DRAFT MN REPORT


Washington Office of the Superintendent of Public Instruction

November 15-19, 2004

Scope of Review: A team from the U.S. Department of Education’s (ED) Student Achievement and School Accountability Programs office reviewed the Washington Office of the Superintendent of Public Instruction (WOSPI) the week of November 15-19, 2004.  This was a comprehensive review of WOSPI’s administration of the following programs authorized by the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), as amended by the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB): Title I, Part A; Title I, Part B, Subpart 3; and Title I, Part D.  Also reviewed was Title X, Part C, Subtitle B, of the NCLB (also known as the McKinney-Vento Homeless Education Assistance Improvements Act of 2001).  

In conducting this comprehensive review, the ED team carried out a number of major activities.  In its review of the Title I, Part A program, the ED team analyzed evidence of implementation of the State accountability system, reviewed the effectiveness of the instructional improvement and instructional support measures established by the State to benefit local educational agencies (LEAs) and schools, and reviewed compliance with fiscal and administrative oversight activities required of the State educational agency (SEA).  During the onsite review, the ED team visited two LEAs – Tacoma School District and Yakima School District.  In each of the school districts, the ED team interviewed administrative staff from schools that were identified for improvement.  An administrator from a private school was interviewed in Tacoma.  The ED team also conducted a meeting with parents in both of the school districts.  Upon its return to Washington, DC, the ED team conducted conference calls with two additional LEAs (Seattle and Spokane) to gather additional information on issues identified during the onsite review. 

In its review of the Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 Even Start program, the ED team examined the State’s request for proposals, State Even Start guidance, State indicators of program quality, and the most recent applications and local evaluations for two local projects located in Lakewood and Tacoma.  During the onsite review, the ED team visited two projects in these districts and interviewed administrative and instructional staff.  The ED team also interviewed the WOSPI Even Start State Coordinator to confirm information obtained at the local sites and to discuss State administration issues. 

In its review of the Title I, Part D program, the ED team examined the State’s application for funding, procedures and guidance for State agency (SA) applications under Subpart 1 and LEA applications under Subpart 2, technical assistance provided to SAs and LEAs, the State’s oversight and monitoring plan and activities, SA and LEA subgrant plans and local evaluations, as well as programs run by the State Department of Corrections.  The ED team visited these sites and interviewed administrative, program and teaching staff.  The ED team also interviewed the WOSPI’s Title I, Part D coordinator to confirm information obtained at the local sites and discuss administration of the program.  

In its review of the Education for Homeless Children and Youth program (Title X, 

Part C, Subtitle B), the ED team examined the State’s procedures and guidance for the identification, enrollment and retention of homeless students, technical assistance provided to LEAs with and without subgrants, the State’s McKinney-Vento application, and LEA applications for subgrants and local evaluations for projects.  The ED team visited these sites and interviewed administrative and program staff, and parents.  The ED team also interviewed the Washington McKinney-Vento State coordinator to confirm information obtained at the local sites and discuss administration of the program.  

Previous Audit Findings: None. 

Previous Monitoring Findings:  ED last reviewed Title I, Part A programs in Washington in May 1998 as part of a Federal integrated review initiative.  There was one finding related to criteria used to select children for participation in Title I targeted assistance schools which the WOSPI has corrected.  ED has not previously conducted a comprehensive review of the Even Start, Neglected/Delinquent Youth, or Education for Homeless Children and Youth programs in Washington.

