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Key to Tables in Appendix A

M= Million

PP= Percentage points
FY =  Fiscal Year

SY = School Year

NCLB= No Child Left Behind Act
ESEA= Elementary and Secondary Education Act

Tables generally contain data for 2000—04 to the extent that
measures were in place for those years.

Bolded entries represent data not previously reported in an
annual performance report.

Key to Documentation in Appendix A

Source. Identifies the original source(s) of the data
provided in the corresponding table.

Data Quality. Includes information such as how data were
collected, calculated, and reviewed; data strengths and
limitations; and plans for improvement of data quality.

Target Context. Explains the rationale for targets.

Related Information. Identifies the location of
supplementary information about the topic addressed by the
performance measure(s).

Additional Information. Provides relevant background
about a measure. Also provides an explanation for unmet
targets and actions being taken or planned to address the
shortfall. Where data are not yet available, the section
provides the date by which data are expected to be available.

Objective 1.1: Link Federal Funding to
Accountability

Percentage of states with final

No Child Left Behind accountability
systems (as required by SY 2005-06) that are fully implemented

Fiscal Year Actual
2003 21 (est)
2004 23 (est)

We exceeded our 2004 target of 15.

States = States and jurisdictions that are required under No Child Left Behind to
implement assessments systems; this includes the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and
Puerto Rico.

est = estimated, preliminary, or partial data
This measure was first established for FY 2004.

Source. Department of Education, Consolidated State
Performance Reports and Consolidated State Applications,
2002-03.

Data Quality. Department of Education staff review
Consolidated State Applications and Consolidated State
Performance Reports submitted by state educational agencies
(SEAs). States must submit data to substantiate the

implementation of their accountability systems.

An implemented accountability system must include:

e Standards-based assessments in reading/language arts in
each of grades 3—8 and once at the high school level.

e Standards-based assessments in mathematics in each of
grades 3—8 and once at the high school level.

® An approved accountability plan under No Child Left
Behind.

Data are reported as estimated because assessment systems for

these states have not yet been approved by the Department.

Target Context. A target of 15 percent of states having
systems in place two years ahead of the required schedule was

considered ambitious.

Related Information. Final regulations for No Child Left
Behind state accountability systems are available at

http://www.ed.gov/policy/landing.jhtml.

Additional Information. The 12 states with implemented
assessments and accountability systems under No Child Left
Behind in SY 2003-04 were California, Florida, Georgia,
Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, and West Virginia.

Under No Child Left Behind, states are required beginning with
SY 2005-06 to administer standards-based assessments in both
reading/language arts and mathematics in each of grades 3—8
and at the high school level. During school years 2002-03,
2003-04, and 2004—05, states must administer reading/language
arts and mathematics assessments at least once in grades 3-5, at

least once in grades 6-9, and at least once in grades 10—12.
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Objective 1.2: Flexihility and Local Control

Percentage of school districts utilizing
Local-Flex, Transferability
or Rural Flexibility
Fiscal Local-Flex |Transferability Rural
Year Flexihility
2003 12.5 61
2004 12 Target is 22.5. | Target is 71.
We set a We set a We set a
baseline in baseline in baseline in
2004. 2003. 2003.
Data for 2004 | Data for 2004
are pending. are pending.

The measure for Local-Flex was first established for FY 2004. Measures for Transferability
and Rural Flexibility were first established for FY 2003.

Source. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and
Secondary Education, Consolidated State Performance Reports,

annual submissions.

Data Quality. Department of Education staff reviewed
Consolidated State Performance Reports submitted by state
educational agencies in summer 2004 for SY 2002—-03. Data are
validated against internal review procedures. The percentage of
school districts using Local-Flex, Transferability, or Rural
Flexibility provide an unduplicated count of districts because
the Department does not believe that a school district would

use more than one of these initiatives at the same time.

Each of the three program authorities has a different number of

potentially eligible local educational agency (LEA) participants.

The Local-Flex statute authorizes up to 80 eligible LEAs; there
were no participants in SY 2002—-03 and only one participant in
SY 2003-04.

Fifty states reported that a total 1,857 of 14,859 LEAs used their
Transferability authority during SY 2002—-03. Two states have
not reported Transferability counts as of September 2004.

During SY 2002-03, 2,904 of 4,763 eligible LEAs notified states
of their intention to use the Alternative Uses of Funds Authority
under the Rural Education Achievement Program—Small, Rural
School Achievement (REAP-SRSA). REAP-SRSA data are based
on reports from 49 states as of August 2004; remaining states

have been given extensions to submit these data.

Target Context. For Transferability and Rural-Flexibility,
FY 2003 was a baseline year; targets for FY 2004 were set at 10

percentage points above the baseline. FY 2004 was the baseline

year for Local-Flex.

