performance Flan: 20032010

Kionitoring Priorty_FASRE In the LRE

(OIS MO 1820-0524 ¢ Expiraton Date: 01/21/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 5: Percant of children with [EPs aged & through 21:
A Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day;
B. Removed from regular class greater than 50% of the day; or
C. Served in public or pivate separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital
placements.

(20 L5.C. 1418{@)310A))

Measurement:

& Percent = # of children with |IEF=s remaowed from regular class less than 21% of the day divided by
the ol # of students aged § through 271 with [EPs times 100.

B. Percent = # of children with |EPs remaowved from regular class greater tham 0% of the day divided
by the total # of students aged & throwgh 21 with IEPs times 100.

C. Percent = # of children with |EPs served in public or private separate schools, residential
placements, or homebound or hospital placements divided by the total # of studenis aged @
through 21 with IEPs times 100.

Source: 513 data — Table 3.

Owerview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

Diata for environment is currently collected via the environment codes as defined by OSEP being
listed om the Indian Student Equalzation Program (ISEF). This data is verified by the Special
Education Coordinators at each Agency. Reports on all IZEP students are generated from ISEP.

Refer to Indicator 20 for a mare in-depth description of the process.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

The baseline data reflects the percentage of students served in 2ach of the environment categories
as calculated from the actual count and description of placements as reported on the Cctober 28,
2004, Table 5 submission. The separate facilities and homebound'hospital categories are combined
due to the very small numbers.

Pan B 3tate Perfomance Plan: 200:-2010 Monltoring Priarity_ FAREInthe LRE - Pagalas
(OMS MOC 1820-0524 ¢ Expiradon Date: 0131/2008)
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Figure 3 5Y 2004-2005 Placement by Environment

Placement =21 11-60 =6l Separate
(A (B) (8]
56.64% 32.96% 9.93% A5%
=50 Separate
10%: 0%
o=21
m2-60
21-60 O=80
3% 0O Separate

Discussion of Baseline Data:

£z a sysiem OIEP has a high percentage of students (56.84%) served outside the genseral education
classroom less than 21% of the school week. The above data shows that a majonity of students
receive services with their non-disabled peers. The fall 2004 data is consistent with data from the
20032 fall zount, when comparsd to other states, QIER was three percentage points higher than the
national average. (OIEP 82%:; Mational Average 58%, US DOE, OSEP, Data Analysis System)

When looking at the very small numbers reflected as being placed in the most restrictive
emvironmeants note that placement of students in such facilities is slightly different than mos: siates.
When a OIEP student is in need of a separate facility placement there is close coordination with the
states and a student may be placed in a state-run facility and transfer to the state reporting. ie.. a
child is enrolled in the state facility for the deaf.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate
[2005-2008) special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

2008 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate
[200E-2007) special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

2007 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate
[2007-2008) special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

Par B 3tate Performance Plan. 200:-2010 Monltoring Priarity_ FAREInthe LEE - Paga g
(OMB MO 1820-0624 ¢ Expiration Date: 01/31/2008)
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2008 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate

[2008-2003) special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

2003 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate
(2003-2010) special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

2010 Show at least a 1% growth in the numbers of students receiving appropriate
(20102011} special education services outside the general education <20 % of the time.

Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESOURCE
1. Provide guidance io schools 5Y 20085-2006 MPRRC
relative 1o what constitutes
specialzed education services Agency Staff
within the general education
classroom.
2. Provide support and training Fall 2006 School Improvement Team
aimed at an increass in t2=am
teaching and collaboration Annually Imstitution of Higher Learming
betwesn general and special
education teachers. IDEIA P.L. 108445
Student Assistance Team
Child Study Team
Bldg. Leavel Support Team
Teacher Assistance Team
3. Administrators need o allow Spring 2008 School Improvemsnt Team
for documented common
additional planning/collaboration Imstitution of Higher Leaming
time. This may be a part of the
Consolidated School Reform DEIA P.L.108-446
Amendment and will be
expected in plans submitted by Student Assistance Team
schools in School Improvement
or lower status under NCLE. Child Study Team
Bldg. Level Support Team
Teacher Assistance Team
=an B State Perfomance Fan 2005-2010 Kionitorng Priarly_ FASE In the LRE - Page27__
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4. Involve general education
teachers in the special education
process including inclusion
praciices and planning and
training.

Annually and on-gaing

School Improvement Team
Imstitution of Higher Learming
IDEIA P.L. 108446

Student Assistance Team
Child Study Team

Bldg. Level Support Team

Teacher Assistance Team

5. Proposed flag for focused
monitoring on provision of FAPE
could be schools that seres 40%
ar more siudenis in gensera
education classroom for all
special education senvices.

Data collection: 5 2008-2007
Decision: Summer 2007

Momnitorimg: 2007-2008 and on-
gaoing if needed (2010-2011)

Research Analysts
Environment Data

Monitoring Staff

5. Do a study with a numier of
vaolunteer schools to determine if
hiolding joint general, specia
teacher conferences with
parents promotes betier parent
nvolvement.

5Y 2007-2003

Schoaol Administration
Teachers

Research Analysts

Pan B 3iate Performance Plan. 2005-2010

Rfanitoring Prianty_ FARE In the LRE
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

o

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 6: Percent of preschool children with [EPs who recefved special education and related services
n seftings with iypically developing peers (e g.. 2arly childhood setiings, home. and part-time early
childhood/par-time eary childhood special education setings).

Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

NOTE: CIER does not serve pre-school children (Early Childhood Par: B Five year olds in kindergarien
are served in school-age programs.

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 7: Percent of preschool children with |EPs who demonstrate improved:

A, Positive social-emotional skills (including secial relationships);
B. Acguisition and use of knowledge and skills (including early language’ communication and early
literazy); and

-

C. Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs.

(20 LLS.C. 1418 (=)(3)(A)

Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

Monitoring Pricrity: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 8: Percent of parents with a child recsiving special education services who report that schools
faciitated parent invelvemen: as a means of improving services and results for children with disabifties.

(20 LLS.C. 1418{a)3)(A)

Par B Stale Performance Pam: 2005-2010 Konlioring Priarly_ FASE Inthe LRE - Page 26
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Measurement:

Percent = # of respondent parents who report schools facifitated parent involvement as a means of
improving senices and results for children with disabilities divided by the total # of respondent
parents of children with disabilities times 100

Owerview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

The DIEP will request technical assistance from the Mational Center for Special Education
Accountabifty Monitoring (MCESEAM) to choose questions from their surveys that will address this
indicator. A survey will developed that can be orally interpreted into a vanety of Native Languages ar
in “plain text” English s that parents of SWD will undzrstand and be able to respond.

The information gathering will follow the following steps:
» \With technical assistance appropriate survey guestions will be identified;

A copy will e posted on the OIEP web site;

Caopies will be distributed 1o all Bureau funded schools;

Schools will be asked to use the survey with all parenis of SWD;

Schools will be asked to invite parenis o participate as they come into the school, with one-

an-one suppon as needed; and

#  Parenis who do not come to the school are to be contactad via a home visit or telephone
contact where possible;

# The data collection period will coincide with the school year; and

»  Assistance in collating and analyzing may be contracted.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
To be collected 5 2005-2008

The QIEP has done an initial (DRAFT) survey (June 2005) with parents. The survey questions and
resufts are provided in Appendix B.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

Basaline data will follow the more in-dapth distribution of the final survey.

Targets:

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 First data collection year
|2005-2008)

2006 To be determined
[2008-2007)

2007 To be determined
[2007-2008)

Pan B Siate Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Kionltoring Prionity_ FADE inthe LREE - Page 30
(OMBS MO 1820-0524 ) Expiration Dates 01/21/2008)
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2008 To b determined
[2008-2003)
2009 To be determined
[2003-2010)
2010 To be determined
{20010-2011)
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESOURCE

1. Work with MCEEAM to
develop, distribute and analyzs
parent sunvey. Provide results
nformation back to the schools.

5% 2005-2006

CSEAM

2. In addition to above outlined Jume 2006 IDEIA P.L. 108448
process OFf Rleservation
Boarding Schools can telephons Social Waorker
each parent of a child with a
disability in their school File Manager
whenever possible.

Hame School Liaison
3. Include the parent survey in Jume 2006 School Wide Programs

the CSRP Amendment Process
as a par: of parental input
activities.

Succeeding Years

School Administration

SIT teams

Parl B State Performance Mam: 2005-2010

(0N NCC 1820-0524 ¢ Explraion Date: 01/31:2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Perfformance Plan Development:

(The following items are to be completed for each monitoring priority/indicator.)

Monitoring Pricrity: Dis-proportionality

Indicator 9: Percent of agencies with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in
spacial education and related services that is the result of inapproprate identification.

(207TUS.C1416(030CH

Measurement:

Fercent = # of agencies with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in speacial
education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identfication divided by # of districts
in the State imes 100.

Include State's definition of “disproportionate repressntation.”

Describe how the S:ate determined that disproporionate representation of racial and ethnic groups
in special education and related services was the result of inappropriate identification, ..,
monitoring data, review of policies, practices and procedures under §18{d), etc.

Source: Indian Student Equalization Program {IZEF)

Nate: The data vary from the data shown an Table 1 (513 Child Count) because the data reportad
here are from the student roster used for funding purposes. The Child Count includes non-1ISEP
eligible students (primarily students who do not qualify as Amernican Indian for funding purposes but
who may have some blood quanium Amnerican Indian and attend Bureau funded schools).

Owerview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

Indicator #3 (abowve) is not a factor for the QIER because the OIEP is a single ethnic group education
system and therefore does not have a disproporbionate placement factor based on ethnic groups.
There are differences in rates of placement in special education betwesen agencies and betwsen
schools as well as culwral faciors which make identification more complex and may resulft in
differences in rates of identification in some categories of disabilties based on geographic location
across the 23 states.

Bureau funded schools use the guidelines of the state in which they are located for identification of
SWD. They alse more commaonly coniract rather than direct hire for services from diagnosticians,
psychologists, Speech Language Therapists, Occupational Therapists, Physical Therapists and any
other related services which are required. One large agency does hire staff directly to assist in the
identification of students and o provide direct related services.

The QIEP would ke to substitute an indicator that wouwld look at the percent of identification of SWD
betwesn agencies. In locking at this s=t of data the relative size of each of the agencies must be
considered. t may become necessary to also consider cultural or other unigue factors that may have
an impact on identification of SWD as well as diferences betwesn state guidelines and / or practices.

Pan B State Perfomance Flar: 2005-2010 Monitoring Priorty_ Disproporiionality  —Paga 32
(OIS WO 1520-0624 | Explradon Date: 0131/2008)
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Figure 4

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
Four Wear Trend for OIEP Idenfification of SWD

% SPED

O 2888 3T
B -G
[=fririe A
O] mics-Gisd
L EColin e

Bureau of Indian Afairs

State
YEAR % SPED
2000 -2001 21
2001-2002 18
2002-2003 17
2003-2004 16.87
2004-2005 1747

Table 4
S 2004-20035 Agency Percent Placement of SWD a5 Comparsd o Total Mumier of Students
Arency # of Students" #5WD'* o SWD' %4 of Total® %4 Total SWD"
Billings 405 73 158.02% 0.830% 0.51%
Cheyenne River 1579 331 20.98% 3.45% 42.14%
Central Navajo {Chinle) 3014 32 10.35% 8.58% 3.80%
Crow Creek | Lower Brule 1454 233 16.82% 3.20% 2.091%
Eastern Mavajo 5124 768 14.78% 11.19% 0.458%
Fort Apache T24 135 18.20% 1.580% 1.74%
Fort Defiance 1751 167 B.48% 3.85% 2.08%
Hopi 1732 277 15.76% 2840 3.45%
Minneapalis 2885 723 26.93% 5.87% 0045
Horthern Navajo [Shiprock) 2028 208 14.68% 4.43% 3.73%
Northern Pueblo 1104 181 16.30% 241% 2.26%
Cklahoma Field Office 1124 188 16.73% 2.45% 2.35%
PapagoiPima 1775 228 18.31% 285% 4 06
FPine Ridge 3213 483 16.03% 7.02% B.04%
Portland 2281 540 23.83% 5.00% 5.83%
Rosebud B75 122 13.84% 1.81% 1.53%
Sacramento 24 111 12.01% 2.02% 1.28%
South and Eastern 3404 228 23.70% 7.63% 10.35%
Southern Pueblos 2359 475 18.56% 5.500% 5540
Standing Rock 1298 218 24.58% 2.83% 2.58%
Turtle Mountain 2334 573 24 55% 5.10% 7.16%
Western Mavajo 4248 537 12.85% 9.25% B.71%
45778 Togd

"Sumber of ISEP (Indian Student Equalization Frogram) efgible students enrolied in OIEP schools in each

agency.

“Murmber of students with disabilities (WD) identified by agency

*The percent of the total number of general education students who have been identfied as being a SWD
*8gency percent of total ISEF count (Fall 2004).
*Bgency percent of total OIEF count of SWD

Pan B State Performance Plarc 2005-2010
|OhIS MO 1820-0524 1 Explradon Date: 01/31/2008)

Monitaring Priorty_ Disproporiianaliy
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Discussion of Baseline Data:

Identification of students with disabilities has shown a gradual dowrward trend betwesn 5% 2001-
2002 and 5 2003-2004. The 5Y 2004-2005 data has shown a slight increase in identification. Data
willl continue to be gathered o assist in the determination of whether this is a new pattern or a single
year phenomenan. In either case thers is a desire to have a better understanding of why the numbers
remain higher than the national average. (Taken from QSEP data sowrces: The 2003 national
placement rate for Mative American students with disabilities was 11.8%)

Tablz 4, (p.33) indicates that there is a great deal of difference between agencies when comparing

placement rates in special education. The column labeled "% SWD" shows that the agency with the
lowest placement rate for WD is F Defiance at 8 48% of their students being so identified. Along

with Ft. Defiance two other agencies fall greater than 25% below the QIEF total system average of

17.47% placement rate. There are also five agencies that show a placement rate greater than 25%

above the QIEP average. (s=e Table 4).

Adequate evaluation for the determination of a disabiity is a difficult and complex task evan when the
tools used are designed in the context of the child being evaluated. When the tools and the
evaluator(s) themsalves come from a culture other than that of the student the task becomes even
maore difficult. Thers is always an effort to adjust and compensats in such situations, however, when
there are high placements overall or by disabiity whether there is inappropriate identification must be
considered. Important elements the QIEP considers 1o be faciors in a proper identification of 3
student with a disability include the following:

®» ision, hearing and other health screenings as relevant,

#»  English language proficiency determination as well as home language if differen: from
English,

# Past access to learning and current achisvement status as compared to non-disabled peers,
»  Specific Interventions that have been provided and resufts,

» Anindicator of expected achigvement levels (cognitive level),

»  Perinent educational, social, emotional histories,

#  Processing skills,

#»  Cultural or community factors that impact learning or atitudes about l2aming,

»  Knowledge and expernence of evaluators with the cuttural factors,

»  Team data review, discussion and decision.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

High Rate of ldentification for SWD

2005 0%
[2005-2008)
2006 0%
[200E-2007)
2007 0%
[2007-2008)
Par B Stats Pedformancs Flan: Z005-2010 Moritorng Sriorty__ Disproporionality - Page 34

(005 MO 1820-0524 ¢ Expiraton Date: 0131/2008)
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2008 0%
|2008-2003)
2003 0%
|2003-2010j)
200 0%
[2010-2011)
Improvement ActivitiesiTimelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESOQURCE

1. Agency staff will give
guidancs in team determination
of disability through review of al

new placements for cumrent year

as well as 19% of current
folders.

MNew placements — review dane
yearly

Cid folders 15% each year until
all folders reviewad.

SY 2005-2006 to 2010-2011

Multi-team assessment data,
classroom cbsarvations, teacher
n-put, parent in-put, residential

observations,

State policies for identification.

2. The OIEP review the data
provided by the 23 states
regarding the proportions of
students identified as a studeam
with a disability by ethnicity.

5y 2005-2008

State Plans in states whers
Bursau funded schools are
ocated

3. Research and Training on 2005-2008 Research Centers
response to intervention using

SBR cumiculum, strategiss, Action Research at the School
methods, and intervantion and Agency leve
programs that are proven

successiul as used by other OIERP Education Research
schools. Analysis

4a. Focus monitoring on 2006-2007 Cs

schools who have over all low

reading scores and high MPRRC

SLOFSWD identification.

4k (If approgriate iTraining of 2006 on-going CS

the fozus maonitoring schools on

relationship of teaching reading MPRRC

and leaming disabilities.

2ar B State Performance Plarc 20052040

Monitaring Priorfy_ Disoroportianalty

(OIS MO 1820-0624 ! Explration Date: 0121/2008)
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5. Review the guidelines of each | Fall 2006 State Web sites

state regarding their eligibility

criteria. Agency Staff

8. Mdentify guidelines of a Spring 2005 Agency Staff

states for SLD identification
based on these guidelines what Review yearly ursil 2011
would relate to students in
Bureau schoals.

Par B State Pesformance Plan: 2005-2040 WMoritaring Pricrty_ Disproporfionaly - Page 36_
(M5 NC: 152005624 ¢ Expiraion Cate: 01/31/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following ifems are to be completed for each monitoring priorifyindicator.)

Monitoring Pricrity: Dis-propoertionality

Indicator 10: Percent of agencies or schools with disproporiionate representation of racial and ethnic
groups in specific disabifity categories that is the result of inappropriate identfication.

(20 LLS.C. 1418{a)3)(C])

Measurement:

Percent = # of agencies with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific
dizability categonies that is the result of inapprogriate identification divided by # of agencies in QIEP
times 100.

nclude CHEF s definition of “disproportionate representation.”

Describe how CIEP deermined that disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in
specific disability categones was the result of inappropriate identification, £.9.. monitoning data,
review of policies, practices and procedures under 518(d), ste.

Owerview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

Basad on Chid Count inforrnation (812 data) data will be gathersd showing the placemant by
category of disability within each agency. (Placement for ISEP students is also available by school )
From this information agencies with placement by category that is significantly diffierent than the CIEP
average will be identfied. The process of determining whether the differences in category placemeants
is based on inappropriate identification will be essentially the same as addressed in indicator #2. The
indicator will be maodified o look at dis-proportionality between calegones and disability and rates of
placement.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
Table 5
2004-2005 Placemsnts by Disability Categories

CieafBlind 0.0o% | Bursau-wide identification of students as Specific
Orthopedically Impaired 0120 | Learning Disabled falls abowve the national state
Wisually Impaired [0.7g% | *v=r=ae
Autistic 0.31%
Traumatic Brain Injured 0.31%
Hearing Impaired/Deaf 0.85%
Multiply Disabled 1.80%
Other Health Impaired 1.85%
Developmentally Delaysd 4.43%
Mentally Retarded 5.08%
Emoticnally Disturbed 0.55%
Speech - Language 18.89%
Spedific Leaming Disabled a0.18%
Par B State Ferdformiance Flar: 2005-2010 Monitoring Priory_ Disproporionaliy - Page 37_

(0N NCC 1820-0524 / Explration Date: 01/31/2008)
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Chart 5 — Placement by Disability — T eaming Disability, Other Health Tmpaired.
Developmental Delaved
State %LD %OHI LD+OHI %DD  “%athtc  Placemant LD/OHI 0
- % 0H
Arizona 56,10 347 068 el 5 Lo+t
California 54.37 4828 5205
Florida 405 115 =085 i
Idaha 50,71 A5 573 E11 &34 ot +

lowa 54.84 o7z 55.68

*
K 4315 11.66 £4 .51 a.82 5543 'j\ \
ansas - “'t\ ﬂ ﬁ f’\

lousiana 3535 1047 4932 457 5380 ) Lﬂ =
Maine 3835 1240 5134 £ R\ ﬂ/ U

Michigan ~ 45.32 354 4588 oz 4pqz| EOY =7

Minnescta 3520 10.24 4863 127 4| =

Missiesippi  51.1 438 5548 210 sBES =L

Montana 5323 542  £1.68 .