Summary of Title I, Part A Monitoring Indicators

	Monitoring Area 1, Title I, Part A:  Accountability

	Indicator Number
	Critical element
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 1.1
	The SEA has approved academic content standards for all required subjects or an approved timeline for developing them.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.2
	The SEA has approved academic achievement standards and alternate academic achievement standards in required subject areas and grades or an approved timeline to create them.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.3
	The SEA has approved assessments and alternate assessments in required subject areas and grades or an approved timeline to create them.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.4
	Assessments should be used for purposes for which such assessments are valid and reliable, and be consistent with relevant, nationally recognized professional and technical standards
	Recommendations
	6

	Indicator 1.5
	The SEA has implemented all required components as identified in its accountability workbook.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.6
	The SEA has published an annual report card as required and an Annual Report to the Secretary. 
	Finding


	6

	Indicator 1.7
	The SEA has ensured that LEAs have published annual report cards as required
	Finding
	6

	Indicator 1.8
	The SEA indicates how funds received under Grants for State Assessments and related activities (§6111) will be or have been used to meet the 2005-06 and 2007-08 assessment requirements of NCLB.
	Met Requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 1.9
	The SEA ensures that LEAs meet all requirements for identifying and assessing the academic achievement of limited English proficient students.
	Met Requirements
	N/A


	Monitoring Area 2, Title I, Part A:  Instructional Support

	Element Number
	Description
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 2.1
	The SEA designs and implements policies and procedures that ensure the hiring and retention of highly qualified staff.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 2.2
	The SEA establishes a Committee of Practitioners and involves the committee in decision making as required.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.3
	The SEA ensures that the LEAs and schools meet parental involvement requirements.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.4
	The SEA ensures that schools and LEAs are identified for improvement, corrective action, or restructuring as required and that subsequent, required steps are taken.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.5
	The SEA ensures that requirements for public school choice are met.
	Met requirements

Recommendation

Cross-cutting Finding 
	8

	Indicator 2.6
	The SEA fulfills the statutory requirements for the provision of supplemental educational services (SES).
	    Met requirements

    Recommendation 

Cross-cutting Finding
	8

	Indicator 2.7
	The SEA ensures that LEAs and schools develop schoolwide programs that use the flexibility provided to them by law to improve the academic achievement of all students in the school.
	Met requirements

Recommendation
	9

	Indicator 2.8
	The SEA ensures that LEAs and schools develop and maintain targeted assistance programs that meet all required components.
	Met requirements 
	N/A


	Monitoring Area 3, Title I, Part A:  Fiduciary responsibilities

	Indicator Number
	Critical element
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 3.1
	The SEA ensures that its component LEAs are audited annually, if required, and that all corrective actions required through this process are fully implemented.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.2
	The SEA complies with the allocation, reallocation, and carryover provisions of Title I.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.3
	The SEA complies with the maintenance of effort provisions of Title I.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.4
	The SEA ensures that LEAs comply with the comparability provisions of Title I.
	Finding
	10 

	Indicator 3.5
	The SEA ensures that LEAs provide Title I services to eligible children attending private schools.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.6
	The SEA has a system for ensuring and maximizing the quality, objectivity, utility, and integrity of information disseminated by the agency.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.7
	The SEA has an accounting system for administrative funds that includes (1) State administration, (2) reallocation, and (3) reservation of funds for school improvement.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3. 8
	The SEA has a system for ensuring fair and prompt resolution of complaints.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.9
	The SEA ensures that the LEA complies with the rank order procedures for the eligible school attendance area.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.10
	The SEA conducts monitoring of its subgrantees sufficient to ensure compliance with Title I program requirements.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.11
	The SEA ensures that its LEAs comply with the provision for submitting an annual plan to the SEA.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.12
	The SEA and LEA comply with requirements regarding the reservation of administrative funds.
	Met requirements 
	N/A

	Indicator 3.13
	The SEA ensures that Title I funds are used only to supplement or increase non-Federal sources used for the education of participating children and not to supplant funds from non-Federal sources.
	Met requirements 
	N/A


Title I, Part A

Monitoring Area: Accountability

Indicator 1.4 - Assessments should be used for purposes for which such assessments are valid and reliable, and be consistent with relevant, nationally recognized professional and technical standards.

Recommendation:  The WOSPI appears to have high quality technical expertise in place to address data collection/processing errors and a process for monitoring test scoring errors.  However, the guidelines that are used to address potential problems in those areas have not been comprehensively and clearly provided in guidance documents from the WOSPI to the districts and schools.   For example, the WOSPI has added a coding element (bubble) to the student testing information questionnaire that is suppose to distinguish limited English proficient (LEP) students new to the United States from other LEP students.  District level staff indicated that the wording for the LEP category was confusing and might result in some coding errors, which in turn could result in scoring errors.  