Related Information. More information on flexibility
programs is available at http://www.ed.gov/nclb

/freedom/local/flexibility/index.html.

More information on the Rural Education Achievement Program

is available at http://www.ed.gov/programs/reapsrsa/index.html.

Additional Information. Data for 2004 for Transferability and
REAP will be available in April 2005.

These measures are based on the provisions for the Local
Flexibility Demonstration Program (Local-Flex), Local

Transferability, and REAP-SRSA.

The Local-Flex program allows local school districts to
consolidate formula funds under the following programs:
Improving Teacher Quality State Grants, Educational
Technology, Innovative Programs, and Safe and Drug-Free
Schools. It was authorized under No Child Left Behind and was
available for SY 2002—03. The baseline year for data is

SY 2003-04. The first recipient was approved in December 2003.

The Transferability Authority gives authority to states and
districts to transfer up to 50 percent of the funds they receive
by formula under certain programs to state and local activities
most likely to improve student achievement. It was authorized
under No Child Left Behind and was available to districts
starting with SY 2002-03. (The Department published
guidance for this activity in fall 2002.) The baseline year for
this activity was SY 2002—-03.

The Alternative Uses of Funds Authority under REAP allows
eligible local educational agencies the authority to combine
funding under certain federal programs to carry out local
activities under other specified federal programs. It first
operated under No Child Left Behind provisions in

SY 2002-03, although it existed for a year under previous
legislation. The Department initially collected data for

SY 2002-03, when regulations under No Child Left Behind

were fully implemented.
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Number of states receiving
State-Flex authority

(statutory maximum of 7)

Fiscal Year
2003 0
2004 0

We did not meet our 2004 target of 3.

This measure was first established for FY 2004.
Source. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and
Secondary Education, Consolidated State Performance Reports

’

annual submissions.

Data Quality. The Department entered into its first State-Flex
agreement during SY 2003-04. However, the one state that
received State-Flex authority withdrew from the program in
summer 2004. At present there are no states with State-Flex

authority.

Related Information. Information on State-Flex is available
at http://www.ed.gov/programs/stateflex/index.html .

Additional Information. State-Flex permits states to make the
best use of federal funds by consolidating certain formula funds
(other than Title I) if doing so will help the state raise student
achievement. There is no specific application deadline for this
authority. Applications are accepted on a rolling basis as
received until the maximum number of State-Flex proposals
authorized by the statute—seven—has been approved. The
Department published a Federal Register Notice in March 2004

inviting states to apply for State-Flex at their convenience.

Percentage of LEAs with authority

under State-Flex that make AYP
Fiscal Year Actual

Target Context. When new states apply and receive State-Flex

authority, the Department will establish a baseline and targets.

Related Information. More information on flexibility
programs is available at

http://www.ed.gov/nclb/freedom/local/local . html.

Additional information about what happens when a school fails
to make adequate yearly progress is available at
http://www.ed.gov/nclb/overview /welcome/closing /edlite-
slide026.html.

Percentage of Department grantees

that express satisfaction with
Department customer service

Fiscal Year Actual
2002 63
2003 68
2004 Target is 67.

2004 | Not Applicable

This measure was not applicable for 2004 because no states
had State-Flex authority.

LEAs = Local Educational Agencies
This measure was first established for FY 2004.

Source. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and

Secondary Education, State-Flex Program Office, program files.

Data Quality. Approval of this authority is contingent upon a
state receiving State-Flex authority. At present there are no

states with State-Flex authority; therefore the baseline could not
be established.

Data for 2004 are pending.

Source. Department of Education, Survey on Satisfaction of
Chief State School Officers, 2002.

Department of Education, Survey on Satisfaction with the U.S.
Department of Education, 2003.

Department of Education, Customer Satisfaction Measurement

and Improvement System, 2004.

Data Quality. The Department collected data for this measure
from a questionnaire distributed to 52 state education leaders in
FY 2002 and 312 state education leaders in FY 2003. The
questionnaire asked about satisfaction with customer service,
technical assistance, Web utilization, and documentation. The
survey was developed and results were tabulated and processed
by a contractor with expertise in survey development and

analysis.

The FY 2004 survey will collect data through a revised
questionnaire that retains some of the previous survey's
questions to allow for trending. The revised questionnaire
improves the previous questionnaire by allowing the
Department to identify impact levels for each customer service
component so that we can remediate service delivery in those
areas of greatest impact. The revised survey was developed and
conducted by a contractor with expertise in survey design and

development.
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Target Context. A performance baseline of 63 was set from
the results of the 2002 survey data. The 2003 and 2004 targets

were set based on expected progress in satisfying our customers.

