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Section 0O1: Introduction

“Inspect
What You
Expect”
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— Introduction:

o Submission of the 4th Monitoring Report coincides with a period of enhanced
Court oversight via a special hearing, held on October 19, 2006, and an
order from Judge Joe Billy McDade. That Order requires both parties to
collaborate on the development of an educational plan that will enable the
District, assisted by the Plaintiffs, to meet its responsibilities to Champaign's
African American students under the Consent Decree and accompanying
documents.

o The contents of the 4th Monitoring Report should come as no surprise to the
parties. Unit #4 has submitted quarterly data reports to the Monitoring Team
and the Plaintiffs for three years now. The parties and the Monitoring Team
meet quarterly to assess progress on Consent Decree goals and to make
corrections to the data as needed. The Monitoring Team has facilitated these
quarterly meetings. A member of the Monitoring Team facilitates monthly
PIC meetings held in Champaign. These processes should serve the parties
well as they move to the next stages in their collaborative efforts submitted
to the Court on March 21, 2007.
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" Introduction: 01

o The Court will notice that the 4th Monitoring Report follows the established
format with two exceptions.
° The first is a special focus/concern on Columbia Center and alternative

education, issues which were raised by Judge McDade on his visit to Unit #4
in 2004. See Appendix E for details.

° The second is the Monitoring Team's presentation of projections on the
likelihood of Unit #4 meeting its obligations under the Consent Decree.
These projections are based on an elementary trend analysis of the Unit 4’s
recent rate of improvement. Each projection is based on a 3 year moving
average of the prior 3 years’ data. In areas where the +/-15% criteria apply,
the term “Out of Bounds” indicates differences outside the +/-15%
boundaries, while “In Bounds” indicates differences within the +/15%
boundaries. These projections are presented as but one possible scenario
if the pace of improvement in African American student achievement is not
accelerated. If the pace of improvement in African American student
achievement is accelerated, these projection will be invalidated.
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Educational Equity Implementation Plan

“...the intent of the Plan's flexible goals and actions is for the
District to make progress in each area each year, ultimately
achieving the Plan's objectives.

If the actions are not meeting the goals, and thereby the District is
not achieving its objectives, the Plan contemplates that the parties
will reevaluate the actions and goals and, if appropriate, modify
them.

This process of adaptation and compromise is precisely the
approach used by the parties in the development of this Plan.

The parties recognize that the Plan constitutes a dynamic, not a
static, process.
The Plan establishes a framework for the District, its staff and all

segments of the Champaign community to work together in good
faith to accomplish the Plan's objectives.”
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EGORIES
CHAMPAIGH COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

AccEsSs
OuTCOMES.

Ongoing Themes

Educational Equity Audit, 15t Monitoring Report, 2"d Monitoring Report, and 3'4 Monitoring Report

ssssssss

o This 4™ Monitoring Report returns to the foundational themes that have
structured the Monitoring Team’s focus in Champaign:

* Inspect What You Expect

* Access, Outcomes, and Fairness

° Quality and Fidelity of Actions

* Accountability At The School and Classroom Levels
* Improved Communication & Accountability

° Support For Controlled Choice

* Analyzing, Reporting, & Informing “Theory In Use”
¢ Diversity In Staffing and Hiring

* Accelerate The Pace Of Change
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EGORIES -
CHAMPAIGH COMMUNITY SCHOOLS I Introduction

Core Areas of Concern: 01

ssssssss

o This report, as is customary, is tailored to the specific directives of the
Consent Decree with the added emphasis on the rate of progress given the
rapidly approaching 2009 endpoint for the Consent Decree.

o The core areas of concern as prioritized by this Monitor’s report remain:
d Achievement/Student Performance
* Climate and Discipline
° Enroliment and Attendance
i Special Education
d Gifted Education
d Hiring and Staff Placement and Retention
d Controlled Choice
d Information Technology
d Columbia Center and Alternative Programs
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Introduction

,, Ongoing Themes In Monitoring Reports 01
=

Educational Equity Audit, 15t Monitoring Report, 2" Monitoring Report, and 39 Monitoring Report

It should be noted that this report also cites Columbia Center and Alternative
Education as particular problem areas. The Monitoring Team continues to be
concerned that Columbia Center is not meeting the purpose for which it was
designed at the beginning of the Consent Decree process.

Columbia Center and Alternative Education had been described and was designed to be a second-
chance opportunity for disaffected secondary students to complete their high school education.