The WOSPI should provide more specific guidance to districts and schools on strategies to maintain data quality for assessment and accountability purposes.  In addition, though test administration manuals provide comprehensive information on test administration procedures, the WOSPI should provide more specific guidance to district and school level staff on strategies to monitor test administration activities during the actual test administrations to ensure that administrative procedures are being followed that will promote the generation of high data quality for assessment and accountability purposes.

Indicator 1.6 - The SEA has published an annual report card as required and an Annual Report to the Secretary. 

Indicator 1.7 - The SEA has ensured that LEAs have published annual report cards as required. 
Finding:  Teacher qualification status was not being properly reported on the SEA, district or school level report cards during the time of the monitoring visit.  Absent from the report cards was information on the percentage of classes not taught by highly qualified teachers in the aggregate and disaggregated by high poverty compared to low poverty schools. 

Citation:  Section 1111(h)(1)(C)(viii) of the ESEA requires the annual State report card to include the percentage of teachers teaching on emergency or provisional credentials and the percentage of classes in the State not taught by highly qualified teachers in the aggregate and disaggregated by high poverty compared to low poverty schools.  

Section 1111(h)(2)(B) of the ESEA requires the annual LEA report cards to include the information described in paragraph (1)(C) as applied to the LEA and each school served by the LEA.

Further Action Required:  When the WOSPI learned that its SEA, LEA and school level report cards were to include information on the percentage of classes not taught by highly qualified teachers in the aggregate and disaggregated by high poverty compared to low poverty schools, they set a date of December 10, 2004 to make the necessary modifications for the required data to be reported.  Information on the percentage of classes not taught by highly qualified teachers in the aggregate and disaggregated by high poverty compared to low poverty schools at the SEA, district and school levels is now available in report cards on the WOSPI website.  The WOSPI must indicate the processes and timeline that will be used to include and disseminate all required teacher qualification information on district and school report cards at the appropriate levels, and submit to ED. 

Title I, Part A

Monitoring Area: Instructional Support

Indicator 2.5 – The SEA ensures that requirements for public school choice are met.

Indicator 2.6 – The SEA fulfills the statutory requirements for the provision of supplemental educational services (SES).

Finding:  The parental notices for choice and supplemental services did not include all required information.  
Citation:  Section 1116(b)(6)(A-F) of ESEA requires LEAs to promptly provide to a parent or parents  (in a uniform and understandable format, and to the extent practicable in a language the parents can understand) of each student enrolled in an elementary or secondary school identified for school improvement an explanation of what the identification means, the reasons for the identification, an explanation of what the school is doing to address the problems identified, an explanation of what the school district is doing to help the school address the achievement problem, an explanation of how the parent can become involved in addressing the academic issues that caused the school to be identified for improvement, and an explanation of the parents’ options to transfer their child to another school or to receive supplemental educational services and the parameters of such.

Corrective Action: The WOSPI must provide its LEAs with guidance and technical assistance sufficient to ensure that this requirement is met.  Within 30 days, WOSPI must document for ED the process and timeline it will use to provide LEAs with guidance and technical assistance on the information that must be included when notifying parents and the community that a school has been identified for improvement.  The guidance provided should include why the school was identified; how the school compares to other schools in the district and State academically; how the school is addressing the problems that caused it to be identified and what the LEA and SEA are doing to help the school; how parents can be involved in addressing the problem; and an explanation of the parents’ options to transfer to another school and, if applicable, obtain supplemental educational services.   

Recommendation:  WOSPI and school districts visited showed low participation in school choice transfer opportunities and in use of supplemental educational services offerings.  WOSPI should conduct an analysis of the participation rates for choice and supplemental services, determine what impediments (if any) are inhibiting participation in choice and supplemental service opportunities, and establish methods and procedures to increase such rates, where applicable.