Additional Information. Because the Department chose to
revise its questionnaire for the FY 2004 survey, collection of
customer satisfaction data for FY 2004 was delayed briefly.

Results of the 2004 survey will be available December 2004.

Objective 1.3: Information and Options for
Parents

1.3.1 Percentage of students in grades K-12 who
are attending a school (public or private)

that their parents have chosen

Fiscal Year Actual
1999 26
2001* 26
2003 27
2004 Not collected

We exceeded our 2003 target of 19.
We did not collect data for 2004 because it is an off-year for
both collections.

* K-8
Source. Department of Education, National Center for
Education Statistics, National Household Education Surveys

Program, Parent Survey, 2003.

Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, National Household Education Surveys Program,
Before- and After-School Programs and Activities Survey, 1999
and 2001.

Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, National Household Education Surveys Program,

Parent and Family Involvement in Education Survey, 2003.

Data Quality. The National Household Education Survey is a
national random-digit-dialed telephone data collection program
sponsored by the National Center for Education Statistics.
When properly weighted, the data are representative of all
civilian, noninstitutionalized persons in the United States.

The weighted response rate for the Parent Survey, 1999, was
65 percent. The weighted response rate for the Before- and
After-School Programs and Activities Survey, 2001, was

60 percent. The weighted response rate for the Parent and

Family Involvement in Education Survey, 2003, was 54 percent.

Data for 2001 are only for K-8, not the specified K—12
population of the current measure. K—12 data will be collected
every four years. No data collection was conducted in 2004.
The next planned K-8 data collection is 2005, and those
estimates will be available in 2006. Data to update the K—12
estimates will be collected in 2007 and will be available in 2008.

Target Context. School choice is a school reform initiative
that, since the 1980s, has moved from a theoretical argument
for changes in the public education system to a widespread
reform movement (U.S. Department of Education, 1995;
Cookson, 1994). Within the United States, school choice
primarily comprises programs that allow students to attend any
public school within or outside of their local school district, a
magnet or charter school, a private school, or home-school.
Before the late 1980s, school choice was almost synonymous
with private school attendance (Choy, 1997). However, the
availability of public school choice, which generally includes
magnet and charter schools and inter- and intradistrict school
choice, has grown. The number of magnet schools nearly
doubled since between the early 1980s and the year 2000, and
the number of public charter schools grew from two schools in
1992 to over 1,400 schools in 1999 (Nelson, et al., 2000;
Algozzine et al., 1999).

Related Information. The National Household Education
Survey Web site is http://nces.ed.gov/nhes/.

Information on the Parent Survey, 1999, is available at

http://nces.ed.gov/nhes/surveytopics_school.asp.

Information about the Before- and After-School Programs and
Activities Survey, 2001, is available at
http://nces.ed.gov/nhes/surveytopics_school.asp.

Information about the Parent and Family Involvement Survey,
2003, is available at
http://nces.ed.gov/nhes/surveytopics_school.asp.

Additional information on parental choice is available at

http://www.ed.gov/parents/schools/choice/edpicks.jhtml?src=qc.

In addition to magnet schools and charter schools, the
Voluntary Public School Choice program, a discretionary
program, supports states and school districts in efforts to
establish or expand a public school choice program. More
information is available at

http://www.ed.gov/programs/choice/index.html.
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Number of children attending

charter schools

Fiscal Year Actual
1999 252,000
2000 478,000
2001 546,000
2002 575,000
2003 684,000
2004 698,000

We made progress toward our 2004 target of 800,000.

Source. Center for Education Reform, National Charter School
Directory 2002—2004 (2002, 2003, and 2004 data).
Department of Education, program files (2000 and 2001 data).

Department of Education, State of Charter Schools 2000: Fourth-Year
Report (1999 data).

Data Quality. Initially, the Department collected charter
school enrollment data through a four-year national study of

charter schools. The 1999 data were taken from the last such

study as reported in State of Charter Schools 2000: Fourth-Year Report.

For FY 2000 and FY 2001, the Department used data that were
collected, validated, and reported by the states. States have
varying methods for collection and varying standards for

defining charter schools and enrollment.

FY 2002, 2003, and 2004 data were provided by the Center for
Education Reform, which collected data by a telephone survey
using methods similar to those used by the Department in

FY 2000 and 2001. The Center for Education Reform counts
enrollment at the beginning of each school year. FY 2004 data
for this measure are taken from the Center for Education
Reform's statistics for SY 2003-04. SY 2003-04 data are used
because they measure actual enrollment in FY 2004, which
covers October 2003 to September 2004. The Center
published updated enrollment statistics for SY 2003—04 in
January 2004.