Nevada 6127 | 578 67.02

e

Mexico 5534 | BO1 8135 402 8627 10 -

N.Carglina 4027 1251 5278 301 5578 e
N.Dakota 402 831 4851 207 5058 v e e e
Cklshoma 5468 | 847 6113 855 6768 P W d’:‘iﬁﬂs‘“@f‘f *f;ﬁf“ G
Cragen 4810 034  E553 w f*a o d a-ﬁ

S.Dakota  47.47 54.08 States

Utsh 55.53 5083 212 6205

Washington 4452 1725 8177 845 8822

Wisconson 434 BS7T 5227 D11 5238

Wyoming 4553 1078 58.32

BlA G2.88 65.54
23 ABOVE 4813 B574 304 GB.88

ALL 4741 748 £4.58

Discussion of Baseline Data:

The relationship between a high percentage identification of Specific Leaming Disabled (SLD) and
culiural factors which may include language issues, limited experiences (geographic isclation) and /
or other factors mus: be ressarched. The relationship between SL0 identfication and Cther Health
Impaired may alse be a unigue factor based on aceess to medical services which focus an ADD,
medications and resultant identification as OHI. These areas are revealed as those which need
further study before inappropriate identfication can be documented.

2ar B Siate Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monitoring Priory_ Désproporionality  —Page 38
(OMS MCr 18200524 / Expiration Date: 01031/2008)
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Bureau of Indian Afairs

State
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 0%
|2005-2008)
2006 0%
[200&-2007)
2007 0%
[2007-2008)
2008 0%
|2008-2003)
2009 0%
[2003-2010)
2010 0%
[2010-2011)
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESOURCE

1. Convens a team of Bureau
employed psycholagists, Speech
- Language Pathologists,
Occupational Therapists and
others involved in disability
dentfication to review
parameters of a “good”
evaluation.

Summer 2008

OIEP Employed Related Service
Personnsl,

Funds for travel for mesting.
Director-OIEF

Special Education Specialists

Agency Staff

2. The QIEF will review the daia
provided by the 23 states
regarding the proportions of
students identified by disability
category and by ethnicity.

5% 2005-2008

State Annual Performance
Reports in states where Bureau
funded schools are located

Part B Data Collections

3. Research and Training on
response to intervention using
S5BR cumiculum, strategiss,
methods, and intervantion
programs that are proven
successiul as used by other
schools.

5Y 2005-2006

Research Centers

Action Research at the School
and Agency Level

OIEP Education Research
Analysts

Pan B State Perfomance Plan 2005-2010

(OB MO 1820-0524 ! Expiraton Dates 01/31/2008)

Monitoring Priorty_ Disproporfionality - Page 38
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State

4. Focus monitoring on schools | 3% 2005-2007 Sl

who hawve over all low reading

scores and high SLOVSWD MPRRC
dentfication.

4k (If appropriate) Training of 5% 2008 On-going CS5i

the focus monitering schools on

relationship of teaching reading MPRRC

and learming disabilities.

5. Review the guidelines of each
state regarding their eligibility
criteria by disability.

Fall 2006

State Web sites

Agency Staff

5. Identify guidelines of &
states for SLD identification;
based on these guidelines
dentify what would be diferent
or difficult relative to students in
bureau schoals.

5Y 2008-2007

State Documents

State Offices tasked with
supenvision of senvices for
students with disabilities.

7. Tier 2 monitoning — to include
quality docurnentation of
attempted intervention(s) based
on three tier model,

Update the format.

Saoring 2005

Agency Special Education Staff

School Special Education staff

5. Where entities are found 1o
have disproportional

dentification schools will be
asked to sither a) provids
documentation to support the
dentification (30 days) ar b)
pres=nt a plan for the reduction
of inappropriate identification to
be completed in no less than one
year.

5Y 2008-2007 to 2010-2011

Schoaol Level Personnel

Monitoring Visits Review

Par B State Performance Plar 2005200

Monitaring Pricry_ Disproporfionzliy - Page 40

(OMS N 1820-0624 ! Explrafion Date 01/21/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Perfformance Plan Development:

(The following items are to be completed for each monitoring priority/indicator.)

Monitoring Pricrity: Effective General Supervision Part B / Child Find

Indicator 11: Percent of children with parental consent to evaluate, who were evaluated and eligibility
determined within 80 days (or State established timeline).

(20 LLS.C. 1418{a)3)(B))

Measurement:
a. #of children for whom parental consent to evaluate was recsived.
o, #determined not eligible whose evaluations and eligihility determinations wers completed
within 80 days (or State established timeline).
o #determined eligible whose evaluations and eligibility determinations were completed within 50
days (or State established timeline).

Account for children included in a but not included in b or . Indicate the range of days beyond the
tirmeline when ligibility was determined and any reasons for the delays.

Percent = b + ¢ divided by a times 100.

Owerview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

The QIEP has a two tier maonitoring system during which a 10% review of data at the schoaol level is
daone. This review includes a complete review of 10% of the student files. During the Continuous
mprovement Focused Monitaring System complete file reviews are also done. During =2ach of these
pracesses the timeine from signature to placement will be tracked. Beginning with 5% 2005-2006
Agency Staff will look at this issue for every child newly referred for assessment to detemmineg

eligibility for special education services. Uniil data regarding this indicator can be incorporated into
the sysiem-wide data base agencies will be required to maintain this imeline data on all new refemals
at=2ach of the schools in the agency.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
To be gathersd

Discussion of Baseline Data:

FFY Mzasurable and Rigorous Target
2005 100%
|2005-2008)
2006 100%
[200&-2007)
Pan B Stats Perdormance Plan 2005-2010 Manhzring Prionty;_Gensral Supsndsion_— Page 41_

(OB MO 1820-0524 ! Expiraton Dates 01/31/2008)
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Bureau of Indian Affairs

State
2007 100%:
{2007-200:3)
2008 100%:
{2008-2003)
2003 100%
[200%-2010)
2010 100%
[2010-2011)
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESQURCE

1. Provide Agency staff
coordinator with a spreadsheet
that will list new refarals,
consent 1o evaluate date,
avaluation date, placemen:
decision date.

Hesp spreadsheet curmrant
throughiout the year. 741 — G/30.

Submit copy to CS1 as of June
30 each year.

Provided spread sheet.

Written guidance for use of
spreadsheet

2. Collect baseline student data
on initial evaluations completed
within the G0-day timeline

July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2008

Schools

Agency Staf

3. Annually update initial
avaluation data

July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2011

School, Agencies & C5)

4. Incorporate into the student
nformation system (MASIS)

July 1, 2007

Student Information System

5. Development of parent
nformation packet clarifying
avaluations, school and parent’s
responsibilities.

June 30, 2008

C5

5. Train school sta® on indicator
and activities.

By July 30, 2008

Mational Conference. Agency
Staff, and Administration

2art B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010

Manltaring Priority._General Supervision_ - Page 42__

(OMB MOC 1520-0624 ¢ Expiration Dates D1/31/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

MOTE: The QIEP does not administer the Part © or Part B Early Childhood programs. QIEP has no direct
responsibility unsil 3 student enters kindergarten in a Bursau funded school

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B § Effective Transition

Indicator 12: Percent of children referred by Part C prior io age 3, who are found eligible for Part B,
and who have an |1EP developed and implemented by their third birthdays.

(20 U.S.C. 1418(z)}{2)(B))

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Wanltaring Prorty:_General Supenvision_ - Page 43__
(OMB NO: 1320-0624 ¢ Expiration Date: 01/31/2108)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B § Effective Transition

Indicator 13: Percent of youth aged 18 and above with an |EF that includes coordinated, measurable,
annual |IEP goals and transition services that will reasonably enable the student to meet the post-
secondary goals.

(20 U.5.C. 1418{a} 2B}

Measurement:

Parcent = # of youth with disabilities aged 16 and above with an |EF that includes coordinated,
measurable, annual IEF geals and transition services that will reasonably enable the student to
meet the post-secondary goals divided by £ of youth with an 1EP ages 16 and above timas 100.

Owverview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

A review of files, which includes a determination of whather an |EF for a student 14 or older is
completed correctly, is done during the 2" Tier process which is on-site venfication. The infarmation
gathered is legged into an electronic program and the summary reports are forwarded o S50

During the 2™ Tier monitaring process each Agency Staff is required to review files as follows: Whars
there are 100 or more special education student files 30% must be reviewed. Where thers arz less
than 100 special education swuden: files ne less than 20 files {or all) must be reviewsd.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 [2004-2005):
Er.u Tisr S

T74 files reviewed for transition factors on the 1EP.
# 7% files not in compliance, 10.21% were found 1o be out of compliance with this indicator.
» Only six agencies had 100% compliance with this indicataor.

One agency had 20% compliance.

One had 78%, three in the eighties (81%, 82%, 85%) and 2 fell in the nineties.

Two agencies did not complete the task.

One had technical problems.

One had no staff (SEC) to complete the task.

CIMP Monitoring:
One non-compliance area was cited during the CIMP monitoring process in the area of transition.
There was correction within the required timelines.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

The baseline data indicates that there is not 100% compliance in this area. There is improvement
ower the 2002 OSEP observation referenced in 2005 Annual Progress Report letter dated Movember
21, 2005.

CIMP monitoring data in this area will be available at the conclusion of the 2005-2006 school year.
Please refer to Appendix C for information regarding efforts to improwve the monitoring and data
caollection in this area.

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Manltaring Prorty:_General Supenvision_ - Page 44
{OMB MO 1320-D624 ¢ Expiration Dabe: D1/3172008)
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Bureau of Indian Affairs

tool o mest IDEIA requirements
and train field staff to implement.

State
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 100%
{2005-2008)
2008 100%
{2008-2007)
2007 100%
{2007-2008)
2008 100%
{2008-2003)
2009 100%
{2003-2010)
2010 100%
{2010-2011)
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESOURCE
1. Regional trainings an 5% 2005-2006 C5I Staff
tranmsition requirements under
IDEIA. MPRREC
2. Rewrite 2™ Tier Maonitori ng September 1, 2008 c5

3. Schoals will review 100% of
student |[EPs to document that
tranmsition is addressed in [EPs
for students and the Agency staff
will check fulfllment through 2™
Tier Monitoring.

June 30, 2011

Schools Staff

Agency Staf

4. Discussion of MOLU will be
nitiated betwesn the CIEF and
states housing Bur=au funded
schools 1o allow student
transition plans to follow the
state requirements that the
school is located in, including
boarding schools.

July 20, 2008 to Jume 30, 2011

C5l (with school support)

Rarl B 3tale Performance Plan: 2003-2010

Mignltaring Priorty._General Supenvision_ - Page 45__
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5. Schoaol level transition On going through 2011 C5l, Agency Staff and outside

specialists will receive training in coniractors

plan development, ie., goals
writing, activities, etc.

5. Train school staff on indicator | By July 30, 2008 Mational Conference, Agency
and activities. Staff, and Administration
Part & Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 KManltoning Priodty._General Supenvision_ - Page 456

(OMB MO 15320-0624 ¢ Expiration Dabes D1/31/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Overview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priertyfindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / Effective Transition

Indicator 14: Percen: of youth who had |EFs, are no longer in secondary school and wha have besn
competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of
eawving high school.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(z)3)BY)

Measurement:

Percent = # of youth whe had TEPs, are no longer in secondary school and who have been
competitively emploved, enrelled in some type of postsecondary schoeol, or both, within one

year of leaving high school divided by # of vouth assessed who had IEPs and are no longer
i secondary school ttmes 100.

Crverview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

Six months post spring graduation schools were asked to respond o 3 questionnaire asking about the
status of recent graduates relative to employment or school status at that time. The responses received
reported on 327 graduates. Of those T5% were either employed (45.1%) or engaged in a leaming activity
(53.8%).

[ )

Table & Post Graduation Activity - 2003-2004 Graduates

Care must be taken when locking at employment
statistics for American Indian exits from high school to

consider the employment rate reporied for Mative 6 month report Number
Americans as a whole. Since QIEP schools are located

n tweniy-thres the national rates for unemployment Graduated  2003-2004 327
will be used as a criteria in determining realistic targets

for this indicator, Working 113

MNational rates of unemployment are repored as falling

condary pro
between 42% [Mational American Indian Housing Sl ArosTam L
Counci, Sept. 2005) to 45% (Center for Commumnity Tachnical mainine .
Change, 2004 data). Thess numbers are cormoborated L2cImica) TAMMng -~
oy 2002 census data reporting that only 58.1% of . . . ) .
Mative American house halds have repored a ;T':]'_j'f_c ‘-"T_F" Ameri- Carp, =
househalder holding a full-time job.. ATy

Oiher g2
Dart B Stale Perfamance Plan; 2005-2010 wonltaring Pricety._General Supervision_— Page 47__
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Tao collect the data required o respond to this indicator schools will be asked to do the following:

1. Each school must identify all students 15 years and older who exited the system during
5% 2004-2008 (July 1 to June 30) as follows:
a. Graduated with a regular diploma
b. Recsived a cerificate of completion
. Dropped out
d. Swdents wha did not return from the previous year and are not known to be

enrolled elsewhere

-

Between April and May of 5% 2008 the school will:
a. Esiablish contact with student or individual having knowledge of the student and
b. Ascertain if the individual is
Compstitively employed,
. Enrclled in a post secondary leamming experience, ar
iii. Meither of the above.
3 Caollate information into a single report and forward results to CSI.

The calculation of the rate of employment or engagement in a post secondary learning expenence will be
done at TS5l

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
Will collect S 2005-2008

Discussion of Baseline Data: Developed after data collection

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 To be determined

[2005-2005)
20086 To be determined

[2008-2007)
2007 To be determined

[2007-200:5)
2008 To be determined

{2008-2003)
2009 To be determined

{200%-2010)
2010 To be determined

[2010-2011)

2art & Stale Pesformance Plan: 2005-20410 Kanitaring Priodty._General Supenvision_— Page 45__

{OMB WO 1320-0624 ¢ Expiration Date: 01/31/2008)
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Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESCQURCE

1. Develop a uniform data January 1, 2007 School-MASIS, DVR, G5
collection system to establish
baseline data on 2008 students.

2. School/Transition Specialist Juna 30, 2008 and ongoing. School Transition Specialist
will educate students on need for

data collection about their status Guidance Counselar
following leaving secondary

schiool. Home School Liaison

3. Train school staff on indicator | By July 30, 2008 Mational Conference, Agency
and activities. staff, and administration

4. Other activities will be based
an first year data collection.

Part & State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Kianitaring Priority._General Supervision_ — Page 49__
(OMB MOr 1820-0624 / Expration Date: 01/31/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owverview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each moniforing priorityindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision

Indicator 15: General supervision sysem (including manitoring, complaints, hearings, etc.) identifies and
carrects noncompliance as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from identification.

{20 U.5.C. 1418 (a)}(3NB)

Measurement:

A Percent of noncompliance related to monitoring priority areas and indicators
corrected within one year of identification:

a. & of findings of noncompliance made related to monitoring priority areas and indicators.
b, # of commections completed as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from
dentification.

Percent = b divided by a timas 100.

For any noncompliance not corrected within one year of identfication, desenbe what actions,
including technical assistance andlor enforcement that DIEP has taken.

B. Percent of noncompliance related to areas not included in the abowve monitoring
pricrity areas and indicators corrected within one year of identification:

a. #offindings of noncompliance made related to such arsas.
o, # of corrections completed as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from
dentification.

Percent = b divided by a times 100.

Far any noncoempliance not comected within one year of identification, deseribe what actions,
including technical assistance andior enforcement that QIEP has taken.

C. Percent of nencompliance identified through other mechanisms [complaints, due
process hearings, mediations, etc.) corrected within one year of identification:

a. & of agencies in which noncompliance was identified through other mechanisms.

b.  # of findings of noncompliance made.

c. & of corrections completed as soon as possible butin no case later than one year from
dentification.

Percent = ¢ divided by b times 100.

For any noncompliance not corrected within one year of identfication, descrbe what actions,
including technizal assistance andior enforcement that OIEP has taken.

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Nanitaring Pricrity._General Supesvisian_ — Page SO__
(OMB MOr 1820-0624 ! Expiration Dale 01/31/2005)
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Owverview of Issue/Description of System or Process:
Maonitoring is handled as followed:
#» The OIEP uses a Continuous Improvement Monitoring Process to monitor all schools. This is

a school-wide process during which bath the special education programs and tifle programs
are monitored at the same time by a3 combined team.

* Schools are receive a site visit on a six year cycle (DIEP is currenily in the last year of this
cycle)
*  Prior fo the site visit 2ach school must complete and submit a self-assessment during which

they review their own program, identify areas of non-compliance or concarn, develop a plan
to address the issue and then complete a plan to address the issues.

» Special Education monitoring is assigned to a conftract with MPRRC, G5l staff do school-wide
mznitoring. Both teams monitor simultanecusly..

*  After the monitoring schools are advised of their areas of non-compliance and are reguired to
submit a Comactive Action Plan. Within one year they are asked o verfy stawus of the
needed correction.

Beginning with 5% 2005-2008 a focused montoring element is being added to the process. Based on
reported data schools or agencies that have a high placement as Specific Learning Disabled, coupled
with low reading scores will ke monitored. The new process and will be fully developed during the current
(2005-2008) schogl year.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

A | Data gathered relative to Indicator 15. A is from any school which was monitored and for
which the resuliant ime line of one year ended during 5% 2004-2008.

# During the time penod specified 35 schools were monitored by the CSI.

» 32 of 35 schools had non-compliance citations {81%).

* 158 non-compliance citations were found in the abowve monitoring.

¢ (Ofthe 158 non-compliance citations, 44 (35%) were not corrected within one year.

» Ofthe 32 schools that received citations for non-compliance, 17 still had uncorrectad
non-compliance cne year later. (33%)

Il. The following data is provided in response o the request in the Movember 21, 2005 letter
received from OSEP in response to the 2003-2004 Annual Peformance Report.

* Inthe area of [EP content regarding assessment (34 CFR 300.247(a)(5)) specific
infarmation is not available. The overall area of |IEP content (34 CFR 300.347) had 28
citations with only 13 corrected in a timely manner.

* Placement based on individual needs received 10 citations, only 4 of which wers
caorrected in a timely manner.

# Mesting notices to parents have been mare successfully addressed with anly 4 citations
and only one correclive action not corrected in a timely manner.

#» CIMP monitoring data listed 17 citations (35 schools) for ESY for 2004-2005. Nine were
reported as corrected. it is clear that this continues 1o be a systemic concemn for QIEP.
Actions to be taken in such circumsiances will be addressad in the restructuring of
monitoring (outhined in Appendix C).

Part & State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Kianitaring Priority._General Supernvision_— Page S1__
[OMB MOx 1320-0624 / Expration Date: 01/31/2008)
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B. None available at this time.

C. 31 findings were the result of ten complaint investigations. Comective actions were developed.
There is no documentation of implementation of these required actions.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

The baseline data indicates that many non-compliance issues have not been successfully corrected.
QIEF understands that the current monttoring process, from the self assessment to the required
successful closure for any factor in non-compliance status (howsver determined) must be reviewed.
Each componant must be analyzed and systemic issuss must be addressad. For this process o
result in & system that fruly identifies and, within reguired fimelinas, will facilitate remediation of non-
compliances it must be planned and well executed. Please reference the plan attached as Appendix
C. MNate that the plan (Appendix C) is designad to identify both the identification of areas of non-
compliance, but alse, the provision of assistance to the schools in remediation of non-compliances
and sanctions that must be applied as appropriate. Follow-up o identification of a concarn is critcal.

OIEP has coniracted with Mountain Plains Regional Rescurce Center (MPRRC) to provide technical
assistance to schools. Bursau funded schools can be eligible for technical assistance from coniract
technical assistance providers for the following reasons:

* & recommendation from CEl staff;
¢ & reguest of the school principal and/or Agency Education Line Officer;

* arecommendation from the CIMP monitoring team upon completion of an on-site
walidation visit; or

* random selection by CEl o ensure corrections have been made.

Mountain Plains Regicnal Resource Center (MPRRC) is provided with a list of schools which have
been referred for TA based upon the onsite validation visit and resultant non-compliance citations. (In
the future the name and non-compliance identified areas will be forwarded o MPRRC for each school
that is monitored). MPRRC automatically gets a copy of all final monitoring reports.