Indicator 2.7 – The SEA ensures that LEAs and schools develop schoolwide programs that use the flexibility provided to them by law to improve the academic achievement of all students in the school.

Recommendation:  In Tacoma, most of the principals interviewed were new or were unfamiliar with components of the schoolwide program planning and implementation process.  The WOSPI should ensure that the Tacoma school district in particular, and all LEAs in general, provide technical assistance and support to staff in schoolwide program schools regarding NCLB schoolwide program implementation and how such programs interface with the implementation of the overall school improvement process.  

Title I, Part A

Monitoring Area: Fiduciary responsibilities

Indicator 3.4 - The SEA ensures that LEAs comply with the comparability provisions of Title I.

Finding:  The WOSPI has not ensured that LEAs determine comparability annually, as it does not review comparability reports at least every two years, as required by the ESEA.  WOSPI administrative staff explained to the ED team that it uses the single audits of school districts receiving $500,000 or more in Federal funds and its monitoring process to ensure that comparability requirements are met.  This method is insufficient to meet this requirement, as it does not account for districts receiving less than $500,000 in Federal funds to be included in this process.  Further, relying on audit reports does not enable the WOSPI to identify and correct instances where LEAs have non-comparable schools during the current school year (to enable them to reallocate funds to ensure comparability), as audit data are transmitted to the WOSPI from one to two years after the close of a school year.  

In addition, the WOSPI conducts monitoring of its LEAs on a four-year cycle.  This schedule is not sufficient to ensure that LEA comparability reports are reviewed at least every two years.  

Citation:  Section 1120(A)(c) of the ESEA specifies that an LEA may receive Title I funds only if State and local funds will be used in schools served to provide services that, taken as a whole, are at least comparable to services in schools that are not receiving 

Title I funds.  

Further action required:  The WOSPI must revise its procedures to ensure that LEAs conduct comparability calculations annually.  The WOSPI must also implement a process to review and/or verify comparability calculations for LEAs at least every two years.  The WOSPI must provide these revised procedures to ED as part of its response to this report.  

          Title I, Part B (Even Start) Monitoring

Summary of Critical Monitoring Elements
	Monitoring Area 1, Even Start:  Accountability

	Element Number
	Description
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 1.1
	SEA complies with the subgrant award requirements.
	Recommendation
	15

	Indicator 1.2
	The SEA requires applicants to submit application for subgrants with the necessary documentation.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.3


	In making non-competitive continuation awards, the SEA reviews the progress of each subgrantee in meeting the objectives of the program and evaluates the program based on the indicators of program quality.
	Recommendation
	15

	Indicator 1.4
	The SEA refuses to award subgrant funds to an eligible entity if the agency finds that the entity has not sufficiently improved the performance of the program, as evaluated based on the indicators of program quality.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.5
	The SEA develops, based on the best available research and evaluation data, indicators of program quality for Even Start programs.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.6
	The SEA uses the indicators of program quality to monitor, evaluate, and improve local programs within the State.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.7
	The SEA conducts monitoring of its subgrantees sufficient to ensure compliance with Even Start program requirements.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.8
	The SEA ensures that projects provide for an independent local evaluation of the program that is used for program improvement.
	Recommendation
	15


	Monitoring Area 2, Even Start:  Instructional Support

	Element Number 
	Description
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 2.1
	The SEA uses funds to provide technical assistance to local programs to improve the quality of Even Start family literacy services.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.2
	Each program assisted shall include the identification and recruitment of eligible families most in need.
	Recommendation
	16

	Indicator 2.3
	Each program shall include screening and preparation of parents and enable those parents and children to participate fully in the activities and services provided.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.4
	Families are participating in all core instructional services.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.5
	Each program shall be designed to accommodate the participants’ work schedule and other responsibilities, including the provision of support services, when those services are unavailable from other sources.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.6
	Each program shall include high-quality, intensive instructional programs that promote adult literacy and empower parents to support the educational growth of their children, and in preparation of children for success in regular school programs.
	Finding
	16