Target Context. The Department modified the 2004 target in
December 2003 because of the slower-than-anticipated growth
of new charter schools and because states with caps on the

number of charter schools have not revised their charter school

statutes that govern establishment of new charter schools.

The growth in the number of children enrolled in charter

schools and the number of new charter schools has continued
over the last five years, although not as dramatically as in the
early days of the charter school movement. This trend is
largely dependent on state legislatures, which maintain
authority to pass laws authorizing the creation and regulation of
charter schools. Few states have enacted charter school
legislation in recent years. Although some states have
successfully amended their state statutes to either increase or
remove the cap on the number of charter schools, other states
have not been as successful. In states where the number of
charter schools has reached or is approaching the cap,
enrollment has slowed or leveled off. In states and cities where
there are large numbers of charter schools, it has become
increasingly difficult for charter school developers to secure

adequate facilities.

Related Information. The Center for Education Reform's
statistics and highlights page makes current-year enrollment
figures available at
http://www.edreform.com/index.cfm>fuseAction=stateStatChart

&psectionid=15&cSectionlD=44.

The Department sponsors an independent Web site that
provides information about charter schools. It is available at

http://www.uscharterschools.org/.

The NCES Common Core of Data collects information on
charter schools as part of its Public School Universe data
collection. Information on the Common Core of Data is

available at http://nces.ed.gov/ccd/.

The State of Charter Schools 2000: Fourth Year Report is available at
http://www.ed.gov/pubs/charter4thyear/.

Additional Information. The Department continues to
employ a number of information-sharing strategies to assist
states in furthering their charter school efforts, including
providing testimony by Department staff to state legislatures,
providing information to state charter school organizations, and
inviting state legislators to attend the Department's Annual
Charter School Conference. In addition, the President's 2005
budget request included a substantial increase in funds for the
Credit Enhancement for Charter Schools Facilities Program,
which provides funds on a competitive basis to public and

nonprofit entities, and consortia of those entities, to leverage
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other funds and help charter schools obtain school facilities
through such means as purchase, lease, and donation. Grantees
may also use grants to leverage funds to help charter schools

construct and renovate school facilities.

Of eligible children, the percentage

using supplemental educational services
under the provisions of ESEA Title I

Fiscal Year Actual
2003 Target is to set a baseline.
2004 Target is baseline + 5 PP.

Data for 2003 and 2004 are pending.

ESEA = Elementary and Secondary Education Act

Source. Department of Education, Evaluation of Title I
Accountability and School Improvement Efforts (TASSIE): Second Year
Findings.

Data Quality. The number of all students eligible for services
may be underestimated because 45 percent of districts required
to offer supplemental services reported they did not have
schools required to provide supplemental services and did not
provide any data on numbers of students. The estimates of the
number of students who received services are based on the

48 percent of districts with schools required to offer
supplemental services and that provided supplemental services to
students in identified Title I schools. For additional information
regarding the limitations of the data, see Evaluation of Title |
Accountability and School Improvement Efforts (TASSIE): Second Year
Findings at http://www.ed.gov/ods/ppss/reports.html# title.

The formula for determining the percentage of students is the
approximate number of students who received supplemental
services from an approved supplemental services provider in

SY 2002-03 divided by the number of students eligible to
receive supplemental services in SY 200203, including students
in all districts with Title I schools identified for two or more
years that reported they had Title | schools required to offer
supplemental services to students, regardless of whether or not

the district offered supplemental services.

Eligible children are children from low-income families who
attend a school in its second year of “school improvement” status
under Title [ of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.

Provisions for supplemental services under Title [ went into

effect September 2002 for SY 2002-03.

Related Information. TASSIE reports are available at
www.ed.gov/ods/ppss/reports. html#title. Additional information

on TASSIE is also available at www.tassieonline.org.

Information on supplemental services is available at

http://www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/oii/about/choice.html.

Additional Information. Data for 2003 will be available at
the end of November 2004. Data for 2004 will be available in
October 2005.

Objective 1.4: Use of Scientifically Based
Methods Within Federal Education Programs

14.1

Number of hits on the
What Works Clearinghouse Web site

Fiscal Year Actual
2003 1,522,922
2004 4,249,668

We exceeded our 2004 target of 2,000,000.

Source. Department of Education, Institute of Education
Sciences, What Works Clearinghouse Web site.

Data Quality. Automated Web software enables an accurate
count of Web hits, exact items receiving the greatest number of

hits, and time intervals of Web site visits.

Target Context. The Department modified the 2004 target in
December 2003 based on FY 2003 data, which were the first
data available. Preliminary evidence suggests increased activity

on the Web site with the release of the study reports.

Related information. Additional information on the What
Works Clearinghouse is available at
http://w-w-c.org/ or call 301-519-5444.