When a school is cited for non-compliance MPRRC will do follow-up and provide technical
assistance. A tracking system will be developed to mainiain records for all citations, submission of
carrective aclion plans, and documentation of correction as soon as possible but in no case later than

ane year.
Targets:
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 100% of areas of non-compliance will be comacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2005-2008) later than one year.
2006 100% of areas of non-compliance will be cormacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2006-2007) later than one year.
2007 100% of areas of non-compliance will be cormacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2007-2005) later than one year.
Part B State Perfarmance Plan: 2005-2010 Manitaring Prarty:_General Supenvision_ - Page 52__
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2008 100% of areas of non-compliance will be comacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2008-2003) later than one year.
2009 100% of areas of non-compliance will be cormacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2003-2010) later than one year.
2010 100% of areas of non-compliance will be cormacted as scon as possible, but in no case
[2010-2011} later than one year.
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESCOURCE
1. Refine, assign tasks and Fall 2008 G5l Staff
develop a timeline to restructurs
the monitoring system. Agency Staf

Zchool Representatives

Federal Resource Centers

1. Write policy regarding non
compliance citations corections
to include sanctions if needed.
The final document will be
disseminated 1o the field.

5% 2008-2007

CE

Chief-CZl

Director — DIEP

Line Office Swaff

2. QIEP will impose sanctions
for areas of non-compliance
which are not corrected within 1
year.

5Y 2005-2008 to 2010-2011

OIER-CSI
Solicitor

Bureau Eligibility Doc.

3. Develop and implement an
automated tracking system for all
mgnitoring data, including
timelines, corrections and
sanctions.

5Y 2008-2007

Data Managers

Rarl B 3tate Performance Plan; 2005-2010

Mianltaring Pricrty._General Supervision_ - Page 53__
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4 Annually, review all monttoring | 3% 2008-2007 continuing o G5l Staff

data to determine:
5Y 2010-2011 Line Office Siaff

+ status of comrections
School Level Staff

*  system-wide issues

« zxamples of effective
correciions

* any nesded changes io
the system

5. With the implementation of #3. | Y 2010-2011 C 5l Staff
There should be better data
available from which specific
activities can be developed each
year based on need.

Agency Staf

School Level Staff

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Keanitaring Pricrity._General Supervison_ — Page S4__
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priority/indicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision

Indicator 16: Percen: of signed written complaints with reports issued that were resolved within 80-day
timeline or a timeline extended for exceptional circumstances with respect to a particular complaint.

{20 U.5.C. 1418{a}2HB)

Measurement:

Percent = (1.1(b) + 1.1(c)) divided by (1.1) times 100.

Sbove from Attachment 1.

Owverview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

Parents of students with disabilities, and siudenis themselves when age appropriate, are provided a
copy of the procedural safeguards pamphlets in which are outlined the process to be followed if they
wish o take formal steps o initiate 3 complaint, mediation, a reselution session or a due process
hearing. Included in the [ferature is a contact number at C5I if 3 parent does not wish to inform the
school.

If a school receives a signed written complaint they are o forward that complaint to the Agency, who
in turn sends that document to the Supenisory Education Specialist or other identified contact person
at G5l It is the responsibility of 351 to notify the solicitor and to ensure all appropriate actions ensus.

The OIEP confracts with Mouwniain Plains Regional Resource Center (MPRRC) to provide complaint
investigators, mediators, and dus process hearing officers. When C51 is notified of a complaint (or
request for mediation or due process hearing) MPRRC is contacted and an individual is selected on a
rotating basis to serve in the capacity required. Individuals serving in the identified capacity receive
training coordinated by MPRRC prior to having their name added to the respective availability list.

Parents of students with disabilities, and siudenis themselves when age appropriate, are provided
with a copy of the procedural safeguards pamphlets in which are outlined the process to be followed if
they wish to take formal steps to initiate a complaint, mediation, resolution or due process hearing.
Included in the Iterature is a contact number at C50 i a parent does not wish to inform the school.

If a school receives a signed written complaint they are o forward that complaint to the Agency
Special Education Coordinator who in turn sends that document to the contact person at CSIL ltis the
responsibility of S5 fo ensure all appropriate actions ensus.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

In 5% 2004-2005 there were twelve signed written complaints brought forward. OFf these complaints
eleven were investigatad and findings issued within the 80 day fime line. The twelfth was withdrawn.

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 WManitaring Pricelty:_General Supervision_— Page 55
{CME NCx 1320H0624 F Explration Cate: D1/31/2006)
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Discussion of Baseline Data:

Per the measurement provided above, OIEP has demonstrated 100% compliance for this indicator.
The numbers shown above are uncomman in that OIEP does not generally receive this number of
complaints in a single year.

Targets

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 100%
[2005-200&)

2008 100%
[2008-2007)

2007 100%.
[200T-2008)

2008 100%
[20@8-2008)

2009 100%
[20E3-2010)

2010 100%
[2010-2011)

Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESQURCE
1. Provide training for all Agency | August 2005 DEIA
staff on all aspects of parental
righis, due process, etz MPRRC

Salicitor - Department of Interior

2. G5 will implement a tracking 5% 2005-2008 C5l-Procedural Safeguards
system to monttor achions,
progress, findings and closure. Education Specialist @ CEl

Technical Siaff

Part B State Perfomance Plan: 2005-2010 Kanitaring Pricrity_General Supervision_ - Page 56__
(OMB MNOr 1320-0624 / Expration Date: 01/31/2008)
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3 a) Provide training far all
agency staff on all aspects of
parental rights, dus process, ste.
b} The Agency will train their
respective schools and parents
of students with disabilities.

August 2005

Each fall - 2010

DEIA

MPRREC

1]

olicitor.

4. Incorporated a Principal
nwerview in the CIMP process.

Include question regarding
current actions to resclve
differences of opinion.

SY 2005-2008

CIMP Manitors

5. Develop and disseminate a
tracking flow chart, with roles
and responsibilities. Putin
ndicator 8.

Fall 2008

C5l Education Specialist

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010

(OMB Mo 1520-0624 ¢ Expiration Dabes 01/31/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwverview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B | General Supervision

Indicator 17: Percen: of fully adjudicated due process hearing requests that were fully adjudicated within
the 48-day timeline or a timeline that is propery extendad by the heanng officer at the request of sither
party. (20 U.5.C. 1418{a}3)B))

Measurement:
Percent = (3.2{a) + 3.2(b)) divided by (3.2} timeas 100.

Cwerview of Issue/Description of System or Process:
See indicator # 15.
Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):

There were two Due Process Hearings reguested and requested during 5% 2005-2008. One was fully
adjudicated within the 50 day timeline. One was resolved via mediation.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

Baseline data can be interpreted as indicating a great success in meeting the nesds of all students.
However, the lack of due process hearing requests may also indicate a lack of knowledge about or
comfort with the rights of parents surrounding their options when they have concems about services
for their students. Other factors that must be considered ars community cultures and practices which
may lead to resclution of issues outside of the formal processes provided via the school system.

Targets:
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 100%
[2005-2008)
2008 100%
[2006-2007)
2007 100%
[2007-2008)
2008 100%
[2008-200:3)
2008 100%
[2005-2010)
2010 100%
{2010-2011)
Part & Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 KManitaring Priorty._General Supenvision_— Page 56
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Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELIME RESOURCE
1. Provide training for all Agency | August 2005 DElA P.L. 10:8-448
staff on all aspects of parental
rights, due process, eic. Saolicitor - Department of Interior
2. Within each agency guidance | 5% 2005-2008 C5l guidance
will be provided to schools to
orovide training to all parents Local Translators as needed
regarding their rights within the
special education process. FParent Training Centers
3. Develop and disseminate a Fall 2008 C5l Education Specialist

tracking flow chare, with roles
and responsibilities. Putin

ndicatar 2.

4. Ensure that all parents are 5y 2005-2005 — 2010-2011 Agency Office Staff

offered an opportunity 1o receive

training / infarmaticn in this area. MPRRC — Resource materials

Each year there are new parents
co this activity is on-going.

5. Other activities may result
from survey information.

Rart B Stale Perfomance Plan: 2005-2040 Manitaring Pricrily._Genesal Supervision_— Page 59
(OB NO: 1320H1624 / Explration Cates [1/31/2006)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Cwverview of the State Performance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyfindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision

Indicator 18: Percen: of hearing requests that went fo resolution sessions that were resolved through
resolution session settliement agreements.

(20 U.5.C. 14168(a)3(B))

Measurement:
Percent = 3.7(a) divided by (3.7) tmes 100.

Owerview of Issue/Description of System or Process:
See indicator # 16.
Baseline Data for FFY 2004 [2004-2005):

To be gathered 5% 2005-2008. As described under Indicator 18, all requestsfactions related to
procedural safeguards must be reported to the TSl When received the pertinent information will be
entered inte 3 secure data base and all further actions will be tracked. This will include timelines and
required close-out information such as resolution results if applicable.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

Based on data to be gathered.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2005 To be determined
(2005-2006)

2008 To be determined
(2006-200T)

2007 To be determined
(2007-2008)

2008 To be determined
(2008-2009)

2009 To be determined
(2009-2010)

2010 To be determined
[(2010-2011)

Part B Stale Perfomance Plan: 2005-2010 Manltaring Pricrity_General Supervision_— Page 80__
(OMB MOr 1320-0624 / Expiration Dale: 0173172008
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Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESCOURCE
1. (Preventative): Do follow-up 5% 2005-2008 Records of findings and reguired
on 2004-2005 findings to comective actions.
ascertain whether schools have
mplemented changes as Agency Staff input

needed.

2. Training on resolution
DrOcess.

3. Develop and disseminate
guidance.

Rart B Stale Perfomance Plan: 2005-2040 Manitaring Pricrily:_Genesal Supervision_ — Page §1__
(OB NO: 1320H1624 / Explration Cates [1/31/2006)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Perfermance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision

Indicator 19: Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements.

{20 U_5.C. 1418{z}2)E})

Measurement:
Percent = (2. 1(a)1) = 2.1{03(1)) divided by (2.1) times 100,

Cwverview of IssuefDescription of System or Process:

When a parent or guardian of a student with a disability voices a congern which focuses on services
for a child with a disability or a reques? for a due process hearing is received the following actions will
DCCUr
¢ the parents or guardian of the child will be advised of the opporunity to enter into a mediation
session and will be notified of the legal parameters of that process, i.e, the establishment of
a legally binding agreement
» if a mediation session is not accepted the school will proceed with a resclution session unlass
the parents and school waive the sessions inwriting. 20 ws.c 1415113
v if neither of the above result in resclution of the concems and a dus process hearing has
been requested it must be provided within 30 days of the request.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 [2004-2005):

One mediation sessien was held during 2004-2005. The mediation resulted in a mediation
agresment.

The OIEP system is very small compared to state system. The OIEP system also has a very small
rate of due process proceedings in the area of services for students with disabifities. The process
requires all dus process requests or any complainis to be forwarded to CS1immediately.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

It is difficult to develop measwurable and rigorous targets for this indicator based on little past history
surrgunding this area. The very small numbers that might be found within the system makes targels
difficult to develop.

Considering that there is not a compliance factor which requires mediations to result in mediated
agreements it is also difficult to set a target

Targets:
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 To be developed
[2025-2008)
2art B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 KManitaring Prionty:_General Supervision_— Page §2__
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To be developed
2008
[20i0§-200T)
To be developed
2007
[2007-2008)
To be developed
2008
[2008-2008)
To be developed
2009
[z003-2010)
To be developed
2010
[zo10-2011)
Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:
ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESCOURCE
1. Provide training for all agency | August 2005 DElA P.L.108-448

staff on all aspects of parental
rights, due process, eic.

Solicitor - Department of Interior

2. Within each agency guidance | 5Y 2005-2008
will be provided to schoaols to
provide training to all parenis
regarding their rights within the
special education process.

C5l guidance
Local translators as needed

Farent Training Canters

3. All mediation agreements will | 5% 2005-2008.
oe followed by closure letters
from C5El to the school. And

agency.

C5l, SchooliAgency. Principal

4. Status of mediation reguests 5Y 2006-2007
and system impact based
decisions will be disseminated

within 80 days.

Director. Deputy Director,
Supervisory Ed. Spec. for
Special Education.

5. Revize the Elgibility 5Y 2005-2008
Document to reflect roles and

responsibiliies.

C5l and Agency Staff

Rarl B 3tabe Perfarmance Plan: 2003-2010
(OMB MO 1520-0624 ¢ Expiration Dabes D1/731/2008)
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Part B State Performance Plan (SPP) for 2005-2010

Owerview of the State Perfermance Plan Development:

(The following items are fo be completed for each monitoring priortyindicator.)

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision

Indicator 20: State reporied data (5128 and State Pedformance Plan and Annual Performance Report)
are timely and accurate.

(20 U.5.C. 1418{a}3NB))

Measurement:
State reported data, including 618 data and annual performance reports, are:

a. Submitted on or before due dates (February 1 for child count, including race and ethnicity,
placement; Movember 1 for exiting, discipline, personnel; and February 1 for Annual
Performance Reports); and

k. Accurate (describe mechanisms for ensunng accuracy).

Owerview of Issue/Description of System or Process:

The OIEP collects data for the yearly OS5EP data tables as is

required. There are some unigue issues in the manner im which student information is maintained within
the Office of Indian Education {Q1EP) system that impact this data reporting. Bureau funded schools are
found in 22 agencies and 23 differen: states. The QIER develops a roster that includes all students
eligible for funding across the states. Swdents who are not eligible (commonly non-Mative American or
not enrolled in a recognized tribe) are not included in that count. (While there are students who are not
counted durng that time who are enrolled in some schools there are also schools with no such
enroliment. That number varies by school and area of the nation.)

The definitions 1o be used for each category of disabilty became those as defined within P.L. 108445
and those categories o be reported on the QSEP Table 1. Prior to this date, the system-wide count used
codes that were both definers of exceptionaliies and placemeant at either a high or mederate leval.
Meither was completely aligned with the QSEP definitions for exceplionalities or placement.

The current process for collecting and verifying the data required for the OZEP Tables 1-5 is cutlined
below.

TABLE 1 and TABLE 3

1. The Q5EP daw collzction date was changed from December 1 to the last Friday in October so

that it would coincide with the ISER process.

A roster is completed at each school which lists all I1SEP eligible students.

The students are listed by name, social security number, date of birth, tribal code, grade, and

programs.

4. The roster indicates any student whao receives any special services: Residential, Exceptional
Child Residential, Bilingual, Gified, or Special Education.

5. Swdens who have been identified as a 3WD and are receiving special education services are
coded as to disability category and environment for services on the roster.

G, The Agency staff will verify the information for the OSEP Table 1 and Table 3.

b

Part B State Perfarmance Plan: 2005-2010 Manltaring Prarty:_General Supervision_ - Page §4__
(OB NOC 15320-0624 ! Explration Dabe: D1/731/2008)
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TABLE 2

The QIEP funds schools under the Tribally Controlled Schools Act as well as directly operates schools.
There is not a single personnel system for all schools. Information about personnel is gathered as follows:

1. For Bureau operated schools licenses are required to be submitied during the contract process.
Each school (grant or Bureau operated) must maintain a file of license infarmation for 2ach position
that reguires a license. Because the OIEP follows the license requirements of the state in which the
school is located there may be different requirements for similar positions in different schools. There
must also be documentation of whether a teacher is highly qualified for the subject or area they are
teaching.

3. Frelated service providers are on staff the school or agency (if employed at that level) must maintain

copies of icense. if the related services are contractad this information must be providad by the

cantracior.

The licenses and'or highly qualified status of those providing services are to be reviewsd.

To gather the data required for the Q5EP report the C3| posts Table 2 on the QIEF web site

nttpoi'enan.bia edu. The Agency staff work with the schools to gather and verify the perscnnel

information.. Technical assistance is provided to the Agency staf and they, in turn, give this guidance
to the schools.

G The Agency staff then collates the information from each school in their agency and submits an

agency Table 1o C51. It is requested that this be submitted electronically (disk or e-mail ).

The data is based on a full school year and is submitted to C51 after the school year is complated.

Once received atthe CSI the information is reviewed, checked for errors, and collated into the OIEP

Table 2 that is then submitted.

ok

w o=

TABLE 4 and TABLE 5

The information needed for completion for these two tables is gathered from schools by the Agency staf.
There is no sysiem-wide procedure for the maintenance of this data. Some schools have a logging
systemn for retrieval of the exit and discipline information but more schools do not. The information is
extractad from IEFs, Manifestation Determination documents, enmollmant documents, file notes or other
logs specifically set up for the respective purpose at each school. The information is selfreported and
there is more difficulty in verifying the data than there is in the other areas. The data year is July 110 June
30

1. As with the other Tables, Tables 4 and § are posted on the web.
Technical assistance is provided by CS1 to the Agency staf as to how the Table is to be
completad.

3. The SEC works with each school in the agency to gatherfverify the reguired information and
collates the data inte an agency report

4. The agency report is sent to 5l as are the other tables. [t is reviewed and collatad for the BlA
tables which are submitted to O5EP.

5. The information for completion of these tables is reguested at the end of the school year.

§. Tracking of exits from special education is an area in which it has been difficult to collect accurale
information. Specific requirements for tracking exits will be expected as part of a transition
initiative currently being implemented.

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

All Bureau funded schools must complete an Annual Report and a School Report Card each year. On
that repor: card the school indicatzs the number of students receiving special education services.
Academic results for those students are reported both (included) in the All and as disaggregated results.
Tast scores are collectad in Language Ars and Mathematics for Adeguate Yearly Progress purposss.
They are also gathered in the area of Reading for school improvement purposes.

Part B State Perfarmance Plan: 2005-2010 KManltaring Prarty:_General Supemvision_ - Page §5__
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Schools are lozated in twenty-three states and use the assessment systems of the state in which they are
goated. This means that in each of the categories required by Mo Child Left Behind (MCLB) schools have
een reporting a variety of grades within each span. It alse means that different assessments are used
and therefore different guidelines may be in place for accommeodations and / or whao takes aliemate
assessment. Many of the Bureau funded schoels are small and the numbers of students receiving special
education services are oo small to be reportable at the school level. Those students and their resulis ars
reported to the C51 to be included in the OIEP wide results.

When submitting the Annual Report to C51 (in which schools self report assessment data) schoolks are to
also submit a hard copy of the repors from the assessment company. OIEP is currently negotiating
Memorandums of Agreement (MOU) with the states in which Bureau funded schools are located to
address assessment acoess faciors. Included in the MOU are details of getting assessment reports
direcily into the student information system (MASIS) which is expecied to be fully operational by 5 2008-
2007.

Baseline Data for FFY 2004 (2004-2005):
All 518 Tables were submitted on time. Errors were comected as guided by WESTAT reports.

The 2003-2004 Annual Report was a few days late due o getting the report from 51 (New Maxico) to
QIEP in Washington DC for signatures prior to submission.

Discussion of Baseline Data:

With the use of a student information system (MASIS) data collections will have consistent definitions and
codes as well as be less susceptible to the human error factor inherent in manual computations. This
should lessen the number of errors on reports submitted o O5EP and WESTAT.

Data submitted by OIER has been “flagged” in the past due o significant changes. Afier discussion with
WESTAT it was agreed that where the criteria for a "lag” is a percent (i.e., 3 10% change in the number
of students identified as autistic) the 10% is not a significant indicator due to small size considerations.

Targets:
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2005 100% compliance
[2005-2008)
2006 100% compliance
[2006-2007)
2007 100% compliance
[2007-2005)
2008 100% compliance
{2008-2005)
2009 100% compliance
{2003-2010)
2010 100% compliance
{201 0-2011)
Part B Stale Perfarmance Plan: 2005-2010 Manltanng Priodly._General Supervision_ — Page §6__
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Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources:

ACTIVITY TIMELINE RESCOURCE
1. Agency training on all data Fall 2005 Adaptation of materials provided
requirements under [DEIA. by WESTAT

Regional meetings to include
school level personnel.

2. If a school has a new 18 data | Annually to 2010-2011 ELD
person, contact the Agency. The
agency will st up mentorship. School Principa

Zpecial Education. Coordinators

3. Develop an across the board Disseminate gquarterly. c5
report dus date calendar. Give
out consistently and put online.

