Questions and Answers:  Current Status of Federal Accountability in SAISD 

Q.
What is the intent of the federal accountability system?

A.
“The No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) (Public Law 107-110), which was signed by the President on January 8, 2002, reauthorizes and amends federal programs established under the Elementary and Secondary Education Acts of 1965 (ESEA).”  The law was designed to improve all public schools.  However, only schools receiving Title One funds can receive sanctions if they do not meet the standards set out by the United States Department of Education.  

Q. What are some basic differences in the state and federal systems?
A. State Accountability has been based on “Guiding Beliefs” since 1992.  These beliefs include:  system fairness and recognition of diversity; system stability that provides a realistic, practical timeline; and local program flexibility that allows schools to design programs to meet the individual needs of students.

Federal Accountability calls for a single definition that applies to all districts and campuses.    All students (with the exception of 1%), must meet testing standards at grade level.
Q. What are some differences in groups measured?
A. Groups are the same under federal and state accountability with two exceptions.  The federal government includes Limited English Proficient, as well as Special Education students as a separate group.  If there are 50 students in a group, it “counts” for federal accountability, while the state uses 30 students to constitute a group.
Q. What issue has been contested by the Texas Education Agency?
A. Under the federal Individuals With Disabilities Act, and  special education law at both the federal and state level, students with disabilities must be given appropriate modifications in the learning process.  Teachers are routinely asked to “modify” assessments to meet a special educations student’s Individual Education Plan (IEP).  The State Developed Alternative Assessments and the Locally Developed Alternative Assessments fulfilled this need in state testing.  The Texas Education Agency (TEA) has repeatedly requested the right to use our specially designed assessments.  When requests were denied by the federal government, TEA asked to “phase-in” the federal requirement that students be tested  at grade level regardless of disabilities (excepting 1%).  This request was denied.
Q. What would have happened if TEA had been granted the right to maintain our state accountability system at the federal level?
A. Four of the six high schools would not have been named in need of “School Improvement.”

Sam Houston and Fox Tech still may not have met the standards outlined.

Q. What is the current recourse?
· Local communications with legislative constituencies.

·    Continued support for  TEA as they work with both the executive branch and the   Department of Education

·    Consideration of a locally initiated lawsuit.

Q.
What are the key dates for both Federal and State Accountability?
A.
See the attached side by side calendar. 
Q. What are the consequences for Jefferson, Highlands, Lanier, Edison, Fox Tech, and Houston?
A. Schools must implement “school choice” to the degree possible during this school year.  

Q. Have parents been notified?  What is our timeline?
A. Parent letters were mailed on September 30, 2004 in accordance with state and federal directives.  Copies of the parent letter, request form, and timeline for implementation are attached.  
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