The What Works Clearinghouse Web site was created in
October 2002. At that time, it posted information about research
standards. On June 30, 2004, the What Works Clearinghouse
released its first study reports assessing the strengths and
weaknesses of specific studies. These reports evaluated peer-
assisted learning interventions and middle school mathematics
curricula. The What Works Clearinghouse study reports are

written for educators, policy-makers, and the general public.
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Objective 2.1: Reading Achievement

21.1-2.1.6

Of states with third-grade reading assessments, the percentage meeting
their targets for third-grade reading achievement

Fiscal All Low-Income African American Hispanic Students with Limited English
Year Students Students Students Students Disabilities Proficient Students
2003 100 83 83 83 33 50

2003 Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100.

We exceeded our

2003 target of 87.

Data for 2004 are
pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

States = States and jurisdictions that are required under No Child Left Behind to implement assessment systems; this includes the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Source. Department of Education, 2002—-03 Consolidated

State Performance Reports.

Data Quality. States submit Consolidated State Performance
Reports to the Office of Elementary and Secondary Education.
Of the 52 eligible entities, 26 tested third-grade reading with
standards-based assessments. Of the remaining 26 entities, 22
did not test third-grade reading/language arts in SY 2002—03,
and four tested third-grade reading/language arts with non-
standards-based assessments. These four states were under time
line waivers or compliance agreements with the Department for
failing to meet the standards and assessments requirements of
the 1994 Improving America's Schools Act. There are also a
few occasions where a state did not report for one or more
subpopulations. In addition, Puerto Rico reports on the
subgroup limited Spanish proficient in lieu of limited English

proficient.

Target Context. Although states are not required to test third-
grade reading until SY 2005-06, the Department's expectation is
that beginning with 2004, those states that do test will meet
their targets for all students in the aggregate and for each

subgroup of students.

Related Information. Information on the Consolidated State

Performance Reports can be obtained at http://www.ed.gov/

admins/lead/account/consolidated/index.html#csp.

Additional Information. Data for 2004 (SY 2003-04) will be
available in January 2005.

Starting with SY 2002-03, each state was required to set the
same annual achievement target for all students and for several
student subgroups. State targets were based on assessments
from SY 2001-02. The first tests that measure against these
targets were administered in SY 2002—03. Therefore, FY 2003
is the first year for which state-level data were available. Each
state must issue a State Report Card that includes its annual

assessment and achievement data.

The Department is investing substantial sums in high-quality

content enrichment for providers of after school services.

The Department is contracting to provide technical assistance
to LEAs that did not receive Reading First grants to replicate
effective practices through Reading First grants. The
Department will have a new CD-ROM and accompanying
booklet for distribution this fall providing examples of
scientifically based strategies for early reading in preschool

programs.
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Objective 2.2: Mathematics and Science Achievement

221-2.26

Percentage of states meeting their targets for
middle school mathematics achievement

Fiscal All Low-Income African American Hispanic Students with Limited English
Year Students Students Students Students Disabilities Proficient Students
2003 Grade 6 =94 Grade 6 =53 Grade 6 =44 Grade 6 =75 Grade 6 =18 Grade 6 = 35
Grade 7 =93 Grade 7 =50 Grade 7 =21 Grade 7 =43 Grade 7 =21 Grade 7 = 21
Grade 8 =95 Grade 8 = 37 Grade 8 = 22 Grade 8 = 38 Grade 8 =11 Grade 8 = 16
2004 Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100.

We exceeded our
2003 target of 87
for each of the
three middle school

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87 for any of the
three middle school

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87 for any of the
three middle school

grades. grades. grades.
Data for 2004 are Data for 2004 are Data for 2004 are
pending. pending. pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87 for any of the
three middle school
grades.

Data for 2004 are
pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87 for any of the
three middle school
grades.

Data for 2004 are
pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87 for any of the
three middle school
grades.

Data for 2004 are
pending.

States = States and jurisdictions that are required under No Child Left Behind to implement assessment systems; this includes the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Source. Department of Education, 2002—-03 Consolidated

State Performance Reports.

Data Quality. States submit Consolidated State Performance
Reports to the Office of Elementary and Secondary Education.
Of the 52 eligible entities, 18 tested mathematics with
standards-based assessments in the sixth grade, 14 in the

seventh grade, and 39 in the eighth grade.