	Indicator 2.7
	All instructional staff of the program hired after enactment of the LIFT Act (December 21, 2000), whose salaries are paid in whole or in part with Even Start funds, meet the Even Start staff qualification requirements.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.8
	By December 21, 2004, a majority of the individuals providing academic instruction shall have obtained an associate’s, bachelor’s, or graduate degree in a field related to early childhood education, elementary school or secondary school education, or adult education.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.9
	By December 21, 2004, if applicable, a majority of the individuals providing academic instruction shall meet the qualifications established by the State for early childhood education, elementary or secondary education, or adult education provided as party of an Even Start program or another family literacy program.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.10
	By December 21, 2004, the person responsible for administration of family literacy services has received training in the operation of a family literacy program.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.11
	By December 21, 2004, paraprofessionals who provide support for academic instruction have a secondary school diploma or its recognized equivalent.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.12
	The local programs shall include special training of staff, including child-care workers, to develop the necessary skills to work with parents and young children.
	Recommendation
	16

	Indicator 2.13
	The local programs shall provide and monitor integrated instructional services to participating parents and children through home-based programs.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.14
	The local programs shall operate on a year-round basis, including the provisions of some program services, including instructional and enrichment services, during the summer months.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.15
	The local program shall be coordinated with other relevant programs under the Adult Education and Family Literacy Act, the Individuals with Disabilities Act, and Title I of the Workforce Investment Act of 1988, and the Head Start program, volunteer literacy programs, and other relevant programs.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.16
	The local programs shall use instructional programs based on scientifically based reading research for children and adults.
	Finding

Recommendation
	16

17

	Indicator 2.17
	The local program shall encourage participating families to attend regularly and to remain in the program a sufficient time to meet their program goals.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.18
	The local programs shall use reading-readiness activities for preschool children based on scientifically based reading research.
	Finding

Recommendation
	16

17

	Indicator 2.19
	The local program shall, if applicable, promote the continuity of family literacy to ensure that individuals retain and improve their educational outcomes.
	Met requirements
	N/A


	Monitoring Area 3, Even Start:  SEA Fiduciary responsibilities

	Element Number
	Description
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 3.1
	The SEA complies with the allocation requirements for State administration and technical assistance and award of subgrants.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.2
	The SEA ensures that subgrantees comply with statutory and regulatory requirements on uses of funds and matching.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.3
	The SEA complies with the cross-cutting maintenance of effort provisions.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.4
	The SEA ensures timely and meaningful consultation with private school officials on how to provide Even Start services and benefits to eligible elementary and secondary school students attending non-public schools and their teachers or other instructional personnel, and local programs provide an appropriate amount of those services and benefits through an eligible provider.
	Met requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.5
	The SEA has a system for ensuring fair and prompt resolution of complaints.
	Met requirements
	N/A


Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 (Even Start)

Monitoring Area 1: Accountability
Indicator 1.1 - The SEA complies with the subgrant award requirements.
Recommendation:  Although the State does provide peer reviewer comments from the application review process, it does not appear to do so in a timely manner, and the reviewer comments are not sufficient to inform applicants about how to improve their proposed projects.   The State should provide reviewer comments to all applicants as soon as possible after the end of the review.  Also, the State should encourage reviewers to provide more in-depth comments, including suggestions of how to strengthen weak areas.

Indicator 1.3 - The SEA reviews subgrantees’ progress based on the indicators of program quality when making non-competitive continuation awards.

Recommendation: A local continuation application approved by WOSPI for funding did not include a description of how the proposed project will provide all of the required program elements, specifically how the instructional programs will be based on scientifically based reading research.  This description is required as per page 1-7 of the continuation application; however, reviewer comments did not note this omission, and no records viewed by the ED reviewer suggested that the SEA had ever sought additional information in this area.  ED recommends that the SEA ensure that all items of the continuation RFP are responded to in each application.

Indicator 1.8 - The SEA ensures that projects provide for an independent local evaluation of the program that is used for program improvement.