4. Provide regional trainings for Beginning Fall 2005 C5
Agency and school level staf
relative to 818 data collections Caontinuous until Fall 2011 Agency staff

as well as other data as
dentifiad in the 5PP.

Part B State Perfomance Plan: 2005-2010 Monitaring Pricrity._General Supesvisian_ - Page 67__
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Part B 5PP /APE Attachment I (Form)
Report of Dispute Resolution Under Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
Complaints, Mediations, Resolution Sessions, and Due Process Hearings

SECTICR A LI,!‘,IIQ-'. wrillen ooeplaink
(1) Syned, weitlen ooeplunks el 1z
(1.1 Ciorepluings with reposts issuad "
(4] Reports with Gdkrgs n
1) Reepurts within liseine n
f¢) Reparts witkin exiended tmelins ¢
(1.2 Complint wilbdnwn & diznised !
(1.3} Compliint peidsg o
{4} Commpibsiet pending & die process hessing 0
SECTICH B: Mediala rajucids
(30 hiedution pequeats il [
(203 Mediationa
P T — 1
D m— 1
1) Mediation net selated 5o due process ¢
) MEslilie agpsemnts ¢
(275 Bledhation nal beld (inclaleg persling) 0
SECTICN C: Heastng roajusis

[3) Bearing requeds lolsd 2
(3.1} Remlothn st o
[} Seltlement igrecmasis o
[3.2) Heasizgs (fally sdjidicated) !
{1} Dhactsies witkin mslie 1
1) Diecisicens withis astended ticlins ¢
{3.3) Remlved withoot o heseing !

SECTEOM O Eepedited hesring reguests {rebied 1o diciplisy doctiom)
{4} Espediiad keirig redguerts Lokl .
(41} Rl ssies a
6] Selllerest agreements L
{42} Expedied leswings (Tuly afudcatal) .
6] Chigs of plissement ardéred ¢
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Graduation Rate Calculations:

Arizona
Graduation Mumiber of Cohort members wha graduated after four years
Rate ®  Crginal Cohort + Tremsfers - Transfers - Dacaased L
Membership n Crut
California

The four-year completion rate formula 13 showm below:

HS CMP Yr. 4/ {HS CMP Yr. 4 + (Gr. 9 DPO Yr. 1 + Gr. 10 DPO Yr. 2 = Gr. 11 DPO Y. 3 = Gr. 12
DEO Yr. 43}

HS = High 5choel
CMP = Complater

Yr. =Year
Gr. = Grade
DFO = Dropouts

Florida

In Florida, the number of graduates from a four-year adjusted cohort is divided by the
total number of students in the adjusted cohort. The adjusted cohort (denominator) is
determined through a multi-step process in which we subtract from the gt grade cohort
the students who transfer out of the school or are deceased and add the students
transferring into the school who, at the time of their enroliment, are on the same
schedule to graduate as students from the first group. This definiion is more accurate
than the definition created by the National Center for Education Statistics.

For NCLEB, we propose o use the prior vear graduation rate for the calculation of AYF
and the state report card. This is necessary because many districts graduate students
during summer school and the deadline for AYP calculations and public reporting can
accur prior to summer school conclusion for some districts.

The NCLE graduation rate will vary slightly from the graduation rate that Flonda
publishes annually because MCLE excludes GED recipients. At this time, all Florida
high school students receiving a GED from the Florida Department of Education are
included in our published graduation rate.

For the purposes of calculating the graduation rate, the classification of students in
grade 9 will follow them throughout their high school caresr. For example, if a student is

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monitoring Pricrity;_Appendls A_ — Page T0__
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classified as SWD in grade 2 but then by grade 11 is no longer considerad to he WD,
hefshe will still be counted as if the classification had not changed. This classification
methodology will apply only for the purposes of calculating the graduation rate as stated
above, and will not be used for any other NCLB purpose.

Idaho

Idzho uses the formmla for graduation rate from the National Center for Educational Statistics
(INCES). Graduation rate (G) 15 defined by WCES as the proportion of students that begin in
ninth grade and go on to complete twelfth grade with a diploma. Idaho includes students whe
complete high school under the IEP exception. A General

Education Development (GED) certificate does not meat requirements that are comparable for
recelpt of a regular high school diploma.

G = furq = = g'"‘
= Ex +d:e-1 +d;£r-l_- L d:l?lr‘—i_- L d:r—ij
Where
G = graduation rate.
ci=¢ = four-year completion rate for state s at year 1.
Z. = number of high school completers at year r.
d¥ = number of grade 12 dropouts at year t.
d'.},_._] = number of grade 11 dropouts at year 1-1.
d'.f',__z: = number of grade 10 dropouts at year 1-2.
f‘,:,___q:, = number of grade 9 dropouts at year 1-3.
Iowa

Graduation rates for 6chools and schogl distrcts In lowa wil be Dased upon data submited by each distict In the annual Basic
Sducational Data Jurvey (BEDS) o the DE.

The number of high school graduatss colested througn e BEDS I3 defined as the sum of hie Tolowing:
= Students recehing reguiar dipiomas. Regular diplomas are given to students for complesing all cnmooified disiict
gracuation requirements In the standand number of 4 years.
= Students recehing reguiar diplomas from an akernative placement within the district, or wha have had the requirements
madified In accordance wih a dlsabliy.

The high school graduation rate Is calculated by aividing the number of high school graduates In a ghven year by the estimatad
numbs=r of 3% grade students four years pravious. The estimated numiber of ¥ grade sludents {the denominator for calculasing the
graduation raie) 16 sum af the numizer of high school graduates In & year and dropouts over the four-year period. The number of
graguates Is defined as he sum of students receiving a diploma, defined abowe, plus the number of students defined as “oiher
campleters.” Othier completers are students who have Nnished the high schoal program but did not earm 3 diploma. kare
spedifically, the tofal dropouts are defined as the number of drapouts In grade 9 In year 1, the number of dropouts In grade 10n
year 2, the number of dropouts In grade 11 Inyear 3, and the number of dropouts In grade 12 In year 4. The high school graduation
rate In year 4 aguals the number of high schaol graduates In year £ diided by the number of high schoal graduaies In year 4 plus

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monlioring Pricrty;_Appendls A_ — Page T1__
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the sum of orogouls In gradas 9 througn 12 from years 1 trowgh 4, respeciively. GED reciplents mus? have dropged out of school
priar 1o enterng 3 SED program and fus are already Included In the oropout nUmBers.

Kansas

Currently in Kansas, cohort data are used to determine graduation rate. The measurement looks
at the same group or cohort of students from the ninth grade vear through the twelfth grade. The
data are presented as a cohort rate. Dropouts and transfers over the fowr-vear peried are included
when determining the class graduation rate. The graduation rate is determined by dividing the
total mumber of 12 grade g sraduates by the sum of twelfth grade graduates and all students who
dropped cut or ransferred in during the ninth to twelfth grade years. Students who transfer out
are subtracted from the total mumber of smdents. Since Kansas has previously allowed the
mehusion of smdents earning the GED in caleulating graduation rate, that change will be made to
data collected for school year 2002-2003 and fn]lc:rm.ug

Louisiana

Leoutsiana’s Total School Growth measure accounts for high school graduation rate through the
nclusion of a dropout statistic. The national (NCES-CCD) defimtion of dropout 13 used.

While “dropout”™ and “graduation rate” may have some very slight technical differences. in
esgence they are measuring the same thing — the school or LEA’s ability to hold students in
school until graduation. In maost cases, students whe do net graduate are considered dropouts.

Lowsiana 15 propesing to continue to use this measure until an appropriate methodology and
standard can be incorporated mto policy. Lowsiana will develop a method for accurately
calculating graduation rate for each cohert that accounts for students that receive a “regular” high
scheol diploma in four vears as outlined in gmdance.

Louisiana will establish a baseline with this school year's (2002-2003) minth grade cobort,
making the first graduation rate based on the number of students receiving diplomas in the
scheol year, 2003-2006. Becanse graduation rate will have a ene-vear lag, the baseline data will
be released in 2007 and the first vear of AYP decisions based on this cohort data will be in the
Summer of 2008,

Maine

The process that i3 nsed to determine graduation rate is to divide the number of students
graduating in a given class by the nu.mb-er of graduates plus the number of dropouts from the %th
plus the 10%, plus the 11th, ]:|1u= the 12 grade years for that class. Each of these four dropout
counts include students who dropped out du.nng the school year, as well as students whe dropped
out during summer vacation.

The method used in this profile is the methodology recommended by a task force or
representatives from the TS Deparmment of Education and several State Departments of
Education. This information is published on the Mame Department of Education website at:
http:/warw state me us/education/profiles/datadese/hitm

Part B State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monfioring Printy;_Appendle &_— Fage 72__
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A. For students who move within the state, the school they attended for the majority of time for
that academic year will become the accountable school.

B. Pursuant to Chapter 127, Section 7.B.4 which states that “Secondary students are eligible for
extended years of study to complete the requirements of a diploma if they have not reached
the age of 20 at the start of the school year. . _Extended study for sudents with disabilities
shall be specified in the student’s [EP.” Students wheo gqualify for this category will be
counted as newly enrolled seniors for their fifth vear and will not be counted as dropouts for
their fourth year of enrellment, provided tlus has been included i the students” Personal
Leaming Plans and they have been recommended by the school’s prineipal as qualifying for
a fifth vear.

Michigan

Tlus calenlation dees net mclude stdents who complete zraduation requirements through the
GED program. Michigan plans to begin using cohort data to caleulate graduation rates m 2006
using the method detailed below.

1. For purposes of calculating graduation rate, a “school vear” will be considered as from
the start of & school’s academue year through August 31, This allows the graduation rate
to include semiors whe graduate during the summer.

2. A beginning target percentage graduation rate will be established for the state. This
beginning target will be established in 2 manner similar to the caleulation of achievement
targets for adeguate yearly progress in English Langnage Arts and Mathematies. All high
schools in the state will be arranged in descending order of graduation rate percentage,
along with the enrellment for each school. The graduation rate of the high school at the
20™ percentile of total state high school enroliment will become the initial target
graduation rate for the state. The initial target graduation rate will remain constant for
two years, 2003-04 and 2004-05, but will be increased m 2005-06, 2003-09.

It estimated at this time that the 20% percentile-of-total-snrollment fornmla will result in
a beginning statewlde target graduation rate of approximately 30%.

lad

4. Schools above flus rate will be considered as making AYP. Schools below the rate will
be considered making AYP if they achieve a certain percentage growth within the first
two years of establishing the target rate, and 2 certain percentage growth every year
thereafter (“safe harbor™).

5. For schools whose graduation rate is initially below the state target rate, the amount of
improvement needed to aclueve “safe harbor™ will be caleulated by subtracting a school’s
actual graduation rate from the state target rate. In order to be considered making AYP
by a “safe harbor™ appreach, a school will be expected to reduce this gap number by ten
percent {10%), to be achieved over a period of two years.

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monltoring Pricrity;_Appendls A_ - Page 73__
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¢. Four vears will be considersd the normal peried of time for a high scheel smdent to eam
a IEE‘lJlaI diplema. For a high school containing grades below grade 9, e.g. 7-12 high
schoal., cnly grades 9-12 will be considered. Fora 10-12 ].ugh school, the normal pen-:ud
will be four vears and, for purposes of calculating graduation rate, it will be necessary to
begin u'ackmg the cohort in grade nine in the district’s muddle or jumor igh schoeol. For
2 student with dizabilities l:specml education student), the student’s Individualized
Educational Program Team (IEPT) may determine a specific “normal period”™ for this
student.

Graduation rate will be computed on fellowing ninth grade students as a cohort through
the years of high school. Graduation rate will be calenlated on the percentage of the
cohert whe eam a regular diploma. When students exit from 2 school district, an exit
code for the student must be entered mto the Single Becord Student Database (SESDY) at
the Center for Educational Performance and Information (CEPL). These codes will be
used to determine what students will remain in the cohort being followed, to caleulate the
graduation rate.

8. Smdents with the following CEPI codes will be considerad as i the cobort and will be
melnded in the caleulation of graduation rate:

01 — Graduated from general education with a diploma.

02 — Graduated from general education with a diploma and applied to a
degree granting college or university.

03 — Graduated from an altemative program.

04 - Graduated and applied to a non-degree granting institution.

05 — Completed general education with an equivalency certificate.

06 — Completed general education with other certificate.

07 — Dropped out of school.

10 — Expelled from the school district (no further services).

11 — Enlisted in military or Job Corps.

13 — Incarcerated.

16 — Unknown.

17 = Placed in a recovery or rehabilitative program.

19 — Expected to continue in the same school district.

20 — Special Education stmdent — received certificate of completion.

21 - Special Education student — reached maximum age for service.

22 — Special Education student —no longer receiving services and retumed
to general education program.

9. The cohort will be reduced by students who exit from school during the high school
grades according to the following CEPI exit codes:

08 - Enrclled in another district in Michigan.
09 — Moved out of state.
12 — Deceased.

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monitoring Pricrity;_Appendls A_ - Page T4__
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14 — Enrclled in home school.

15 — Enrelled m a non-public school.

25 = Special Education student — enrolled in special education in another district.

26 — Special Education student — enrelled in another dismict, not in special education.

The follewing CEPI exit codes would require the student to remain in the
denominator but wonld not be counted as “graduating” in the caleulation of
graduation rate:

05 = Completed general education with an equivalency certificate.

06 — Completed general education with other certificate.

07 — Dropped out of school.

16 — Unknowm.

20 — Special education student — received certificate of completion.

21 — Special education smdent — reached maximum age for services.

22 — Special education student — no lenger recerved services and retumed to general
education program.

The followmg CEPI exit codes will be used to caleulate dropout rate:

07 = Dropped out of school.
16 — Unknown.
10. For purposes of caleulating AYP for a high school, a four-year {grades 9-12) cohort will
be used for all Michigan high schools.

11. It 15 not an expectation that, like student proficiency in English Language Arts and
Mathematics, the target goal for graduation rate in Michigan should reach 100%% by 2013-
14, The reality of high school enrollent, in Michigan and elsewhere, would make this
an tmprobable if not impessible zoal to reach. It is expected, however, that growth
toward higher targets should be encouraged. Based on a beginning target zraduation rate
of 80%% for 2002-03, the following are Michizan's intermediate target goals as approved
by the Michigan State Board of Education:

200506 — 85%
2008-09 — 90%% Tlus rate would be remain in effect through 2013-14.

Minnesota

Calculathon Formula

This caleulation does not include students who graduate with GEDs or any other diploma not
aligned to the states acadenuic standards. Minnesota 1s not cwrrently able to collect GED data.

Students are counted as dropped if they are reported as a drop and do not re-enroll m ancther
scheol during the four year period. Minnesota 13 not currently able to contral for students who
finish high school within four years from their start date.
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This methodology allows for a consistent computation for all schoels and distriets in the state,
and includes students who change schools part way through their high school career. This
computation 15 based on sdents whoe recetve diplomas in year four of the emulated cohort.

2 qf graduares year 4

Drapouis (Grade 9 Year I + Grade 10 Year 2— Grade 11 Tear 3 + Grade 12 Tear 4) + Completers Tear 4

Based on this calculation the state expectations will be an eighty percent graduation rate or
growth towards eighty percent.

Minnesota will work towards a system that is able to idennfy the number of years that students
have been in high school and adjust the graduation rate accordingly.

Mississippi

The graduation rate is calculated by dividing the number of graduates by the number of ninth grade
students four years earlier. The ninth grade enreliment number has been adjusted to reflect the number of
new students entering the system, the number moving out, the number failling. and the number of deaths.
Swdents who were oniginally coded by schoo! districts as dropouts who later are determined to be
transfer students may not be included in the calculations.

Montana

Montana®s graduation rate is an estimated cohort group rate that is calenlated by the method
recommended by the NCES:

i i i
gletgird  +d  p+d r’a—Jj_d’ﬁ-&Jj

Where:
g=+ of graduates recetving a standard high school diploma in standard # of vears
¢ = completers of high schoel by other means
t=year of graduation
d = dropouts
Part B State Perfarmance Plan; 2005-2010 Monfioaing Frirty;_Appendls &_- Page T6__
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12 11,10 9=classlevel

Nevada
For the 2001-2002 school vear, graduation rate is equal to™

# of Diploma recipients (01-02) (excheding adfusted diploma recipients) .
# of diploma recipients (01-02) qall recipients) + cerfificate of attendance reciplents (01-02) +
GED recipients (01-02) + 9= grade dropouts (98-99) + 10™ grade dropouts (99-00) +
11 grade dropouts (00-01) + 12™ grade dropouts (01-02)

New Mexico

In school year 2005-2006 the number of graduates divided by the number of students m the
cohort will be the calenlated graduation rate for schools. The cohort will include the
following (add): _

* students enrelled in 9* grade on the £07 day at a schoolin school year 2003-2004

= students entering the cohort after that date by virtue of mansfer from another school

= students entering the cohort from lower grades whe will graduate earlier than four

years

The cohort will not include (may subtract):
+ stmdents who transfer to anether school, residential treatment center | juvemile

detention center (or other form of incarceration)

sidents who are deceased

students who graduate before school vear 2008-2007

= siudents who leave the U.S. and its termitories

*+ students who are new immigrants and are ELL, who enter the US and enroll in school
after their 17= hirthday

Students whe drop out of school or enter a GED program or receive a GED diploma will
not be subtracted from the cohort and will not be mcluded in the mumber of gradnating

students.

North Caroline

For the lonper term, we propose a prospective (forward) on-time graduation rate. The first stap would be
to establish a baseline for memberhip in ninth grade durmg the 2002-03 school vear. Curent student
mformation manzgement systems m MNeorth Carolina do not hawve the capability to track students overa
four-vear period anyvwhere m the state. Therefore, LEA: would be azked to generate student rosters for
ninth graders i 2002-02 and retain them for fuhwre reference. LEAs and/er schoels would record the
transition outcomes for each student on the roster over the next four vears and mantain that information
so that it eould be matched with the diplema raciprent information collected through the 2005-08 master
buuld files {or other data collection that may be more appropriate at that ttme). Thus the first vear in
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which a cobort based graduation rate could be caleulated would be the 2005-06 school year, and the first

vear in which “progress” could be ascertamed using a cohort definition for two suecessive graduation
rates would be 2006-07.

North Dakota

The State will begin reporting graduation rates using the MCLBA definition in 2005, using collected cohor
Siate data from 2001 — 2005, The rate will be calculated based on the following eguation:

# Graduates (with regular diplema) who completed high school in four years

(divided by)

[# Graduates (same as above) + # of g™ grade dropoutsiretentions + # 0™ grade dropouisiretentions
+# 11" grade dropoutsiretentions + # 12" grade dropoutsiretentions + # students who complete 12
grade without a regular diplomal]

Oklahoma

Beginning m 2004-2003, the graduation rate will be calenlated using an estimated cohort group
rate which 13 a recommended method by the MNatienal Center of Educational Statistics. The
calculation is listed below:

Number of Smdents Graduating with a Regular Diploma including —\
summer graduates m 2003-2004

Number of Students Graduating with a Regular Diploma mcluding
summer graduates m 2003-2004 X100

MNumber of Grade 12 Dropouts in 2003-2004
Number of Grade 11 Dropouts in 2002-2003
MNumber of Grade 10 Dropouts m 2001-2002

Number of Grade 9 Dropouts in 2000-2001

Number Eecerving GEDs

N S
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Oregon

The graduation rate 1s calculated using a one-year version of the medified NCES graduation rate

formmla:
Graduates

Graduate + Dropouts
Where Graduates is the number of students who graduated with a standard diploma n the

scheol year and following summer school session in the standard number of years, and
Dropouts 1s the number of students dropping out of grades 9-12 in the school vear in accordance
with the WCES dropout definition.

Oregon chose to use the data for four classes in one school year mnstead tracking one class over

four years in determining the mumber of dropouts, in order to better measure the immediate effect
of educational pelicies that existed in the reporting year.