Of the 34 entities reported as not assessing mathematics in the
sixth grade, four assessed sixth-grade mathematics with non-
standards-based assessments and 30 states did not assess
mathematics at that grade. Of the 38 entities reported as not
assessing mathematics in the seventh grade, four assessed
seventh-grade mathematics with non-standards-based
assessments and 34 did not assess mathematics in that grade.
Of the 13 entities reported as not assessing mathematics in
eighth grade, four assessed eighth-grade mathematics with non-
standards-based assessments and nine did not assess
mathematics at that grade. The four states testing with non-
standards-based assessments were under time line waivers or
compliance agreements with the Department for failing to meet
the standards and assessments requirements of the 1994
Improving America's Schools Act. There were also a few
occasions where a state did not report for one or more

subpopulations.

Target Context. Although states are not required to assess

mathematics in all middle school grades until SY 2005-06, the
Department's expectation is that beginning with 2004, those
states that do test will meet their targets for all students in the

aggregate and for each subgroup of students.

Related Information. Information on the Consolidated State
Performance Reports can be obtained at

http://www.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/consolidated/index.html.

Additional Information. Data for 2004 (SY 2003-04) will be
available in January 2005.

Starting with SY 200203, each state was required to set the
same annual achievement target for all students and for several
student subgroups. State targets were based on assessments
from SY 2001—02. The first tests that measure against these
targets were administered in SY 2002-03. Therefore, FY 2003
is the first year for which state-level data were available. Each
state must issue a State Report Card that includes its annual

assessment and achievement data.

The Department is undertaking an initiative to increase and
improve professional development and instruction in high-
poverty schools in mathematics for grades K-8. Increased
collaboration between mathematics experts and the Title |
community is the vehicle for this effort. In line with the
Department's Mathematics Science Partnership program
recommendations, most states have targeted middle grades

mathematics as their focus.
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Objective 2.3: High School Achievement

23.1-236

Percentage of states meeting their targets for high school reading achievement

Fiscal All Low-Income African American Hispanic Students with Limited English
Year Students Students Students Students Disabilities Proficient Students
2003 95 23 20 32 4 9

2004 Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100.

We exceeded our
2003 target of 87.
Data for 2004 are

pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

States = States and jurisdictions that are required under No Child Left Behind to implement assessment systems; this includes the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Source. Department of Education, 2002—03 Consolidated

State Performance Reports.

Data Quality. States submit Consolidated State Performance
Reports to the Office of Elementary and Secondary Education
for review. Of the 52 eligible entities, data from four entities
are not included because those states did not administer
standards-based assessments in high school reading/language
arts in FY 2002-03. These four states were under time line
waivers or compliance agreements with the Department for
failing to meet the standards and assessments requirements of
the 1994 Improving America's Schools Act. Data from two
additional states are not included because those state report
assessment results using an index. There are also a few
occasions where a state did not report for one or more
subpopulations. In addition, Puerto Rico reports on the
subgroup limited Spanish proficient in lieu of limited English

proficient.

Target Context. States are required to test reading in at least
one grade from 10 to 12; and the Department's expectation is
that beginning in 2004 all states will meet their targets for all

students in the aggregate and for each subgroup of students.

Related Information. Information on the Consolidated State
Performance Reports can be obtained at

http://www.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/consolidated/index.html.

Additional Information. Data for 2004 (SY 2003-04) will be
available in January 2005.

Starting with SY 200203, each state was required to set the
same annual achievement target for all students and for several
student subgroups. State targets were based on assessments
from SY 2001-02. The first tests that measure against these
targets were administered in SY 2002—03. Therefore, FY 2003
is the first year for which state-level data were available. Each
state must issue a State Report Card that includes its annual

assessment and achievement data.

The Department completed reviews of the programs active in
each state to meet the high quality teacher requirements of No
Child Left Behind. The Department held a series of technical
assistance visits to each state by Teacher Assistance Corps
personnel to address the issues identified in the reviews and

provide useful ideas.

Teacher-to-Teacher workshops were held in Summer 2004 for
1,400 teachers. The presenters were exemplary teachers and
Department staff, who described, explained, and demonstrated
techniques and practices that had been shown effective in
closing the achievement gap. The Department is launching
“Lessons Learned” at http://www.ed.gov/teacherquality , which
includes videos of lessons taught by these teachers, study

guides, and checklists, etc.

Beginning in June 2004, the Department began monitoring the
practices employed by states to improve teacher knowledge of
core academic subjects, intended to meet high quality teacher
requirements and, ultimately, to improve student achievement in

reading, mathematics and the other core academic subjects.
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Additionally, Title I monitoring of states is occurring on a three- Start, Neglected & Delinquent, and Homeless for their

year cycle. The Department reviews activities being carried out instructional effectiveness and technical assistance provided

in each state under No Child Left Behind Title I (Part A), Even

statewide.

23.7-23.12 Percentage of states meeting their targets for high school mathematics achievement

Fiscal All Low-Income African American Hispanic Students with Limited English
Year Students Students Students Students Disabilities Proficient Students
2003 93 31 22 34 7 24

2004 Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100. Target is 100.