Recommendation:  Although an independent local evaluation was conducted for projects, as required of Even Start statute, staff at projects visited stated that these evaluations did not yield information that was helpful for improving project implementation.  Staff explained how the appropriate work was not done throughout the school year to ensure that the evaluation, which was delivered to the project by the contractor at the end of the year, included useful information.  As a result, the recommendations made by the evaluator were not useful for improving project services. 

ED recommends that the State provide technical assistance to local project staff and evaluators to ensure the local evaluation include recommendations that can be used for program improvement. 

Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 (Even Start)

Monitoring Area 2: Instructional Support
Indicator 2.2 - Funded programs shall include the identification and recruitment of eligible families most in need and serve those families.

Recommendation:  WOSPI data reports show that the programs visited may have more than 25% of parents holding a GED or high school diploma.  It is unclear from this data whether this figure includes parents who obtained the GED or diploma after participating in this program, or whether these parents actually were not from eligible families that were the most in need of program services at entry into the program.  WOSPI should add a data collection element so that it can identify what portion of these parents held a GED or high school diploma at program entry, so that the State can ensure that local programs are recruiting and serving those eligible families most in need of Even Start services.
Indicator 2.6 - Each program shall include high-quality, intensive instructional programs.

Finding:  The observed parenting education component of the Lakewood Even Start project, provided by the Arlington School District, did not include high-quality instructional services that enable parents to support the educational growth of their children.  In the classroom visited, students continuously disrupted class and most students were not participating in the assignment.  Although the parent educator provided students with a task, the impact of the task on parents’ knowledge was unclear, as the students were not engaged in the activity.   

Citation:  Section 1235(4) states that each program shall include high-quality, intensive instructional programs that promote adult literacy and empower parents to support the educational growth of their children, developmentally appropriate early childhood educational services, and preparation of children for success in regular school programs. 
Further action required:  WOSPI must provide to ED evidence of how the SEA will ensure that all projects provide high-quality instructional services to participating families for all four instructional components, including parenting education.  Local projects should also be reminded that they should only build on high quality instructional services. 

Indicator 2.12 - Local programs shall include special staff training.

Recommendation:  According to WOSPI’s data report, not all staff (or even a majority) at Lakewood have been trained in the specifics of the Even Start program.  The State should ensure that all staff receive training and that this is properly documented.  

Indicators 2.16 and 2.18 – The local programs shall use instructional programs and reading-readiness activities based on scientifically based reading research for children and adults.

Finding:  The programs visited by ED were not adequately using scientifically based reading research strategies for oral language development and the creation of print-rich environments in the early childhood component of the Even Start projects.  In the Tacoma project’s partnering Head Start classroom, the monitor saw little verbal interaction between children and educators (both the teachers and the paraprofessionals).  However, research has shown that such interactions lead to children’s language development.  Similarly, in Lakewood, oral language interactions were not observed between children and educators in the project’s first grade classroom.  Particularly during transitions (eating, cleaning up), little if any verbal interaction was observed.  Furthermore, the classrooms in Lakewood did not have many books displayed although there were volumes of books behind closed doors of cabinets, and also had little print and labeling throughout the rooms.  Although it is clear that the State has provided numerous trainings that local coordinators have attended, instructors are not always putting that research into practice in classrooms.

Citation: Sections 1235(10) and (12) state, respectively, that each program shall use instructional programs based on scientifically based reading research for children and adults, and include reading-readiness activities for preschool children based on scientifically based reading research.  Research has shown that oral language interactions between children and adults and educating children in a print-rich environment, including easy access to a variety of books, are appropriate strategies for increasing children’s reading-readiness.

Further action required:  WOSPI must provide evidence to ED that instructional programs and practices are based on scientifically based reading research, including practices designed to develop children’s oral language, are being implemented in the classroom.  

Recommendation:  ED recommends that the State conduct additional site visits and trainings to ensure that early childhood education environments are print-rich. Also, the State should encourage local project coordinators to create opportunities for staff that are working in different locations to collaborate and to share best practices.  