Sounth Dakota
The formula to be utilized 15 as follows:
High School Completers in Year £

Dropouts (Gr 9, vear 1 + Gr 10, year 2 + Gr 11, year 3
+ Gr 12, year 4) + HS Completers, Year 4

This propoesed calculation is based on the recommendation of NCES m a publication “Public
High School Dropouts and Completers from Common Core of Data: School Year 1995-00
through 199920007,

Utah

7.1 Accountability system includes graduation rate for high schools.

WNCLE regulation 200.19(a}(1) requires use of a graduation rate as the "sther academue indicator”
m determuinming the AYP of high schools and defines the graduation rate for this purpose as “the
percentage of smdents, measured from the beginning of high school [presumably 9th grade], who
graduate from high school with a regular diploma ... 1o the standard number of years."

This defimtion implies a cohort rate. We are exercising our option mnder 200 190z 1(b) to
adjust this definition slightly in order to ensure statewide comparability and reduce emor in
measurement by restricting the cohort to grades ten through twelve, since Utah high scheools,
which may implement any of three different grade spans, have only these three grades mn

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Moniioing Pricrity;_Appendls A_ - Page 72
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commen; in fact, nearly half have ouly these three grades -- Grades 7-12 (21% of lugh schools),
Grades 9-12 (33%), and Grades 10-12 (46%).

Specifically, the cohort graduation rate will be operationalized by Utah, following Utha's
agreement with NCES (U5, Dept. of Ed., Angust 2002, p. 3}, in this way:

The number of students who graduated from 12 grade in the current vear divided by the
sum oft (1) these same graduates, and (2) the number of students who dropped out of 127
grade in the current year, (3) 11™ grade in the prior year, and (4) 10® grade in the year
before that.

In order to continue applying official NCES definitions in distinguishing "graduates”
{"completers” with a "regular diploma") from “other completers” and "drepouts” from "transfers”
(U5, Dept. of Edue., January 2003, pp. 23, 79-21), which have already been incorperated mto
Utah State Board of Education rule (B277-419), we will also lag the rate by cne year; thus, the
2003 report will include the rate for the 2002 cohort.

To illustrate further, we will ealculate the graduation rate for a high schoel mn its performance
report for the 2002-03 school year by applyving the following four step procedure to four files
containing school level aggregates on graduates in the school vear 2001-02 and dropouts from
the years 19992000 through 2001-02:

1. From the graduates file, extract the number of "regular diploma” graduates in Spring
2002. This 15 the numerator.

2. From the dropont files, extract the mumber of 12th grade dropouts in 2001-2002, 11th

grade dropouts in 2000-2001, and 10th grade dropouts in 1999-2000. Drop outs in this

case will include students who completed GED or other altemative programs not

resulting in & “regular diploma”™ Those completing a “regular diploma™ through early

graduation will be considered completers. Note that this simmlates the movement of the

Class of 2002 cohort through high school.

Add the mumerator in (1) to the three figures in (2) to obtain the dencminator.

4. Divide the numerator by the denominator. This 1s the cohort graduation rate that will be
used for AYP

Laa

Eegular diploma graduates may mclude students with disabalities who can be retained as
"seniors” mnti] the age of 22. As long as such smdents are retained. their cchort status will be
adjusted, so that their completion status will be included in the calculation of the graduation rate
for the graduating class of the year in which it 15 finally determined.

Washington

The graduation rate is calculated as follows:

(The number of graduates, with a regular diploma in four years) divided by (the
number of graduates with a regular diploma in four years plus the number of
students who dropped out of high schocl in that cohort grades 9 through 12 plus
students who have continued to be enrolled but not graduated).

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monloring Pricrty;_Appendls A_— Page 80__
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number of graduates with reqular diploma in four years
number of graduates with regular diploma in four years
+ number of dropouts grades 9-12
+ number of continuing students

Wisconsin

Graduation rate: The number of “graduates” divided by the number of “graduates” plus “cohort
dropouts” over four years, expressed as a percentage.

Graduate: & student who met graduation reguirements for a regular diploma during a school
year prior to the beginning of the fall semester of the next school year. This would include any
student who graduated at mid-year, who transferred into or re-entered the high school during
the yvear {even if the student was not included in the third Friday in September school enroliment
count), who graduated in the spring of the school year, or who accumulated required credits
during summer school. Students who receive an alternative diploma such az a HSED, GED, or
“certificate of attendance” are not counted az graduates.

Dropout: A student who was enrclled in the school at some time during a school year; was not
enrclled at the beginning of the next school year (third Friday in September); has not graduated
from high school or completed a state or district-approved educational program; and does not
meet any of the following excluzionary conditions:

1. Has not transferred to another public school district, private school, or state- or distric:-
approved educational program;
2. s temporarily absent due to expulsion, suspensicn, or school-approved illness; or

3. Has died.

Cohort dropout: Any student who was a 12th grade dropout for the year reported, an 11th
grade dropout for the pricr year, a 10th grade dropout for 2 years prior, or a Sth grade dropout
for 3 years prior.

Wyoming

The rate incorporates 4 vears worth of data and thus, is an estimated cohort rate. It is calenlated
by dividing the number of students who receive a regular diploma by the sum of dropouts from
grade 9 throungh 12 in consecutive years, plus the number of students completing high school. If
a hypothetical graduating class began as 9th graders in Year 1, this 4-year completion rate would
lock like:

Stodezts Beceiving a Begalar Driplonm in Year 4
Dropouts (Grads | Year 1 + Grade 10 Year 2 — Grads 11 Year 3 + Grade 12 Year 4) + Sudents Complesing Eigh School Year +

This formula used by the Wyoming Depariment of Education for caleulating sraduation rates 1s
an “exiter” rate. The denominator 13 the total of all “exiters™ from a school over a 4 year peniod
for a grade cohort. The exiters are the 9th grade drop-outs 3 years age, the 10th grade drop-outs
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2 vears ago, 11th grade drop-outs last year, and this year’s 12th grade drop-outs plus completers.

These are all the smdents that “exited” from edueation for that cohort. The numerator 15 the

count of this year's regular diploma recipients. The rate gives “What percent of students exiting

education do so with a regular diploma?™®
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STRONGLY
QUESTIONS STRONGLY AGREE AGREE DO KNOW DISAGREE DISAGREE NIA

11 | was given information about the organizations that
offer information and fraining for parents, for example,
Farent Training and Information Centers, Family

Fesource Centers, disability support groups, ect. 45 as 3 i 3 1
2) My child's school offers parents training about
special education issues. 24 25 25 16 5] o

31 My child's school provides funding, transportation,
or other supports for parents to paricipats in training

workshops. 38 az 12 14 2 1
4) My child's school gives me choices with regard o
services that address my child's nesds. 20 52 13 g 2 [

81 lwas offered special assistance (such as chid
care or transportation) so that | could participate in the

|IEF meeting. 18 23 24 18 5 (5]
8) My child's school communicates regularly with me
regarding my child’s pregress on |[EF goals objectives. 25 a8 10 17 3 3

71 Written justification was given for rejecting any of

my proposals. T 22 45 10 2 10
8) Teachers and administrators at my child's school
invite me to share my knowledge and experience with
school personnel. 18 41 13 16 3] 2
81 My child's school has a persen on staff who is
availakle o answer parents’ questions. 28 a7 12 14 4 3
100Written justfication was given for the axtent that
ry child would not receive services in the regular
classroom.

15 28 a 11 4 5

Part B State Performance Plan; 2005-2010 Moniioring Fricrty,_Appendly B_ - Page 84__

{OMB MO 1320-0624 / Expiration Date:

173172008)

542



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SPP Template - PartB (3] Bureau of Indian Affairs
State
STRONGLY

QUESTIONS STRONGLY AGREE AGREE DON'TKNOW DISAGREE DISAGREE N/A
11} Teachers and administrators at my child's school

consider what my hopes and dreams are for my child. 22 45 B 18 2 3
12) Teachers and administrators st my child's school

sesk out parent input. 22 i 14 12 7 4

13) COver the past year, special education services
have helped me and/or my family cope with stressful
situations. 15 a0 25 13 [i] 7
14} Ower the past year, special aducation services
have helped me andior my family paricipats in typica

activities for children and families in my community. 18 3 23 10 =] 5
15) Over the past year, special education services

have helped me andior my family know where to go

for help or support to meet my family's needs. 16 27 7 13 =] 5
168) COwer the past year, special aducation sarvices

have helped me andior my family get the services that

my child and family need. 15 a3 26 B T g
17) Cwer the past year, special education sarvices 15

have helped me andfor my family find information

need. 32 18 19 2 g
18) COwver the past year, special education sarvices

have helped me and/or my family communicate more

effectively with the people who work with my child and

my family. i0 32 25 14 1 7

19} Owver the past year. special education services
have helped me andior my family understand the
roles and responsibilities of the people who work with
ry childfamily. 16 a4 21 17 2 5]

20} My childs school offers students without
dizabilities and their families the opportunity to learn

about students with disabilizies. 8 32 33 15 ] 3

21} The school or district regularly evaluates whether

special education senvices are affective. 15 26 ki 10 2 g
Part & State Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monitering Friorsy:_appendls B_ - Page 35__
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STRONGLY
QUESTIONS DISAGREE DISAGREE N/A
22} My child’s school provides teachers and staf with
training to improve their communication with parents. 15 32 29 11 3 3
23} My child’s graduation options were discussed
hefore placement or curriculum decisions were made. 14 22 25 13 5 i0

24} My child’s school provides teachers and staf with
training on the needs of children with disabilities and

their families. 18 32 i) 8 3 5
25) Summer school programs are preperly staffed to
accommaodate the needs of studenis with disabilities. 14 30 32 13 1 5

28) My child’s school ensures that after-schoal and
extracurricular aclivities are accessible to students

with disabilities. 15 38 24 10 3 5
27} My child receives all the suppons documented in
his ar her transition plan. 15 35 29 =] i T

28} My child’s school trains teacher and staff on how
to prevent and respond to harassment, teasing and
bullying of children with disabilfies. 10 ar 28 14 4

w

28} My child's schoal regularly evaluates whether my
child's program contfinues to meet his/her needs. 17 45 20 ] 1 4

30} My child’s teachers and service providers have
the resources they need. such as books and

equipment, to previde my child with efective services. 15 43 20 g 2 4
31) Ny child is educated in regular classes, with
suppaorts, to the maximum extent appropriate. 21 458 12 10 1 4

32} The school principal does evenything possible o
suppart the provision of appropriate special education

senvices in the school. 16 38 18 15 7 4
33) Teachers and adminisirators st my child's school
ensure that students with disabiliies have the same
opportunitizs to l=arn and participate in schoo!
programs as students without disabilities.
21 42 22 g 2 3

Part B Stats Perfomanee Plan: 2005-2010 Monlioring Friorty:_Appendly B_ - Page 85__
(OMB NO: 1320-0624 | Expiratian Date: [1/31/2008)

544



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SPP Template — Part B (3) Bureau of Indian Affairs
State
STRONGLY
QUESTIONS Y AGREE AGREE DON'T KNOW  DISAGREE DISAGREE NIA

34} Teachers and adminisrators at my child's school
have the expectation that students with disabilitizs will
paricipate or have the opportunity to paricipats in all
programs (e.9., academics, fundraising events, sports,
ect.). 22 41 23 4 2 4
35} Owver the past year, special education services
have had a pesitive impact on my child's progress in
academic arsals). 19 32 34 4 1 g

36) My child has the opporiunity to paricipate in
school activities such as sports, field trips, clubs and

assemblies with students without disabilities. 31 43 14 3 1 4
37} My child is treated with respect. 24 48 8 12 1 4
38} My child feels safe at school. 22 45 12 11 0 5
38} My child is welcomed in his ar her class. 25 43 2 15 0 4
40} My child is valued as a learner in his or her class. an 47 5 ] 1 3
41) | attend meetings of a district-level committee an

special education services. 18 3 21 16 3 a8
42} | attend meetings of a program/schoo] advisory

commities on special education services. 23 3 18 17 3 s}
43) | attend meetings of the school's Parent-Teacher

Aszociation (FTA) or Parent-Teacher Organization

(PTO). 24 40 5 17 [5] 4
44) | attend meetings of an organization for parants of

children with disabilities. 15 21 23 12 3 g
45) | attend training sessions relating to the needs of

children with disabilities and their families. 22 as 14 16 2 7

45) | meet with my childs teachen(s) to discuss my

child's needs or progress. £0 a7 13 1 4
TOTAL 923 1660 233 546 144 210

Part B Stale Performance Plan: 2005-2010 Monliering Friority,_appendlx B_ - Page 87__
{OMB NO: 132040624 / Expiration Date: [1/31/2008)

545



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SPP Template — Part B (3) Bureau of Indian Affairs
State
Appendix C
Part & Stale Pesformance Plan: 2005-2010 Maritaring riority:_Appendix &_— Page 88__

(OMBE NO: 1320-0624 ¢ Expiration Date: 01/3172008)

546



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

SBureau of Indian Affairs
State

SPP Template — Part B (3)

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Office of Indian Education Programs

Action Plan to Review/Restructure Monitoring System
December 2005

NEED

ACTION

PARTICIPANTS

TIMELINE*

1. Assemble a task force to
address OIEP monitoring
restructuring.

Hold meefing to:

a) get mput from group related
to suggested needs
review, edit proposed
actions
¢} sub-divide for tasks as
nezded
develop work schedule to
complete task by Fall 2006

=

=

Central office staff

Center for School
Improvement Staff

Agency Staff

School Representatives

First meeting by:

January 31, 2006

2. Clearly identify purpose of | Possible: Central office staff Fialized by Fall 2006
monitoring. a) Write policy and have

inclnded in the eligibility Center for School

document. Improvement Staff

b} Determine whether to
continue school-wide and if | Agency Staff
50 address how.
School Representatives

3. Identify components of Possible: Subgroup of above plus Finalized by Fall 2006

monmitoring. (From site visit to
correction of non-compliances)

a) List all components such
as: Self-Assessment, Site
Visit, Report (all parts),
Corrective Action Plan with
fmelines, TA
needed/provided,
Documentation Regquired
(and who will venify). etc.
Contact NCSEAM for
assistance.

b)

suppert from Mountaim
Plains Regional Rescurce
Center

Part B Stale Pesformance Plan. 2005-2010
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4. Identify roles and
responsibilities of those who
should be mvolved in
moniterng.

Passible:
a) Make list and provide
wriften role defimtions
b) Determine values of
component as 1s or needed
change.
¢} Dismibute to field'tram

Subgroup of above plus any
contract monitors

Finalized Fall 2006

3. Follow-up and ensure
correction of all identified non-
compliance issues in a timely
ImANmer.

Possible:

a) Define who has
responsibility for
documenting progress
toward correction of non-
compliance.

Develop documentation

requirements and fime-lines

te show correction as

required.

Develop specific sanctions

for non-corrections.

) Develop policy per who
makes the determination to
apply sanctions.

b)

5]
e

=]

Lead Education Specialist —
Special Educarion

Central Office Staff

Education Line Officers

Finalized Fall 2006

6. Identify options at each step
of the process. (Example: what
TA 15 available; what supports
can be provided; what
sanctions can be applied if
needed, etc.)

Possible:

a) Develop a decision tree
with sequence, timelines,
and clear definers of
possible actions

b} Identify resources to
Support actions

C3I staff for review by all

March 2006
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7. Address comnmmication. Are

reports useful to school and or
the momtors for either giving
support of tracking needed
changes.

Paossible:

a) Survey schools that have
been monitored regarding
the reports received.
(understandability,
usefulness, guidance to
further actions, etc.)

Subgroup of above

b) Have team review results
and design consistent
format and required
elements for reports.
8. Develop a data-base that Passible: Review by above. Finalized Fall 2006
allows tracking of non- a) Teview cuTent monitering
compliances, corrections and data to determine Support from IT Offices
time lines functionality, what else 1s
needed, etc.
b) Develop a data base to track
all aspects of monitoring
data.
9. Develop raining materials Possible: Include practitioners as well | Finalized Fall 2006
for distribution to the field a) Identify varied media for as media and technelogy
regarding both the monitoring fraining (i.e., electronic expertise.

oCess for tk
process and the reasons for the
pracess.

material, written material,
video, perhaps some web-
based, etc.

Identify OIEP unique issues
such as culturally
apprapriate factors,
language. ete.

b)

*It 15 anticipated each area will have subtasks and some earlier due dates.

Part B Stale Pesformance Plan: 200S-2010
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The above plan is a skeletal plan that will be developed by a larger team of participants which will include school level, agency level
and central office staff. A member of the Advisory Council will be asked to participate. Community participation will be solicited,
such as parents or other interested parties.

Box for sanctions — etc.
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TABLE S

FEPORT OX PROVISION OF EARLY INTEEVENING SEEVICES

2005-2006 School Year

Ceneral Instructions

[

4.

Counts should cover the entize school year.

Mo samplmg 15 permitted for this data collection.

This data collaction pertams to services that the LEA may provide, using up to 15 percent of
IDEA Part B funds, to stadents who have NOT been identified as neading special education and
related sarvices but who need addinonal academue and behavioral suppert to succesd m a genaral
aducaiion environment.

Include chuldren i grades kindsrgarten through 12.

Specific Insbuctions for Section Bl: Provision of Early Intervenines Services

Fow 1.

Bow 2.

Beport the total mumber of students who received early mnfervening services at any point dunng
the coursa of the reporiing vear. This 15 an wmduplicated count. A studant should be meluded m
tlus count even if the shadent received early Interveming services and was later determned fo be
ehgzible for special education and related services durmg the same reporting year.

Feport the total number of stndents m the 2005 cluld count who received early miervemng
services anviime during the preceding two schoel years (2003-2002 and 2004-2003). Thus 15 an
unduplicated count. If the reportmz vear 15 the first vear early mtervening services were available,
the count m Fow 2 will be zevo.

Specific Instructions for Sechon B2: Local Education Agsncies Providing Early Intervening Services

Fow 3.

Fow 4.

Bepaort the total number of LEAS 1n the Sfate that provided early mnterveming services dunng the
current reportmg yvear. This 1s an wnduplicated count.

Beport the total mumber of stodents with and without disabilities, grades kindergarten through 12,
snrolled m all the LEA= that provided early misrvenmg services durng the reporting vear. This
mumber should be the fa3ll enrellment count from the LEAs.

551



NASIS Requirements Definition Document (RDD)
Version 1.0
17 February 2006

UE. DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATICN
OFFICE OF SFECIAL EDUCATION
ARD REHASILITATIVE SERVICES
OFFICE OF EFECIAL EDUCATION
FROGRAME

TAELE &

REPCRT OM PROVISION OF EARLY INTERVEMING SERV
2005-2006 SCHOCL YEAR

=

ES

FAGE 1 OF 1

CME RO 1 EDI000
FORKM EXPRIES: M0G0

ETATE:

SECTION E1: PRCVIEION OF EARLY INTERVENIMNG SERVICES

1. Member of stucents without Inchiduallzed Edecation Programs (IEFs] who recelved eary Rervening s=nices durng the 20052006 school year

2. Mermber of stucents In the 2005 ohlld count wiho recelved eary Intensening sereices anyiime In the past byve school years (2002-2004 and 2004-2005)

SECTION BZ: LOCAL EDUCATION AGEMCIES PROVIDING EARLY INTERVENIMNG SERVICES

3. Muermber of LEAs Inat provided eany Imenvening sendo=s during e 2005-2005 schoal year

4. Muwmber of stedents anrollad 0 the LESs that provides aary Intssaning serdces cufng e Z005-2006 school year

CRIGIMNAL BUEMISEIOMREVISION
CURRENT DATE:
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NASIS — to — WebISEP Interface Files

File Specifications

10/13/05

All files should be flat ASCII text files. Fields should be separated by a comma () and

character fields should be quoted (e.g., “Smuth™). Character fields should not contain
trailing spaces and cannot exceed the lengths described below. Date fields should be

Null fields, where allowed, can be indicated by consecutive commas. for example,
“Smith”, " John™,,"M" indicates a null middle name.

File (1) — School_Calendars

Criteria: One record for each school that participated 1n the NASIS system for the
requested school vear. If the school did not provide mstructional services, the
instructional fields (Inst_ ...} must be null. If the school did not provide residential
services, the residential fields (Res_ . ..) must be null.

