TO:

Superintendents of Schools of Select Districts

FROM:
Frances M. Rabinowitz, Associate Commissioner

Division of Teaching, Learning and Assessment 

DATE:

October 23, 2006

SUBJECT:
Final Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Results for Districts and Consequences for Districts Identified as “In Need of Improvement” - Year 1 and Year 2
Enclosed are the FINAL district AYP results for the 2005-06 school year, based on the 2006 Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) and the Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) for your district.  The preliminary district AYP results were mailed to you on October 5, 2006, and districts had until October 19, 2006, to review their data and appeal the AYP decisions.  These final AYP results incorporate all changes that were requested by districts and approved by the Connecticut State Department of Education (CSDE).  The results are embargoed until October 26, 2006.  The CSDE will issue a press release on October 26, 2006.


The AYP criteria are as follows:

	
	CMT
	CAPT

	Whole district
	74 percent proficient in mathematics

68 percent proficient in reading
	69 percent proficient in mathematics

72 percent proficient in reading

	Each subgroup with at least   40 students
	74 percent proficient in mathematics

68 percent proficient in reading
	69 percent proficient in mathematics

72 percent proficient in reading

	Additional academic indicator, whole school
	70 percent at or above basic in writing or improvement from the previous school year
	70 percent graduation rate or improvement from the previous school year

	Participation in CMT, CAPT or Skills Checklist in a district or subgroup with at least 40 students
	95 percent of enrolled students
	95 percent of enrolled students


A district does NOT make AYP if the criteria are not met on BOTH the CMT and CAPT.  Districts that do not make AYP for two consecutive years in the same subject and in all grade spans are identified as “in need of improvement.”  The following two examples illustrate how a district can and cannot be identified as “in need of improvement.”
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Example 1:

	
	CMT

Reading
	CAPT Reading
	CMT Math
	CAPT  Math

	Year 1
	X
	X
	
	

	Year 2
	X
	 X
	
	

	This LEA missed AYP in the same subject across all grade spans for two consecutive years; it would therefore be identified as “in need of improvement.”  


Example 2:

	
	CMT

Reading
	CAPT Reading
	CMT Math
	CAPT  Math

	Year 1
	X
	
	
	X

	Year 2
	X
	 
	
	X

	In Years 1 and 2, the LEA missed the AYP target for CMT Reading and CAPT Math.  Because it did not miss the AYP targets across all grade spans in the same subject for two years, it would NOT be identified as in need of improvement but would still be reported as not making AYP.  


Based on the 2006 AYP results, your district has been identified as “in need of improvement.”  In accordance with the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act, districts are identified as “in need of improvement” if, for two consecutive years, the district has not made AYP based on the CMT and the CAPT results for all students and subgroups of students enrolled in the district.  Under NCLB, districts identified as “in need of improvement” must take specific steps to improve student achievement and participation in state testing.  Please note that a district can make AYP or safe harbor but remain “in need of improvement.”  The sanctions for this district would not progress to the next level but remain the same as the previous school year.  A district identified as “in need of improvement” must make AYP or safe harbor for two consecutive years in order to be removed from this designation.

Enclosed are the English and Spanish versions of the parent notification letter prepared by the CSDE which must be distributed to the parents of each student enrolled in your district.  Please note that this is NOT a sample letter and must be copied by the district and distributed to the parent or guardian of every student in your district.  Additionally, enclosed are copies of the CSDE District Improvement Plan Requirements and NCLB District Improvement Plan Requirements which delineate the requirements under Section 1116 of the NCLB Act and which will be useful references as you begin to develop or revise your district improvement plan.  A copy of the Identification Timeline for Title I Districts that lists the consequences for districts identified as “in need of improvement” is also enclosed.  
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An updated version of the School Improvement Guide to Connecticut Accountability for Learning Initiative and NCLB Requirements in Connecticut Schools is available as an additional resource on the CSDE website at http://www.csde.state.ct.us/public/cedar/nclb/sip/index.htm.  Please be sure to refer to the guide for detailed information and guidance for your district since the requirements differ depending on the year of identification.
If you have any questions about the final AYP reports, please contact:

Sarah Ellsworth 

Accountability Reporting Unit

(860) 713-6872

sarah.ellsworth@ct.gov
If you have any questions regarding NCLB consequences for districts, please contact either:

Michelle Rosado
Meghan Martins
Anna Leonard
School Improvement Unit
School Improvement Unit
School Improvement Unit
(860) 713-6748
(860) 713-6586

(860) 713-6564
michelle.rosado@ct.gov 
meghan.martins@ct.gov
anna. leonard@ct.gov
FMR:mr

Enclosures

cc:
George A. Coleman, Interim Commissioner of Education

Barbara Beaudin, Chief, Bureau of Research, Evaluation and Student Assessment

Barbara Westwater, Chief, Bureau of Curriculum and Instruction

Susan Kennedy, Education Manager, NCLB Office

Nancy Stark, Education Manager, School Improvement Unit

Sarah Ellsworth, Education Consultant, Accountability Reporting Unit

Anna Cutaia-Leonard, Education Consultant, School Improvement Unit

Michelle Rosado, Education Consultant, School Improvement Unit

Meghan Martins, Associate Education Consultant, School Improvement Unit

Assistant Superintendents of Select Districts