Summary of Title I, Part D (Neglected/Delinquent Youth) Monitoring Indicators
	Monitoring Area 1, Title I, Part D:  Accountability 

	Indicator Number
	Critical Element
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 1.1
	The SEA has implemented all required components as identified in its Title I, Part D (N/D) plan.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 1.2
	The SEA ensures that State Agency (SA) plans for services to eligible N/D students meet all requirements.
	Finding
	19

	Indicator 1.3
	The SEA ensures that local educational agency (LEA) plans for services to eligible N/D students meet all requirements.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Monitoring Area 2, Title I, Part D:  Instructional Support

	Indicator 2.1
	The SEA ensures that institution-wide programs developed by the SA under Subpart 1 use the flexibility provided to them by law to improve the academic achievement of all students in the school.
	    Recommendation
	19

	Monitoring Area 3, Title I, Part D:  Fiduciary

	Indicator 3.1
	The SEA ensures that each State agency has reserved not less than 15 percent and not more than 30 percent of the amount it receives under Subpart 1 for transition services.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.2
	The SEA conducts monitoring of its subgrantees sufficient to ensure compliance with Title I, Part D program requirements.
	Met Requirements
	N/A


Title I, Part D (Neglected/Delinquent Youth)

Monitoring Area 1: Accountability

Indicator 1.2 - The SEA ensures that State Agency (SA) plans for services to eligible N/D students meet all requirements.

Finding:  The State has not identified and developed goals and expected outcomes for Part 1 of the N/D program (formula funds that the State distributes to State agencies).  Furthermore, the State has not developed performance measures for Parts 1 and 2 of the program (Part 2 is the funds distributed by the State to the LEAs).  

Citation: Section 1414(a) states that an SEA shall submit a plan for meeting the educational needs of neglected, delinquent, and at-risk children and youth. Additionally, a State plan shall describe the program goals, objectives, and performance measures established by the State that will be used to assess the effectiveness of the program in improving the academic, vocational, and technical skills of children in the program.

Further action required:  ED requires that the Washington Office of Public Instruction review and revise its description of Title I, Part D goals, performance objectives and performance measures to establish clear criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of Part D programs.  ED requires the State to provide written documentation within 30 days from receipt of this report that they have developed such goals, objectives and performance measures and have submitted them to the State agencies to guide their program plans.

Title I, Part D (Neglected/Delinquent Youth)
Monitoring Area 2: Instructional Support 

Indicator 2.1 - The SEA ensures that institution-wide programs developed by the SA under Subpart 1 use the flexibility provided to them by law to improve the academic achievement of all students in the school.

Recommendation:  The State should obtain further information from the Neglected/ Delinquent technical assistance center on how to use N/D funds for institution wide programs.

     Summary of Title X, Part C, Subtitle B (Homeless Education) 

Monitoring Indicators 
	Monitoring Area 2, Title X, Part C, Subtitle B: Instructional Support

	Indicator Number*
	Critical Element
	Status
	Page

	Indicator 2.1
	The SEA implements procedures to address the identification, enrollment and retention of homeless students.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 2.2
	SEA provides, or provides for, technical assistance for LEAs to insure appropriate implementation of the statute.
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Monitoring Area 3, Title X, Part C, Subtitle B:  Fiduciary

	Indicator 3.1
	The SEA ensures that LEA subgrant plans for services to eligible homeless students meet all requirements.
	Met Requirements
	N/A



	Indicator 3.2
	The SEA ensures that the LEA complies with providing comparable Title I, Part A services to homeless students attending non-Title I schools.
	Met Requirements
	N/A



	Indicator 3.3
	The SEA has a system for ensuring the prompt resolution of disputes. 
	Met Requirements
	N/A

	Indicator 3.4
	The SEA conducts monitoring of LEAs with and without subgrants, sufficient to ensure compliance with McKinney-Vento program requirements.
	     Met Requirements
	N/A




* No Indicator Number 1
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