Field Tyvpe | Max Notes Fequired
Length
LocationCode Char |6 Eg, “All1E13” Yes
SchoolYear Num Ending School Year, e.g., 2006. | Yes
Inst Start Date | Date 10 First day of instruction for the See above
school vear.
Inst End Date | Date 10 Last day of instruction for the
school year.
Inst Davs Num |3 Number of instructional days in
the school year.
Fes Start Date | Date 10 First day of residential service See above
for the school year.
Fes End Date | Date 10 Last day of residential service
for the school vear.
Fes Davs Num |3 Number of residential service
days for the school year.
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File (2) — Students

Criteria: One record for each student that was present for at least one day in any school.
This file should contain ISEP students only.

Field Twvpe Max Notes Fequired
Length

NASISID Char 10 Source Student [D Yes

STID Num 6 Orniginal WebISEP mternal 1D,

stored in NASIS as “External
Student ID”. This field must
be blank 1f the record did not

originate i1n WebISEP.
55N Char g S5N Yes
ILName Char 30 Last Name Yes
FName Char 30 First Name Yes
MName Char 30 Middle Name
Sex Char 1 MF Yes
DOB Date 10 mm/dd/yyvy
Tribe Code Char 3 Student’s Trbe
Update User Char 50 Last User ID to update this

record, if known.
Update Date Date 10 Date of last update. if known
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File (3) — Rosters

Criteria: One record for each student above AND each school the student attended. For
example,_ if a student attended three schools during the school year, that student will have
three records (one for each school) 1 this file.

Note: Bit fields described below should be treated as integers where 0 = False and -1 =

True.
Field Type | Max Notes Required
Length
LocationCode Char |6 Ez. “Al1E137 Yes
SchoolYear Num Ez. 2006 Yes
NASISID Char 10 Source Student [D Yes
STID Num Onginal WebISEP
mternal ID, stored in
NASIS as “External
Student ID”. This
field must be blank if
the record did not
originate in
WebISEP.
Grade Char |2 017127 7147=K
HalfTime Bit 2 0or-1 Yes
ProgramType Code Char 1 ILRB Yes
GiftiTalent Code Char 1
Sped Oct Code Nom |2
sped Place Code Char 1
RGuid Oct Code Char |
EOct Except Bit 2 0or-1 Yes
Language Development Code | Char 1
Enrollment Date Date 10 Tnitial enrollment date
for this student for
this school.
Update User Char | 30 Last User ID to
update this record, if
known.
Update Date Date 10 Date of last update, 1f
known
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File (4) — Student_Membership

Criteria: One set of records for each Roster record above. A set of records 15 up to 12
instructional records and up to 12 residential records for each school the student attended.

If the school provides instructional services and the student recerved mstruction
(ProgramTvpe Code "I or “B7), then the student must have a set of instructional records
in this file.

If the school provides residential services and the student resided there

(ProgramTwpe Code "R or “B7). then the student must have a set of residential records
in this file.

The records are organized by thirty-day “blocks™ beginning with the first calendar day of
instructional or residential services for the school and ending with the last day of
respective service. (The final block may represent less than thirty davs.)

The Membership_Days field indicates the number of days within the thirtyv-day block that
the student was eligible to be counted (per USG regulations) as a member of the school.

Field Type | Max Notes Fequired
Length

LocationCode Char |6 Ez “AllE13” Yes

SchoolYear Num |4 Egz, 2006 Yes

NASISID Char |10 Source Student ID Yes

STID Nom |6 Original WebISEP internal 1T,

stored in NASIS as “External
Student ID”. This field must be
blank if the record did not

originate in WebISEP.
InstRes Char 1 “T"=Instructional, Yes
“R"=Residential
BlockNum Num |2 1-12 Yes
Membership Days | Num | 2 0-30. If a student was not Yes

eligible to be counted for any
days in this block. a record
should be included with O (not
null) in this field.

Each group of residential records (for a school / school year / student) must contain 1
additional record. The block number must equal zero (0) and the membership davs field
equals -1 (True) or O (False) indicating: “The student was present for at least 1 night
during each of the three count weeks for the school year™. This rule does not apply to the
Instructional membership records.
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IASIS Survey 2004 - Schools On File

Friday, February 17, 2005"

ELO Location School Date Completed Rec No
Beatrice Woodward n34e02 Baca Community School 12/10/2004 70
Beatrice Woodward N34E03 Dibe Yazhi Habitlin Olta, Inc. (Borrego Pass 12/6/2004 60
Beatrice Woodward N34E04 Bread Springs Day School 12/7/2004 a5
Beatrice Woodward N34EQ5 Chi-Ch'll-tah/Jones Ranch Community School 12/7/2004 57
Beatrice Woodward N34E06 Huerfano Dormitory 12/3/2004 106
Beatrice Woodward N34E10 Lake Valley Navajo School 12/8/2004 49
Beatrice Woodward N34E12 Mariano Lake Community School 12/16/2004 107
Beatrice Woodward N34E13 Ojo Encino Day School‘ 12/10/2004 71
Beatrice Woodward N34ELS Pueblo Pintado Community School 12/8/2004 75
Beatrice Woodward N34E16 Tse'ii'ahi'Community School {Standing Rock) 12/10/2004 77
Beatrice Woodward N34E17 Dlo'Ay Azhi Community School 12/10/2004 176
Beatrice Woodward N34E18 Na'Neelzhiin Ji'Olta (Torreon) 12/16/2004 108
Beatrice Woodward N34E20 Wingate Elementary School 12/7/2004 73
Beatrice Woodward N34E21 Wingate High School 12/10/2004 78
Beatrice Woodward N34E23 T'iists'cozi' Bi'O'Lta (Crownpoint Cmty Sch) 12/14/2004 109
Beatrice Woodward N34E24 Dzilth-Na-O-Dith-Hle Community School 12/7/2004 66
Beatrice Woodward N34E25 To'hajiilee-he (Canencito) 12/15/2004 83
Beatrice Woodward N34E27 Alamo Navajo School 12/13/2004 76
Dan Shroyer AQ9E03 Enemy Swim Day School 1/25/2005 175
Dan Shroyer AQ9EDS Tiospa Zina Tribal School £/12/2005 170
Dan Shroyer Al4E04 Crow Creek Sioux Tribal High School 1/12/2003 162
Dan Sosnowski N32E02 Aneth Community School 12/1/2004 14
Dan Sesnowski N32E03 Aztec H S Dormitory, School Board, Assoc. Inc. 1/11/2Q035 155
Dan Sosnowski N32E04 Beclabito Day School 12/3/2004 9
Dan Sosnowski N32E05 Cove Day School 12/1/2004 21
Dan Sosnowski N32EQ7 Red Rock Day School 1/11/2005 164
Dan Sosnowski N32E09 Sanostee Day School 12/7/2004 24
Dan Sosnowski N32Ei0 T'iis Nazbas Commmunity School (Teecnospos) 12/9/2004 23
Dan Sosnowski N32El11 Tohaali Community School 12/2/2004 32
Dan Sosnowski N32E13 Shiprock Alternative Schools, In¢ 12/2/2004 153
Dan Sosnowski N32E15 Shiprock Northwest(Alternative)High 12/2/2004 65
Dan Sosnowski N32E17 Atsa Biyaazh Community (Shiprock Elem) 12/2/2004 46
Dr. Ben Atencio MZ20E02 Sky City Community Schooi 1/4/2005 148
Dr. Ben Atencio MZ20E04 Isleta Elementary School 12/17/2004 117
Dr. Ben Atencio M20E05 Jemez Day School 12/16/2004 114
Dr. Ben Atencio M20E12 San Felipe Pueblo Elementary Schoot 12/16/2004 118
Dr. Ben Atencio M20E22 Zia Day School 12/23/2004 138
Dr. Ben Atencio M20E29 Pine Hill Schools 12/15/2004 121
Page 1 of 5
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ELO Location School Date Completed Rec No

Dr, Ben Atencio M21E02 Laguna Elementary School 12/15/2004 104

Dr. Ben Atencio M21E03 Laguna Middle School 12/17/2004 94

Dr. Cheri Farlee AOLEQS Takini 12/1/2004 47

Dr. Cheri Farlee AOLE12 Cheyenne Eagle Butte School 12/10/2004 84

Dr. Cheri Farlee AO01E14 Pierre Indian Learning Center 12/26/2004 139

Dr. Cheri Farlee AO1E1S Tiospaye Topa School 12/7/2004 30

Dr. Jenny Jimenez ~ M25SE13 San Ndefonso Day School 1/3/2005 141

Dr. Jenny Jimenez  M25E14 Ohkay O'Wingeh Community School 12/20/2004 124

Dr. Jenny Jimenez ~ M25E16 Santa Clara Day School 1/20/2005 174

Dr. Jenny Jimenez  M25E19 Taos Day School 12/22/2004 133

Dr. Jenny Jimenez  M25E20 Te Tsu Geh Oweenge Day Schoot 1/4/2005 150

Dr. Jenny Jimenez ~ M25E32 Santa Fe Indian School 1/12/2005 166

Dr. Jenny Jimenez =~ M25E33 Jicarilla Pormitory 12/29/2004 143

Dr. Rena Yazzie N335E04 Cottonwoeod Day Scheol 12/1/2004 8

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E06 Jeehdeez'a Academy Incorporated 12/27/2004 134

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35EQ7 Lukachukai Community School 12/21/2004 131

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E09 Nazlini Communiiy $chool 12/17/2004 95

Dr. Rena Yazzie N33E11 Rock Point Community School 11/30/2004 1&

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E12 Rough Rock Community School (Rough Rock Demon 12/9/2004 40

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E20 Chinle Boarding School 12/16/2004 116

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E21 Many Farms High School 12/8/2004 82

Dr. Rena Yazzie N35E23 Black Mesa Community School 12/22/2004 130

Emma Jean Blue Ea  A10E03 Rock Creek Day School 1/11/2005 160

Emma Jean Blue Ea  A10EQ05 Little Eagle Day School 12/20/2004 163

Ernest Clark S50E09 Chitimacha Tribal Sckeol 12/13/2004 72

Ernest Clark S52E03 Cherokee Central High School 12/10/2004 61

Ernest Clark S52E04 Cherokee Elementary Schoot 12/10/2004 129

Ernest Clark S53E02 Ahfachkee Day School 12/9/2004 38

Ernest Clark S54E02 Miccosukee Indian School 12/10/2004 50

Emest Clark S335E02 Indian Township School 12/8/2004 59

Ernest Clark S56E02 Beatrice Rafferty 12/13/2004 79

Ernest Clark S57E02 Indian Island Schoel 12/8/2004 56

Ernest Clark S78E13 Red Water Elementary School 12/16/2004 87

Ernest Clark S78E14 Standing Pire Elementary School 12/9/2004 25

Ernest Clark S78E15 Tucker Elementary School 12/9/2004 44

Ernest Clark S78E21 Bogue Chitto Elementary School 12/9/2004 51

Emest Clark S78E22 Conehatta Elementary School 12/9/2004 93

Ernest Clark 578¢23 Choctaw Central High Scheol 12/9/2004 55

Friday, February 17, 2005" Page 2 of 5
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IASIS Survey 2004 - Schools On File

ELO Location School Date Completed Rec No
Ernest Clark S78E24 Choctaw Central Middle Schoot 12/59/2004 26
Ernest Clark S78E2S Pearl River Elementary Schoeol 12/9/2004 54
Fayetta Babby I54E02 Noli Schoot 12/16/2004 119
Fayetta Babby JGOEQ2 Sherman Indian High School 12/10/2004 68
Fayetta Babby J61EQ3 Duckwater Shoshone Elementary Schoel 1/11/2005 161
Jim Hastings H65E11 Polacca Day School 12/10/2004 64
Jim Hastings H&5E12 Second Mesa Day School 12/30/2004 144
Jim Hastings H&5EL3 Hopi Day School 12/10/2004 52
Jim Hastings H65E14 Hotevilla Bacavi Community School 1/4/2005 147
Jim Hastings H65E15 Moencopi Day School 12/9/2004 45
Jim Hastings H6SE2] Keams Canyon Boarding School 12/9/2004 39
Jim Hastings H65E22 Hopi High School 1/10/2005 159
Jim Hastings H65E23 Havasupai School 12/10/2004 63
Joe Frazier N33E02 Chilchinbeto Community School, Inc. 1/10/2005 154
Joe Frazier N33E04 Dennehotso Boarding School 12/2/2004 19
Joe Frazier N33E08 Kayenta Bearding School 12/9/2004 140
Joe Frazier N33Ell Navajo Mountain Boarding School (Naa Tisis' C 12/9/2004 42
Joe Frazier N33E13 Tonalea {Red Lake) Day School 12/2/2004 20
Joe Frazier N33E1s Rocky Ridge Boarding School 12/7/2004 36
Joe Frazier N33El6 Shonto Boarding School (Shonto Preporatery School) 12/2/2004 89
Joe Frazier N33EL19 Tuba City Boarding School 12/10/2004 115
John A. Reimer PO2EQ2 Chemawa Indian School 1/3/2005 149
John A. Reimer POSEO2 Coeur D'Alene Tribal School 1/4/2005 145
John A. Reimer P10E13 Wa He Lut Indian School 1/13/2005 168
John A. Reimer P10E14 Lummi Tribal School 1/6/2005 151
John A. Reimer PI10E1S Chief Leschi School System 1/11/200% 156
John A. Retmer P10E16 Muckleshoot Tribal School 1/13/2005 173
John A. Reimer PI13E20 Two Eagle River School 1/4/2005 152
Joy Mariin BO1EG2 Riverside Indian School 12/21/2004 137
Joy Martin BO4E06 Kickapoo Nation School 12/29/2004 136
Joy Martin BO7E02 Eufaula Dormitory 1/4/2005 146
Joy Martin BOSE02 Sequoyah High School 12/21/2004 135
Joy Martin BOYED2 Jones Academy 1/13/2008 167
Karen Dawson H34ElL1 Santa Rosa Ranch School 12/17/2004 111
Karen Dawson HS54E21 Santa Rosa Boarding School 12/17/2004 112
Karen Dawson HS54E22 San Simon School 12/17/2004 110
Karen Dawson H54E25 Tohoneo G'Odham High School 12/20/2004 113
Karen Dawson HS7EIL2 Blackwater Community School 12/20/2004 123
Page 3 of 5
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ELO Location School Date Completed Rec Neo
Karen Dawson H57E13 Casa Blanca Community School 1/11/2005 171
Karen Dawson H57E14 Gila Crossing Day School 12/20/2004 122
Karen Dawson H57E19 Salt River Day School (Salt River Elem. Schoo 1/13/2005 £72
Kevin Skenandore  H52E11 Cibecue Community School 12/8/2004 29
Kevin Skenandote  H52E12 John F. Kennedy Day School 12/1/2004 27
Kevin Skenandore  HS52E21 Theodore Roosevelt School 12/6/2004 28
Levon French C351E03 Blackfeet Dormitory 12/772004 92
Levon French C57E04 Busby School (Northern Cheyenne Tribal School 12/2/2004 %1
Levon French C38E10 St. Stephens Indian School 12/8/2004 90
Neva Sherwood AQSE02 American Horse School 12/16/2004 88
Neva Sherwood AOBEQ3 Little Wound Day School 12/20/2004 132
Neva Sherwood AQGEDS Wounded Knee School District 12/9/2004 41
Neva Sherwood AOGE16 Pine Ridge School 1/13/2005 169
Neva Sherwood AG6E23 Crazy Horse School 1/11/2005 157
Neva Sherwood AQ7ED9 St. Francis Indian Schooi 12/10/2004 69
Neva Sherwood AQ7E1Q Sicangn Owaye Oti (Rosebud Dormitory) 12/12/2004 80
Neva Sherwood AO07E12 Marty Indian School 12/3/2004 81
Rose M. Davis AllIED2 Dunseith Day Schoot 12/7/2004 43
Rose M. Davis Al11E08 Ojibwa Indian School 12/9/2004 31
Rose M. Davis AT1E09 Turtle Mountain Elementary School 12/7/2004 34
Rose M. Davis ALLELD Turtle Mountain Middle School 12/8/2004 17
Rose M. Davis AllE1l Turtle Mountain High School 127772004 37
Rose M. Davis AllE12 Trenton School (FY97; formerly private dorm) 12/10/2004 48
Rose M. Davis AllE13 Mandaree Day School 12/20/2004 120
Rose M. Davis AllE14 Twin Buttes Day School 12/13/2004 105
Rose M. Davis AllE1S White Shietd School 12/21/2004 126
Terry Portra F31ED2 Meskwaki Settlement School 12/2/2004 33
Terry Portra F53EL3 Bug-0O-Nay-Ge Shig School 12/10/2004 83
Terry Portra F53E14 Circle of Life Survival School 10/2/2004 18
Terry Portra F53E15 Fond du Lac Qjibwe School (Fond Du Lac Ojibwe}) 12/8/2004 74
Terry Portra F53E18 Nay Ah Shing School £2/17/2004 125
Terry Portra F55E14 Lac Courte Oreifles Ojibwa School 1/11/2005 158
[Terry Portra F55E15 Oneida Nation Schoot System (Oneida Tribal S¢ 12/8/2004 67
[Terry Portra F58E04 Menominee Tribal School 12/9/2004 62
Terry Portra FG0EO2 Joseph K. Lumsden Bahweting P.S.A. 12/1/2004 53
[Terry Portra Fe0EQ7 Hannahyville Indian School (Nah Tah Wahsh PSA) 12/21/2004 127
[Terry Portra F70E02 Flandreau Indian School 12/2/2004 86
[Terry Portra F80EQ2 Circle Of Nations Wahpeton Ind. Brdg School 12/1/2004 15
[Friday, February 17, 200@’ Page 4 of 5
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IASIS Survey 2004 - Schools On File

ELO Location School Date Completed Rec No
Winnifred Peters N36E03 Ch'ooshgai Community School 12/15/2004 96
Winnifred Peters N36E05 Crystal Boarding School 12/8/2004 97
Winnifred Peters N36E06 Dilcen Boarding School 12/17/2004 128
Winnifred Peters NISE08 Greasewood Springs Boarding School 1/12/2005 i65
Winnifred Peters N36E09 Halbreok Dormitory 12/3/2004 98
Winnifred Peters N36E11 Hunters Point Boarding School 12/7/2004 99
Winnifred Peters N36E14 Kin dah Lichi'i Olta' 12/13/2004 142
Winnifred Peters N36E18 Pine Springs Day School 12/10/2004 100
Winnifred Peters N3IGE19 Seba Dalkai 12/7/2004 101
Winnifred Peters N36E24 Wide Ruins Boarding Scheol 12/17/2004 102
Winnifred Peters N36E25 Winslow Residential Hall 12/7/2004 103
Schools Found: 163

Friday, February 17, 20085~ Page 5 of 5
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IASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELD _Student Information System | | Cafeterin M; gm; .S‘J.uﬁem J 'i.‘:i-;.nr'sprrrwmm» System | Health Mgt Spstem
Schaol Application  |Version  ¥rs Application Version  Yrs Application  |Version  Yrs| Application |Version  ¥rs

Beairice Woodward
Alamo Mavaje School [ Sehool Mastar Q| [ | (| ]
Baca Camrunily Sehoal O [ [ | v o
Bread Sprrgs Dey Schood (] a [ | 0O o
Chi-ChiHahilones Ranch Commuril ] Sehosl Masser 2 O [ | 0 O o
Dib Yazhi Habitin Oll, inc. (Boreg [ o [ | o
Dioffy Azhi Commurity Schaol O o [ 0 O 8
Cezilth-Ha- O-DihHle Commurity Sch | School Master 0 A oTs 1O | o
Husriano Dommitzry [ | [ | a [ a
Lk Walkary Wavajo Schocl [ o] [ | a [ a
Msrianc Lake Community School [ | [ oo Q
Ml Maelznin Ji0a (Tameon) 0 oo 0[] o a
Ojo Encino Day Schocl 0O 0 [y Data Trac [ [ o
Puchio Pintada Community School | Schoal Master 2 [ 0TS a a T a
Tists'oeei SO0 (Crowepoinl Gt [ ] | 00 1] ']
Tohaibee-ha (Canancita) ] [ 0 [ [ o
Teeliahl' Community School (Stemdin || [ o [ o
Wingata Elamentary Schoal [ Schaol Mastar [ | o [ | ]
Wingsbe High Schecl A School Master S22 7 W 0[] 0 G Sonool Mamler 533 7