We exceeded our

2003 target of 87.

Data for 2004 are
pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

We did not meet
our 2003 target of
87. Data for 2004

are pending.

States = States and jurisdictions that are required under No Child Left Behind to implement assessment systems; this includes the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Source. Department of Education, 2002—03 Consolidated

State Performance Reports.

Data Quality. States submit Consolidated State Performance
Reports to the Office of Elementary and Secondary Education
for review. Of the 52 eligible entities, one state did not report
high school mathematics assessment data. Data from four
entities are not included because those states did not administer
standards-based assessments in high school mathematics in

FY 2002-03. These four states were under time line waivers or
compliance agreements with the Department for failing to meet
the standards and assessments requirements of the 1994
Improving American's Schools Act. Data from two additional
states are not included because those states report assessment
results using an index. There are also a few occasions where a
state did not report for one or more subpopulations. In
addition, Puerto Rico reports on the subgroup limited Spanish

proficient in lieu of limited English proficient.

Target Context. States are required to test mathematics in at
least one grade level from 10 to 12; the Department's
expectation is that all states will meet their targets for all

students in the aggregate and for each subgroup of students.

Related Information. Information on the Consolidated State
Performance Reports can be obtained at http://www.ed.gov

/admins/lead/account/consolidated/index.html#csp.

Information on NAEP can be obtained at

http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/.

Additional Information. Data for 2004 (SY 2003-04) will be
available in January 2005.

Starting with SY 2002-03, each state was required to set the
same annual achievement target for all students and for several
student subgroups. State targets were based on assessments
from SY 2001-02. The first tests that measure against these
targets were administered in SY 2002—03. Therefore, FY 2003
is the first year for which state-level data were available. Each
state must issue a State Report Card that includes its annual

assessment and achievement data.

The Department sponsored a national high school summit
followed by seven regional high school summits to specifically
address improving the academic achievement of high school
students. In addition, the Department has begun making
competitive awards to state educational agencies to support
efforts to raise state standards in high schools and middle
schools. Further, the Department provided state and local
educational agencies with the latest reform models, data,
research, and content experts to enable their efforts at

improving their plans for high school improvement.
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Performance Data Tables

2313 -23.15

Percentage of 12th-grade students
who took at least one Advanced Placement exam

F\'{:‘;" All Students African American Students Hispanic Students
1999 11.7 3.4 6.4

2000 12.4 3.9 7.4

2001 13.2 4.1 8.1

2002 14.2 4.5 8.9

2003 14.8 4.9 10.0

2004 15.2 5.7 11.6

We made progress toward We made progress toward We made progress toward
our 2004 target of 16. our 2004 target of 7. our 2004 target of 12.

23.16 - 2.3.19

Percentage of 12th-grade students who scored 3 or higher
on at least one Advanced Placement exam

Fiscal . . .

Year English History Calculus Science

2000 68.8 66.5 64.3 60.7

2001 63.4 63.8 64.7 58.3

2002 66.4 66.7 67.8 59.7

2003 63.5 65.6 66.7 59.7

2004 65.2 66.6 61.2 57.6

We made progress toward our | We made progress toward our We did not meet our 2004 We did not meet our 2004
2004 target of 65.5. 2004 target of 67.6. target of 68.7. target of 59.9.

This measure was significantly modified in FY 2004.

Source. College Board, Advanced Placement Program National
Summary Reports, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, and 2004.

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, Digest of Education Statistics, 2002.

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education

Statistics, Private School Universe Survey: 2001—2002, table 13.

ULS. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, Projections of Education Statistics to 2013, table 3.

ULS. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, The NCES Common Core of Data, State Nonfiscal
Survey of Public Elementary/Secondary Education, various
years; and National Elementary and Secondary Enrollment
Model, table 3. (This table was prepared June 2003.)

Data Quality. Advanced Placement (AP) participation and
achievement measures are calculated by using data from the
Advanced Placement Program National Summary Reports, 12th-
grade candidates, which are available at
http.//www.apcentral.collegeboard.com. The College Board and
the Educational Testing Service validate data according to their

own statistical standards. AP Summary Reports provide the

numerator for determining the percentage of all 12th-grade U.S.
students who took at least one AP exam. The denominator is the
total of all U.S. students, in both public and private school,
enrolled in 12th grade for the year of the AP test. The
denominator comes from 12th-grade enrollment figures as they
appear in the National Center for Education Statistics documents
listed in Source. The National Center for Education Statistics

validates its data according to its own statistical standards.

Numerators and denominators for calculating African American

and Hispanic participation are arrived at by a similar method.