Friday, Febroary {7, 2008~ Page [ af 12
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ELQ Stuident hq,‘i?.mm‘wn S}Uftﬂ'll _. . C;ﬁrerm Mg System Trausportation System Heaith Mgt System
Schaol Application  Version  ¥rs| Application Version  ¥rs Application |Version  Yrs Application Version | Yrs
Dan Shroyer
Crow Cresk Siowx Tribal High Schonl W a ] o L (]
Enemy Swim Day Schoal | Povesscheol 10 0] [ o
Tinspa Zina Trival Soreol ¥ F\1.l‘\.\:|£i||i&Il'.nlm"ﬂ- 14 1 oIl e O o
Dan Sosnowskd
Anelh Community School |wl School Master B2 1.0 O oo o
fesa Biyeazh Cemmunity (Shiprock [ Powerschesl 402 1 [ o 0 [ Powerschool 402 1
Aztes H S Doemrilory, School Board,  [] an o0 | o
Barianito Day Sehaal | O O oo o
Cowe Dy Schoal b School hesser 624 10 o [ o
Red Rock Day Schoal b 13 oM L o ] o
Sannates Day Sehool [m] o] o] 0 0
Shiprock Aeiraiive Schooks, inc 1 o0 | | o
Shipnock MorhwestifRematve)Hoh [l Posersohool 402 10 o 0 [ Poverschool 40.2 1
Tiis kazbas Community School (Tes ] Access 2000 L 0O | [
Tohaali Community School | Bchonl Masser o 1] | 1]
L Ben dléncio
Isheta Elementary School b Ecu-Test [ 0O L o
RENGIBEAMES,
Zang'e
Jemez Day School ] [ L | [ | 0
Friday, Febewary 17, 2006 Page 2of 12
IASIS Survey - Current Applications
ELO Student Information System | | Cafeteria Mgmt System | Tramsporation System | Hoaith Mgt System
Sefvaol Application Verslon  ¥rs Application |Version  ¥rs Application  Version  ¥rs) Application  Version | Yrs
Laguna Elementary School o SASIXP 2 0 [ 00 o
Laguna it School ¥ SASIHP 10 [ o 0
Pire Hil Schoals W SASI 4 [ téanl Time o 0 o
San Felipe Putio Blementary Sche & Wingchaol 2 & 0[] 0 j] Hiealh Office 2000 (]
Sky City Community School 0 [ Daiy Meal Count "I | o I o
il State
i sy School v ] o o v
Dr. Cherd Farige
Craryanms Eaghe Bulbs Schecl ! Infinile Campls t O | 0 [F| Heakih Masier o
Pieme Indian Lesming Cenbsr 8 o ] o M ]
Takin ) Infinite Campus. 3 [ Lunch Box [ | 0 || Healh OSee 2000 a
Ticspaya Topa Scheal | Infinite Campus 3 A Lunch Box 3x LU | 0 R ﬁa;‘ehhhsl:r 200 a
LOr. Jenmy Jimensz
Jiganilia Cormitary [ o [ ] [ B a
Elhkay (ritfingah Comemurity Sehoel || LI LN L a
San lidefones Diay Schoo! (] e 0O [ | q ]
Santa Clara Day School ] 0[] [ 9 a
Gana Fe indian Scnool bl wnsonoo VN [ 0 RF Health Office 2000 i
Tans Dy Sehool bl Access 4 0 [ 0 a
Te Tsu Geh Owesnge Oay Schoal [ 'l [ M| [ a
Friduy, Febraary 17, 2006 Page 7 af 12
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IASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELO Suudent Information System | | Cafeteria Mgm: System Transportation Sysfem Health Mgmi System
Sehool Application  |Version  ¥rs lApplication |Version  ¥rs Application |Version  Yrs| Applicarion Version | Yrs
. Rena Yazzie
Binck Mesa Communiy School d 0O 0 ¢ O 0
Chinks Boarding School o School Mastar 4+ M o] 0 [ School Master 1
Colbonveaid Day Schoal W Sehool Maser 2 M o o
Jeehdear'a Acadenry Incocporabed H| [ [ o] ]
Lukachukzl Community Schod W Sonool Master 113 2 || Muln s oo O A School Masler 4495 o
Mary Farms High Schanl W School Master 3 [ o 0 F| School Masler  Windo 3
Mezkni Communify School v LU 1] | o o
Rexck Paint Community Schaol O a ] a ] o [ o
Rough Fock Comenunity Schaol (o &) School Masler 5. 23F 4 B a [ I 0
E fecans Ble Farth
Littia Eaghe Day Schee b Simanet a0 | [ | a0 0
Rock Creek Dy School m | 0 | a0 [ 8
Ernest Clark
Ahfachkes Day Schaol [H] o ] L a ] L]
Beairice Raffary W Fowerschaosl | 0 0 ] @
Boaue Chifl Ebemeniary Schocl b Commbia Los 14 [ [ | [ 0
Cherokee Central High Schoal Wl 2asixe & [ MAPS 6 ] Bays Glub 4 Boys Club 0
Marmged [
Chenoioae Elernertary School [} o | q 0
Chsmacha Trinal Schoal | 0 M | [ q
Fridwp, Febrwary [7, mg Page 4 & I2

IASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELQ I Student Information Spstem Cafeteria Mgme System | N Mns:p«e;nﬁ[mn System J  Heuith Mpmr System
School \Application Version  Yrs| Application |Version  Yrs! Application  Version  Yrs| Application Version | ¥rs
Chattaw Cerral High School | Zangle | a0 0 W Zange 0
Chattaw Cerral Middia Schacl ¥ Columbia Dos 10 [ a0 o O [
Conahatia Elcenaraary Shool b CommbiainOs ¢ 0O a o [ 0
Indian [gland School ¥ Povenrschonl ar 1 [ L 0 | Powerschaol 7 1
Indian Tawnahip Schoo |l Powerschanl 10 a [ a
Mictasukee indian School I | a M o 0
Pearl River Elmantary School B! Cowmbia oS | a 1] i
Fed Waler Elemantary School b Calumbiz ¢ O LU [i] i}
Starding Pine Elemeniary School pl Columbia 0os 14 ] a [ Q 0
Tugier Eemertary School ¥ Calumbia | a O a

Fayeira Bably
Dustowaler Shoshore Elermentary Se | | 17 ¢ O 1
Nt Sehosl O © [ o [}
Sherman Indian High Schaal bl sas 5.x 4 [ Rodan [ 0 0

JJim Flastitgs
Hewvatupal Sehool O ¢ o a 0
Hepi Day Schaol b Hehoon wmaster 10 a [ o il
Heps High Schacl B gas! L~ 9] 0 b NCSSASI ]
Hotevdla Baca Commurniy School [ Schoct Master 234 4 0] 0 ) Schoal Master o
Haams Campon Esarding School O L a M 0O a

Friday, February 17, 2008 Fuge 5af 12
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ELO Student Tuformation symﬂ‘ Cafeserla Mg System Transportation System | | Health Mgme System
Schanl Application |Vermn ¥rs| Application Versien  ¥rs Application  |Version  Yrs| Application  Verslon I ¥rs
Poarcopi Day Schoal 1 a 0O o] o
Plsces Day School [ a [ 00 [ | [
Sasond Mesa Day Echool ] a M o O [ | 1]
Chilkchinnelo Communily Schoal, Ine. ] o o ] 1]
Dennahotso Boaing Sehool O L] o L o
Kayenla Boanding Sthao Wi Sas) a R4 00 [ | o
Mavajo Mountain Boarding Schook (M 7] a o] o 1]
Rocky Ridge Boarding School | a0 0 [ o
Shento Boarding Schocl (Shonto Pre v SASIXP S5604 8 0 0 &# Bus Masier 0 [ SASIXP 1]
Toralkea (Red Lake) Day Schsal o [ 01 [ | o
Tudsa City Baarding Schasl W School Master & 1 | Meal Time [ 0 [ School Masier ]
John 4. Reimer
Chemaws Indian School zza'lgle 2004.1 FI| o [+ [}
Chiel Lasenl Sehial System ¥ C-nnowasian, ' 0 [ o o
Pangle - -
Coeir Dilere Tribal Schaol v Powesschool 1 00O [ | o
Lurrrmi Tritial Schaal | WinstiPaz 1 o0 O b A WeslFac
hugsseshoot Trinal Schan O [ oM [ o
T Eaghe River Seheel ¥ WwinSchaal 52 | [ ] [ o
Wia He Lt Indam Schaoal [ School Mazier i [] o o [
Friday, Febrweary 17, 2008 Page 6 of 12

TASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELO | Steedeny fnﬁmu}iﬁn’ _Sj.ﬂem C:.r_,l'r:'enfa ﬂrl’,l,rmr Syxterm Transportation Systen Health Mgt Sysiem
School Application  Version  Yrs. Application |Version  Yrs Applicailon  Version  Yrs Application  |Version | ¥rs
Jov Martin
Evdaula Domnllory | [ o LA a
Jones Academy | a | 4 ] ]
Kickapoa Mation School [ WinBehoo 4 byl | 4 M [}
Riversida indian School W L | o ] 0 b o
Sequoyah High School v LAl | ¢ 0 ¢
Karen Dawson
Elackwatar Communily School ] School Paster i[O o o ] o
Casa Blancs Cammunily Schagl [l sasi a8 - | o o ] 1]
Gila Copssing Day Schoal W Zangie 6 [ o 0 [ Zange o
Sait River Dy Schocl (Salt River Ele  [v] SASINF -1 2 0 & O [ o
San Himan Schoal vl Sehool Master 10 | o o
Sanla Roaa Boarding School [ a 0 o [ | o
Sania Reea Ranch School | a oo [ | [
Tohann O*Odham High Schaol | a M o o 0
Kevin Skenandore
Cihacue Commaunity School [l School Master 418 ] H| 1]
Jitn F, Kennesy Day Schanl | a ] o [ ]
Theedore Roosevell SKnoH O 00 oo [ | o
Fridayy, Febraary I7, 2006 Page T ol 12
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TASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELO Student Information System | | Cafeteria Mgmt Systems | Transpartation Systen: | | Health Mgmt System
School Application Version  Yrs Applicotion  |Version  ¥rs| Application  |Version  ¥rs Applieation |Version | ¥rs
Levan French
Blackleet Dxarmitory | [ 0 O [ t
Busskry School (Hortham Cheyenne T & Schoal Masser 2 [ | o O i}
5L Steghens Indian School W E-nnewation 3 [ 0 O [ -] o
Neva Sherwood
Aenerican Homs Sthod [ SMIS SD State [ ] o o
Crazy Horsa Schoal W] EAS) i ] oIl ¢ ] 0
Litte Wouna Day Schaol i WinSchaol 4 M o o o
Warty Inman Schocl d [ | o[ o O o
Pire Ridga Schoal ¥ School Warkd 5 [ 0o o o
Sicangu Owaye Ol (Resebud Doerst [ Redicker [ o o o
SoftwarcOdyssty
51, Francks Indian School W BASDE 55 a4 0 0 [ BASDR 5.5 i
Wounced Knse Schoal District L | 00 [ 0
Rose M, Dgvis
Dunseith Day School O o] 0 a M a
Merdarea Day School ¥ BWISPoserschool o] 0 [ 0 i
Ojikwa Indian Sehwal b Sehool Master 10 [ | [ B a
Trerion School (FYST, famuedy priva ] JWC 2054 3 0 [ | [ | a
Turfia Mountain Flemertany School b Powerschool 3 [ [ 0 Thee 2
Turtie Mousiain High Sehocl W Powerschocl 3 [Nl 0 [ Thee 2
Fridwy, Febrnary 7, 2008 Page 8 of 12
IASIS Survey - Current Applications
ELO Student Information System Cﬂfcferiﬁﬂa_.!gm! S_vﬁem ) o i’;ﬁﬁqwu Sy.ﬂ'am ) Health Mgt System
School Application  Wersion  Yrs| Application Version  Yrs Application |Version  ¥rs Application Version | ¥rs
Turtie: Maursain Micche Scheo ! Powarschool 31 [ | 0 g Thor 2
Twin Buftea Day Schoo O ¢ [ | 0 O o
White Shield Schaol u | [ | a i
Terry Partra
Bug-O-Hay-Ge Shig Schact O M| [ | [}
Circha of Libs Survival Scheaol bl Mz 1 o] LU | [i]
Cirete OF Reations Wahpelen Ing. Brd ] Exoel 2 O o[ 0 | Excal o
Frandréais indidn Scheol E Cafetésia Termingd 4.3 3 A a4 a7 4]
Fand du Laz O s School (Fond D [l Infniie Campus 4 WA WinSnap 248 0 | o
Hannarélla Indian Schonl (Mah Tah |l Posrachool 4 |y Povesrschool o] a4 o
Jeaeph K. Lumsden Bahwaling PS5, |l Powerschool ara 3 R Powerschoal arz 1 [y Powerschool A7z O Powerschool 372 0
Lac Cownrte Oreslles Ojbma School hel S4EHP 02 5 [ [\ | | (1]
Kencminee Tibal Schecl MR BI04 4 [ Lunch Cashier [ 0 7 SASIP 0
syshem Dy
e
Meshaaki Setiement Schoal [l Audministrators 3 [ [ 0 [ Student Healih 3
Pl Managar
May Ah Shing Schoal b TIES oo [H o D
Onesdta kalion School System (Onel Il Comprehensive a0 1 Computer &m0 ] 0 0
Ifarmation Mgnt Assisied Food
Sysalem Servicn
Winnified Pefors
Choashygai Communty Schacl bl 851 55 o [ 0 ]
Fridy, Febrmary 17, 20086~ Page 9 af I2
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ELO Student Tuformation System | | Cafeteria Mgmi System J Transportation System | | Health Mgt System
Sefrool Application  Version  Yrs) Applieation  |Fersion  Yes| Application  Version  Yrs| dpplication  Version | ¥rs
Crystal Boarding Schoal [N a0 - o o
Dicon Beanding Schodl B Exceitindows 2000 2 0 | Excal 2 | Exo 2
Greasewood Springs Boardng Scho W S48 a 9 M o0 0
Halbrook Dormitory O 0 [ Fised Assels 0O [ il
Hurdarz Point Boarding School ] [ M| 0 [0 | i
Kin dah Liehfi Ola' O o o [ o[ ]
Pmne Springs Day School a L | o [ i a
Seba Delkel | o O o G a
Wil Ruins Boarding School ¥ Schocl Master  5.34a 1 0 o0 a
Vinglove Fesidestisl Hall W Access 10 "0 0ol 0

Eriday, Felrwarp 17, 2008 Page 10 af 12

TASIS Survey - Current Applications

ELO | Stoudent Information System | |
School Application  |Version  ¥rs Applicution

Cafeteria Mgm.’.ﬁ):ﬂe ste m [ -—----?-w nspor -aHo.u Kystem Health Mgt System
Version ¥i

Yrs Applicavion  Version Application |Versionm = Yrs

Surmmury - Applications Reporied by Schools

Kreedertt Information Spsiems (NWumber of Schools)
ACCRSS 3
Adeninishalor's Plis (4]
Carfeberia Terminal A1)
C-Innavalion (R}
Colnnouation, Zangle (2}
Columbia 15}
ColumbiaDOS )
Camprehensive Infomation Mort Syslem i}y
Edu-Tesl, Renaissance, Zargle [LH
Exral i1y
Excalivifiradowes [a}]
Irdinigs Campuis iy
il [+
Powerschool 12y
Readickar SoftwaieDdysisy 1
SASI &y
SASIXP (=
Schoal Masser 28
Sehool Wald %]
Simahet iy
SIS 5D Slate ¥
SIS 1}
SWISPowerschool N}
TIES (1
WesiPas %]
WinSchool (191
Langle: 3

Friday, Febeuary 17, 2008

Cafeteria Managemend Systems (Number of Schools)
Computer Astsiad Focd Sirice 1)
Dy Meal Counl w! State )
e Trac 1)
oTs &
Fieac Assats [l
Lurwh Bex Pkl
Lurich Cashier system by Wordwarne i1
MOFS [
Miaal Tira @
Pt Kidds i)
Powarschool @2
Rodlan )
VinSnap {1
Page I af §2
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IASIS Survey - Current Applications
ELQ | Student o rmmw .S‘};r;m ._ E“;ﬁem :ﬁgm System i Transportation Sysiem Health Mgt System
Selrom! dAppiication  |Persion  ¥es) Applicaion Verslon  Y¥rs Application |Version  Yrs| Application  Version | ¥rs
Trausporiaiion Systems (Number of Schoals) Healgh Mawagenent Sysicems (Number of Schools)
Hoys Coh Managed )] Bays Club Managed (L]
B Mastar {1} Sus Masier iy
Exel ) Exead [LH]
Poswarachosl 1) Powerschool i)
Ericay, Febrwagy 17, %08 Page 12 of 12
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IASIS Survey 2004 — Training Requirements

IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors Supers Admin | Assistants ~ Teachers  Paraprofs | Domm Staff | 1T Concacts
ELO Schaot Tot | Train| Tot |Train| Tot |Train Tot | Train| Tot | Train| Tot [Teain | Tot |Train | Tot | Train
[Beatice Woedward |Nar_no.Nla.quo School 1 o o of q 0 q of 37 o 10) of 0 o o ]
|Baca Community Sehoal 1 of 1 o 2 0 3 o 2 1 17 0 o o 1 1
Bread Springs Day Schoal 1 o 1 o i ] 1 o 100 o E o 0l o 1 0
Chi-Ciiltahtlones Ranch Community 2 2 1177 1 1 2 F T T 5 E 4 4 1 1
IDibe Yazhi Habitlin Oita, In¢. {Borrege 1 771 1 1 1 1 1 1 18 1§ i q o 0 E 0
IDle’ Ay Azhi Community Schoal o d o o 0 o o o o o o i 0 of ]
|Dziith-Na.0-Dith-Hie Community Scho z F 1 1 1 1 4 L L R R 7 7 4 1
Huerfano Darmitary 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 q 1 1 w1 1 1
Lake Valley Navajo Schaol I | T 1 1 1 E o 7 7 d &8 8 Ei 1 1
Marizng Lake Communily School 1 0 1 of 3 o 1 0 12 o 8 [ 7 a 1 o
MaMsetzhiln JF'Clta (Tomeon) 1 1 | 2 2 3 @ 18 3 17 o @ 2 2
Djo Encino Day School 1 1l 1 1 o 0 E 3 18 8 11 11 4 0 o o
Puebio Pintada Gomrmunity School 2 2 A 1 5 3 4 2 oz g 2 23 w1 [ 7
Tiists'ooe! BI'O'Lta (Crownpaint Cmiy 3 3 1 1 E 5 1 1 38 38| 15 = EEI 2 2
To'hsjilee-he (Canoncifoy E El 2 2l 1 E 2 28 28 13 13 a o 4 F
(Tse'i"ahi'Gommunity Scheol (Standing 1 1 1 1 1 1 [ 0 10 10 11 1| 0 a 1 1
Elementary School 5 s 1 1 1 10 10 10 59 85 60 60 64 60 1 1
[Waingate High Schoal o g E 3 3 3 [ 4 & el o 28 70 70 1
Total Stafl 35 26 30 38 385 241 188 18
‘Total Trainees 3 2 a1 33 294 182 ir2 16
[Dan Shroper Crow Creek Sioux Tribal High School 5 5| 4 4 q o o d & 63 19 19 20 20 kKl 3
|Enemy Swim Day Schocl T o E of 1 7% Fi R R [ o o 1 1
|Tioepa Zina Tribal School E| 5| E 5| 2 z i 4 s W 17 o 0 o 1 1
Total Staff 11 " 3 17 130 40 20 5
Total Trainees 16 g 2 18 73 19 20 5
Friday, February 17, 2006~ Page I of 12
. e v
IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors Supcﬁ 1 ﬁ_\s_s_[qlg_r_l;ﬁ Teachers Paraprofs © Dorm Staff | IT Coneacts
ELO School Tot |Train| Tot |Train| Tot |Train Tot |Train| Tot |Trin| Tot |Train Tot |Train | Tot | Train
Dan Sosnowski |Aneth Community Schoal 1 1 1 1 g 6 1| 1 21| 2| 3 3] J 7 El 2
|Atsa Biyaazh Commimity (Shiprock EI 1 1 1 1 bl 1 2 i 3 25 4 4 o 1 1
lAztec H & Dommitory, School Board, A o o 1| 1 3 3 1 1 o o o 0 o o 0
Beciabilo Day School i1 1 0 2 2 2 2 8 8 2 2 j o 4z
Cove Day Schoal o [i 1 1 11 2 2 5 5 4 4 [ [ 1 0
Red Rock Day School 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 18 18 El 5 0 0 2 2
Sancstes Day School 1 0 1 d 1 o o o g 0 q of o o i1 0
Shiprock Altemative Schools, Inc 0 [} o [i 0 [ o [1 q 0 E 0 q 0 o [
iprack Nortt Ggh 3 a 1 1 1 2| 2 17 17 d 8 25 10 1 1
Tiis Nazbas Community School (Teee E 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 20 20 9 El 0 1 1
Tohaali Community Senool 2 2| 1 1 2 2 3 al e 2z 1 [Tl gl 7] 1 1
Total Staff 12 1 20 % 156 “ » 12
Total Trainees i ] 74 15 147 a4 24 ™
Dr. Ben Atencio Isieta Elementary School 1 1 1 1 El F] o o g 1 E) E| o o 1 1
T T [semez Day Schedl 1 1 1 1 0 [ I T R 7 7] 0 o 1 1
Laguna Elementary School E 2 1 1 3 3 4 428 28 1§ 18 0 0 3 2
Leguna Middle School 1 o 1 4 1 0 2 o 18 o E o 0 0 2 0
[Fine Hill Schools 3 3 4 4 5 & | 8 7| 37| o a 17 13 1 1
‘San Felipe Pueblo Elementary School 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 ¥ 30 ao 15 15 0 0 1 o
Sky City Community School 1 1 1 1 o 0 4 4 18 18 8| g 0 0 1 1
Zia Day Schoal - I 1 L] o 2 EEET. 12 2 2 o o 1 1
Total Staff 10 11 12 24 173 65 17 10
Total Trainees 9 10 11 22 155 ] 13 7
Friday, February 17, 200§ Page 2of 17
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IASISSurvey - Training Requirements

Counselors |  Supers | Admin | Assistnts  Teachers | Pareprofs | Dorm Staff | IT Concacts
ELO School Tot | Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tot f Train | Tot | Train i Tot | Train
Dr. Cheri Farkes Cheyenne Eagle Butte School ] 8 8 6 5 s 10 w0 e3 e3 of o o o 1 1
) Fieme Indian Leaming Center o 0 q 0 1 1 B o o I U 0
Takini 2] 2 2 2 4 4 3 3 204 20 13 8 [ o 1 1
Tiospaye Topa School 0 0| 2 2 0o 9 R § 5 9 o 1 1
Total Staif 10 10 10 ] 105 8 a k3
Total Trainees 10 1w 10 19 105 13 [ 3
Dr. Jenry Jimenez Jicarilia Dormitory 1 i i 1 1 1 q [ o CEEET BT 1 1
Ohkay O'VWingeh Gommunity School 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 10f 0 ! 3 o [ o 0
San Iidefonso Day Schaol 0 o 1 il o a 1 o 2| [ 1 o o o a0
Sanla Clara Day Schoot 1 [i 1 0 1 ] 0 0| 9 0 E . of 1 0
Santa Fe Indian Sehool 5 3 3 7 5 2 2 3 35 o o g 9 2 2
Taos Day School 1 1 1 d = of ol 18 15 E 5l [ 0 1 1
Te Tsu Geh Oweenge Day School of 0 1 0| 1 0 o of 4 [ o o o i 1 0
Total Stall g g 32 5 75 14 57 3
Total Trainees 8 -3 9 4 &0 & 20 4
Friday, February 17, 2008 Page 3 of 12
. o+ .
IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counsefors |  Supers | Admin Assistants Tenchers Parahru 5 | Dorm Staff IT Concacts
ELY School Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tot | Train  Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tot l Train = Tot | Train | Tat | Train
Dr. Rena Yazzie 'ﬁlack Mesa Community School o Ly 1 1 1 1 a o 5 B 3 3 D [ 1 1
'Chinle Boarding School [ 1 E 2 E E 2 2 3§ 3 5 s 10 10 1| 1
(Cottonweod ey School o of 1) 1 a [i] 3 3 17 o & [ 0 [ 1 1
a ¥ i ? 2 1 1 7 7 E 8 14 14 10 10 3§ a of [
fLukachukai Community School 2 2 2 2 10 10 3 ¥ 33 33 13 13 g s of o
Many Farms High School 1 of 2 of 8 [ 5 o 32 o 1§ [T [F 1 0
(NazBni Communily Scheol a i 1 0 3 o o o 1 11 7l 4 3 3 1| 0
Rock Point Community Schocl z 2| 3 E/ z 1 o 38 4 5 o o o 1 0
Rough Rock Community Schaol (Reuy 12 13 [ 6 8 17 18 18 84 a4 1 1 B 8 2| 2
Total Staff 20 i9 74 48 237 75 47 8
Total Trainees 79 16 45 32 156 46 a7 5
Emma Jean Blue Earth |LilUe Eagle Day School 1 1 1 1 1 of 7] 7 EE! 0] 1 1
Rock Creek Day School 1 1 1 1 1 ol o [ q u| 0| :;1 [
Total Staff 2 2 1 1 7 3 0
Total Trainees 2 2 1 7 7 kS o 1

Friday, February 17, 2006
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[IASISSurvey - Training Requirements _

Counselors Supers Admin I Assistants = Teachers | Paraprofs | Dorm Staff I 1T Concacts
ELO Schaol Tot | Train | Tot |Train| Tot | Train Tot | Trein | Tot | Train | Tot |Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train
|Ernest clark Ahfachkee Day School 1 1 1 3 3 E! 3 12 o 13 0 o o 2 2
Beatrice Rafferty 1 1 0 [ 1 1 1 i 18 4 il 0 o o 1 1
Bonue Chitto Elzmentary Schodl i 1 1 1 El 1 2 E LG EE R 0 0 1 1
Cherokee Ceniral High Schoal 8 o [ 0 E| 0 7] o 13 o a5 o d 0 F: [}
Charokes Elementary School of 0 of 0 o [ o [ o b a o 9 0 [}
Chiimacha Tribal School o [ [ 1 G 2 2 E 2 5 1 [ 0 0 0
Choctaw Central High Schoo 1 1 E 3 El z 3 EE: 2 I 1 1
Chactaw Ceniral Middle School i 1 1 1 i 1 1 R G G IR g 9 1 1
Conehatta Elementary School 1 1 2 Z o 0 2 EE . of q E 1 1
incilan Istand School 1 1 1 1 o ) 1 11 1 19) E 5 g o 1 1
ncian Township School ! 2 2 1 1 1 I IR EE | o o 1 1
Miccosukes Indlan School 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 20 20{ 7 7 o o 0 0
Fearl River Elementary School 1 1 2 2l [ 2 F of 23 0 0 d 1 1
Red Watar Elemantary Schoaol 1 1 1 1 Q o 1 1 8 i [ B 0 o 1 1
{Standing Pine Elementary School 1 1 1 1 [ [ 2 2 i 10 8 B 0 0 I — q
[Tucker Elementary School 1 1 1 1 [ [ E 2 13 13 7 T g [ 1 1
Total Staff 19 26 73 3z a1 159 3 15
Total Trainees 13 18 10 25 168 &6 3 13
|Fayetta Baboy uckwater Shoshone Elementary Sch [ o 1 of o [ 1 of 1 0 0 of 0
ol School F: 2 1 1 2 2 7 1 17 0 0 2| 1
Sherman Indian HighSchoel 7] 7] | 1 4 4 E 5| 4 78 75 F 2
Total Staff 9 3 ] 12 49 45 75 2
Total Trainees 9 2 & 12 49 44 75 3
Friduy, February 17, 2006 Page §ef 12
IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors | Supers Admin Assistants  Paprof : Dom Staff | IT Concacts
ELO Schoof Tot | Train| Tot |Train| Tot |Train Tot | Train| Tot | Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train
Wim Haslings Havasupal School 1 1 1 1 o 1] 1 1 i/ 1] 4 q o 0 ]
T Hopi Day School of I - 0 0 3 o 19 0 10 b o 1 0
Hopi High School 4 [ E] 0 4 0 e o s o 19 9| o o 1 [
Hatevilla Bacavi Communily Schoct o a 1| 1 1 12 2 18 18 0 o 0 o g o
[Keams Garyon Bearding Schosl 1 1 1 1 [ [ d o 4 4 7 7 o o | 0
Moencopl Day School 1 1 1 1 0 0 2 2 = o 5 5 o o o 0
Polacca Day School 1 1 1 1 0 [ El 3 15 15 E) 9| o o o o
Second Mesa Day School o [ of q of a o of q [ a o o 0 o ]
“Total Staff 8 10 5 20 130 54 o 2
Total Trainees 4 5 1 8 7 25 o o
Joe Frazier Chilchinbeto Community Schoal, Inc. 09 0 1 1 g 6 1 1 L L 5 § o q 3 3
Dennehotso Boarding School o 0 1 1 1 1 '3_" i n n | El g Z:j q o
Kayenta Boarding Schodl i 1 1 1 1 1 1 A w0 8o =z 2o 2o 1 1
Mavajo Mountain Boarding School (Ma a aj 1 1 a o 2. 2| 10 10} 4 4 ! & 1| 0
Roky Ridge Boarding School 11 1 1 2 2 E EIREE I 5 1 1 1
Shonto Boarding School (Shonko Prep a o [} ] a o o [ o of o o [ o of o
Tonalea (Red Lake) Day School [ [ [ 1 1 1 o CEEEE R L [0 [ of 0
(Tuba Cily Boarding School 4 & 2 4 E o 7l o 88 o 21 23 g 1 of 0
Total Staff & 8 7 16 151 70 48 [
Total Trainees & 10 1 7 73 69 46 5
Friday, February 17, 2006 Page 6 of 12
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IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors _St_l_gcr_s_ ) _' ﬁdmln ! As?_js'l__é:ﬁt:s Teachers | Paraprofs S'm'fn IT Concacts
ELG School Tot ?'[‘nain Tot | Train | Tot |Train Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tot |'I'ra'm Tot | Train | Tot | Train
John A Reimer fChemawea Indian School 2 2 2 2 5 q 1 1 24 24 = & 53 10 z{ 2
|Ghinf Leschi Sehool Systern [ g 3 3| 3 F: a3 80 80 76 26 o [ 1 1
[Coeur D'Alene Tribal School 1 1 2 1] 1 1 1 1 E 0 2 0 E 0 1 1
Lummi Tribal School 1 1 2 2| 1] 1 of o 13 T IET| T [ 0 )
Muckieshoet Tribal School 1 1 2 2 a 3 3 ENEERREE 4 4 o 0 2z 2
Two Ezgie River School _' 1 1 1 1 [T 1 1 [CIET 7l 7 o [ 1 1
Wa He Lut Indian School 4 o 1 o 1 0 1 o 1o 0 F qf o 0 [F []
Total Staff 16 13 15 10 161 64 53 7
Total Trainees 12 11 13 @ 145 Lx) 10 7
Uoymatin 7 [Eufauia Dormitory F I [ 0 Z Z q 0 E 3 0 [
Wones Acaderny 2| 2 1 1 2| H 1 1 4 4 3 3 30 L 1 1
Kickapoo Nation Schocl 1 1 2 E [ 0 2 EEZ q 4 [ 0| 1 [
Riverside Indian School 3 3 1 1 | 6 13 13 98 98 a3 30| &7 &7 1 1
Sequoyah High Schocl 2 F 2 2 1 1 & 6 33 33 4 3 ag an ERE
Total Staff’ 10 7 ] 24 93 43 160 5
Total Trainees 10 7 g 24 a3 43 135 5
Friday, February 17, 2008 Page 7af 12
IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors | Supers |  Admin I Assistants | Teachers = Paraprofs | Dorm Staff | IT Concacts
ELO Schaol Tot [Train| Tot |Train| Tot |Train Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tat |Train” Tot | Train| Tot |Train
Karen Dawson |Biackwater Community School ;‘ 1 1 1 i 1 3 7 j 5| o of 2| 2
\Casa Blanca Community Schoal 2 2 1 1 1 2 1 2 25 [i 0 0| 1 1
Gila Crossing Day Schoal 3 1 E: 2 3 3 ! o 28 28 12 12 0 o 1 1
Salt River Day Bcheol (Salt River Elem 0 0 0 o o 0 [ q El 0 0 0 0 o of o
San Simen School 0 0 E 2 o [ E EELEL EE EE 0| o 1 1
Santa Rosa Boarding School 1 0 2 o o 0 2 o 18 q 8 o 4 g 1 0
Santa Rosa Ranch School 0 0 1 o o 0 1 [ 2 o 5 o 11 o
Tohono O'Odham High Schoal 2z 2 1 1 o 0 z i 1z 12 5 5 o o 0
Total Staff 9 11 5 15 106 48 4 7
Total Trainees & 7 5 i1 &8 35 ] &
Kewin Skenandore ICibecus Community Schoal 2 2 4 g 4 2 4 4 s a2 27 0 0 2 2
Wohn F. Kennedy Day School 1 1 1 1 3 3 0 o 12l 12 gl E o 0 1 1
Theoders Roosevell School 2 2 1 q 1 0 1 [ g 0| g o M 0 1 0
Total Staff 5 5 8 5 54 45 14 4
Total Trainees 5 4 5 2 a8 36 o 3
Levon Franch Dommitory 2 o o of 1 [ 1 o 0| o o 1] o 2| z
Busby School (Northem Cheyenne Tri 1 1 1 1 5 6 2 EIEEREE 5 § o [ 1 1
St Stephens Indian School F F: 3 3 4 4 2 EERE E [ o [ 1 0
Total Staff 5 4 10 5 a7 13 11 4
Total Trainees 3 4 g 4 47 13 a 3
Friday, February 17, 2008, Page8of 12
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IASISSurvey - Training Requirements

T

Counselors Supers Admin Teachers Paraprofs | Dorm Staff | 1T Concacts
ELO School Tot | Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train Tot [Train | Tot | Train| 7Tot |Teain| Tot | Train| Tot |Train
[Neva Sherwood lAmerican Horse Schoel 3 E 1 1 8 6 E 2 12 12 o 0 El 2
lGrazy Horse School 2 F I 4 o El 13 E q o 0
[Litlle Wound Dy Schoal El 0 F 3 E [ E 7 37 E of 0 4 4
IWtarty Indian Schoet [ o d o o o o o 0 o of o 1 1
Pine Ridge Sehool 7 7 3 El q 9 o 66 26 26 16 16 2| 2
Sicangu Oways Off (Rossbud Donmiter 1] 1 o o 1 1 E: o 12 12 24 24 1 1
IS, Francis indian School 7 7 7 7 & 6 [ T T o 0 3 3
[Wounded Knee School District Fl ! 1 1 2 2 1 19| 8 E o 0 1 1
Total Staff 3p 19 a 33 124 a0 14
Total Trainees 22 18 iz 25 264 T4 40 14
Rose M. Davis Dunseith Cay School 1 o 1 o o 0 E o = i 7 of of 0 1 0
Mandarse Day Schoot 2 2 3 3 3 0 o = a8 17 12 o [} o 0
|0 jirwa Indizn Schaal F 7 1 1 lj' T A 4 wm w2 2 ql 0 1 1
Trenton School (FYST; tormely private 1 1 E 3 o ] o 2 20 29| 0] 0o of 0 1 1
Turtie Mouniain Eementary Schaol 2 EE 5 5 1 1| 2 82 26 25 0o o 4 4
[Turtie Mountain High School B E 2] 2 1 1 2 EBEEEREE D of [} 1 1
[Turtie Mountain Middle School T2 2 2 2 7 7 o o a8 8 = 27 o 0 E H
[Fwin Buttes Day School 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 3 g 9 5 5 of of 1 1
N¥hite Shield School 1 1 1 1 3 3 # af x| 2w g 12 ol o 1
Total Staff 21 17 ar 18 340 135 0 12
Total Trainees 20 16 31 16 319 128 ] 11
Friduy, February 17, 2006 Page 9 of 12
IASISSurvey - Training Requirements
Counselors Supers Admin | Assislan_ts _T_gach_e_:_s e _Pgr_a--_rp_ﬁ | ___Donn Staff * 1T Concacts
ELO Schaol Tot | Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train Tot |Train | Tot [Train | Tot | Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Train
I‘rsrry Porira Bug-O-Nay-Ge Shig School 2 0 3 1 q ] B 4 S0) . 1q 13 2 [ o 1 1
Circle of Life Survival School 1 1 1 1 1 E 2| 2e 24 2 o o 1 1
Circle OF Natians Wahpeton Ind. Brdg 18 18 2 EEE BEE E 8 2o 20| 13 43 ed éo F 2
Flandreau Indian School w10 2 2 E 6 10 10 28 28 45 15 30 a0 1 1
Fond du Lac Ojitwe School (Fond Du 2 2 E 2 7 1 1 I . L L o 9 1 1
Hannahwille Indian School (Nah Tah W E [ 3 o o [ El o 18 o 5 0 0 E 1 0
Juseph K. Lumsden Bahweding P.S.A. 1 | 2 F 2 2 4 o] @ a [= EE ] 2z 2| 2
Lac Gourte Orailles Ojibwa School 1 [ 4 o 3 o 9 o 4 [T E o o g [
Menominee Tribal School E [ Il o E o 29 0 E o 0 0 1 b
Meskwaki Seftlement School 1 1 i 7 [ 1 2 I 0 5 E 0 [ 1 1
Nay Ah Shing School 7 [ 2 af E: [ g of B o i 0 1 []
IOneida Nation School System (Oneida 3 El 2 2| E 5 10 10] Q g8 9 o [ 0 1 1
Total Staff 45 28 B 51 408 103 92 15
Total Trainees 33 14 28 39 169 56 92 10
Fritay, Februarp 17, 2008 Page 18.af 12
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IASISSurvey - Training Requirér}ié}its

Counselors Supers

_#d‘n“l‘iﬂ | Assistants | Teachers : Parapruﬁs'_- "_[)'ﬁﬁﬁ'siaﬂ IT Concacts

ELO School Tot | Train | Tot | Train | Tot |Train Tot |Train| Tot | Train| Tot |Train Tot | Train| Tot | Train
[Winnifred Peters Ch'aoshgal Community School 2 qf 2 of o o 4 o 34 o 1] o 21 d 2| 0
Crystal Boarding Schoal 1 o 1 o ) 2 I 0 o P 0 1 1
Dilcon Boarding School 2 2 2 1 3 o 2 2 24 o i o 7 o} 2 2
Greasewood Springs Soarding School 1 0 1 of El o 1 = | il [ 0 I 0
Holbraok Cormitory 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o o 8 15 18 1 1 1
Funters Poin Boarding School 1 1 1 1 o R 3 & 8 B G 2 B 1
Kin dah Lichii il g o o o o o o o d o o o o o o o
Pine Springs Day School ol of 1 1 o o 1 1 6l 6 4 4 o o 1 1
'Seba Dalkai 1 1 o 1 A 1 1 1 W 4 8 g 1z 12 q 0
Wide Ruins Boarding Schoal 2 2 1 1 2 R 1w i dg 10 5 ﬁ 1 1
Winslow Residential Hall 2 1 o 0| 1 1 F. 2 CIE o o 2 1 o 0
Total Staff i3 10 12 1% 128 -5 108 ]
Total Trainees 8 6 5 12 as 35 50 7
Friday, February 17, 2006 Page 11 of 12

IASISSurvey - Training Requirements

| Paraprofs ' Dorm Staff * IT Coneacts

Counselors | Supers | Admin | Assisants  Teahers | Parapros | DomnStaff ITC
ELO Sehaol Tot |'t'rain| Tot |Train| Tot |Train Tot |Trsin| Tot | Train| Tot |Train | Tot | Train| Tot | Trein
Grand Total Stafff 305 258 345 428 3572 1469 570 168
Grand Total Trainses 253 205 293 345 2794 1052 737 136
Fridny, February 17, 2008 Puge 12 0f 12
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