The formula for determining the percentage of all 12th-grade
U.S. students who scored 3 or higher on the AP exams is the
total number of the 12th-grade U.S. candidates who scored 3,
4, or 5 on the particular test divided by the total number of
12th-grade student candidates who took the particular test.

Target Context. Prior to FY 2004, the Department measured
the percentage of all 12th-grade students who scored 3 or
higher on at least one Advanced Placement exam, and targets

were set based on special analyses of 2000 data provided by the
College Board.
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Effective FY 2004, the Department modified this measure to use
a universe of only those students who took Advanced Placement
exams. New targets were established based on recomputed

trend data.

Related Information. The Digest of Education Statistics is
available at http://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest.

The Private School Universe Survey: 2001-2002 is available at
http://nces.ed.gov/ncestaff/survdetl.asp2surveyid=002.

The Projections of Education Statistics to 2012 is available at

http://nces.ed.gov/programs/projections/tables/table_03.asp.

Additional Information. Since 1999, the Department's
Advanced Placement Incentives Program has provided funds to
states for the payment of AP test fees for low-income students.

Appropriations for this program have continued to increase

slightly over the years, and the fee payment is expected to
continue to help increase participation in AP exams. AP
achievement (a score of 3, 4, or 5 on an AP test) depends on
more than participation in an AP class. Students are expected
to draw from strong academic backgrounds in the subject areas
of the AP exams. One year of participation in an AP class may
not provide the depth of experience in a subject required by a
rigorous AP exam. To improve the achievement of students on
AP exams, the Department will continue to focus on Goal 2.3
activities designed to create a more rigorous academic

curriculum for high school students.

The Department is giving an absolute priority for the
improvement of pre-Advanced Placement and Advanced
Placement curricula, teacher staff development, and student
support services targeting disadvantaged students in its

Advanced Placement grants competition.

2.3.20 - 2.3.22

Percentage of 18- to 24-year-olds who have completed high school

Fiscal Year All African Americans Hispanic Americans
1999 85.9 83.5 63.4
2000 86.5 83.7 64.1
2001 86.5 85.6 65.7
2002 86.6 84.7 67.3
2003 Target is 86.5. Target is 84.5. Target is 66.0.

2004 Target is 87.5.

Target is 85.5.

Target is 69.0.

We exceeded our 2002 target of 86.1
Data for 2003 and 2004 are pending.

We exceeded our 2002 target of 84.0.
Data for 2003 and 2004 are pending.

We exceeded our 2002 target of 64.0
Data for 2003 and 2004 are pending.

Source. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Survey, October 1999-2001.

Department of Education, National Center for Education

Statistics (NCES), Dropout Rates in the United States: 2002.

Data Quality. Data were validated by Bureau of the Census

review procedures and by NCES validation procedures.

Target Context. High school completion targets are based on
performance data that have been tracked by the U.S. Census
Bureau in the Current Population Survey, October (1972-2002).
The 1972 performance data provided a baseline for this
measure; subsequent targets indicate incremental goals for

making progress in high school completion.

Related Information. Dropout Rates in the United States: 2000 is
available at http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/
pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2002114.

The Common Core of Data survey system of the NCES
annually collects information about public school dropouts and
completers from states that report dropouts. Public High School
Dropouts and Completers from the Common Core of Data: 2002 is
available at http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/
pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2002382.

Additional Information. Data for 2003 will be available in
October 2005; data for 2004 will be available in October 2006.

High school completion rates represent the proportion of 18- to
24-year-olds not currently enrolled in high school or below who
have completed a high school diploma or an equivalent

credential, including a General Educational Development

(GED) credential.
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Performance Data Tables

Objective 2.4: Teacher and Principal Quality

241 Percentage of classes taught by teachers
of core academic subjects that are
highly qualified as defined by No Child Left Behind

Fiscal Year Actual
2003 See helow.
2004 Target is 75.

Data for 2004 are pending.

This measure was first established for FY 2004.

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois
Indiana

Towa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

Percentage of Classes
(or Teachers?)

2003

35.3
Data not available
95
Data not available
48
86.1
96.0
85
43.1
91.1
94
80.3
98.1
97.9
96.2
94.8
80
95
85
Data not available
64.5
94
95
Data not available
85
95.1
Data not available
90
50
86
Data not available
77
Data not available
83
91.1

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Percentage of Classes
(or Teachers?)

2003

82
98.0
81.8
95
Data not available
Data not available
Data not available
88.7
33.9
75.8
Data not available
92
83
83
94
Data not available
95

" See Data Quality discussion.

Source. Department of Education, 2002—03 Consolidated

State Performance Reports.

Data Quality. Data protocols for SY 2002—03 vary

considerably from state to stat