We continue to question the mix of Special Education students with students assigned due to students
assigned due to disciplinary reasons. Judge McDade raised this question in SY2004 during his visit to
the program.

We continue to question the value of the weak academic program at Columbia Center. Students are
not earning sufficient HS credit to be on a graduation track.

Most students have been assigned repeatedly to Columbia Center, with some having spent some or all
of the past 3 or 4 school years assigned there, without apparent change in their behavioral profiles.

Many students assigned to Columbia Center have been absent a significant number of days — often
with Average Daily Attendance below 70% at Columbia Center MS and 55% at the Columbia Center
HS.

The high suspension rates at Columbia Center suggest that the program has not been effective in
helping students control their own behavior.

The District has promised to open a “true alternative school” for the past 3 years but has not done so
for budgetary reasons.

Columbia Center continues to be racially identifiable.
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Summary:

o Our overall summary for this report is that even given discernable
improvements in selected areas, it is highly unlikely that the District will
satisfy the requirements of the Consent Decree by 2009.

° Our report to the Court contains analyses that illustrate that, absent any
major highly effective new interventions and improvements, the District will
not achieve the goals stipulated in the Consent Decree.

o We are also concerned that where the District has shown improvement,
there is little evidence that the lessons learned will are retained, extended
deeper into the District, or applied to other like situations.
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Section 02: Achievement

SY2003 Restated to SY2006

“Inspect
What You
Expect”
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AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
AIGH Com

~ Achievement:

nnnnnnnn

CommuniTy
s
DUTCOMES,

e Student performance, for every school District, is both a local and
national concern. Because of No Child Left Behind (NCLB), schools
really are concerned about making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP).
While making AYP also may be a District mandate, it cannot be
substituted for the District's responsibilities under the Consent
Decree.

For example, while all of the District's elementary schools met AYP, African
American student ISAT scores do not meet Racial Fairness Guidelines.

e Two measures, standardized tests and grades, provide an
opportunity to determine the extent to which Unit 4 is achieving its
desired /required outcomes.

e Grades earned by students in Unit 4 are an illustrative indicator of
several aspects of teaching and learning: student engagement,
fairness, and access.

e The Implementation Plan, the specification of the Consent Decree,
contains the following language:
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Achievement

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

= ! Educational Equity Implementation 02

QuTCOMES

B3 Plan, Section D, p. 8:

Section D. Student Performance

Objectives
. The District’s objective is to eliminate, to the greatest extent practicable, unwarranted disparities in the enrollment of minority students in upper level courses. EEM
95A.
. The District’s objective is to ensure that teachers receive training in, and implement, "Best Practices"é in their classrooms by the start of the 2002-03 school year.
. The District’s objective is to incorporate "Best Practices" strategies and curriculum into all classrooms, not just self-contained gifted classes.
‘. . The District’s objective is to ensure that curriculum and instructional methods take into account students’ diverse learning styles so they feel welcome in all Distric,
schools.
Flexible Goals
. The District’s third grade students will be able to read at grade level -, _._ 2003-2004 academic year.
. The District’s students will gain at least one grade level each academic year, as measured by standardized tests for math and reading.
. The District’s student attendance rate at each sv;:hool will be at least 95% for both minori:is and non-minorities.
. The District’s students enrolled in advanced core classes will be within racial fairness guidelines at ea_;h grade level in each school.”
. . By the 2003-2004 school year, the District’s course outcome and grade distribution for all students will approximate and be proportional to racial fairness guidelines.'
. In accordance with state and federal requirements, The District’s students will have access to all programs within the District.

‘Best Practices means innovative, interactive, research based curriculum and instructional practices.
"This flexible goal will be accomplished in phases, beginning with access to such courses and resulting in academic and examination success, by the 2003-2004 academic year,

*Bascline date will be developed to measure attainment of this flexible goal.
-8- 136220.3
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Middle School
High School
Core Course Grades

English, Math, Science, & Social Science

The following charts depict the distribution of all African American student grades in core courses as included on report cards. Middle School report cards are
quarterly while High School report cards (starting in SY2006) only are at semester end. The distribution of any course grade for any racial/ethnic group should be
expected to approximate the percentage that racial/ethnic group represents of all grades. To measure progress, a +/- 15% boundary has been used. Any African
American grade distribution falling within +/-15% of the proportion of African American course enrollment is highlighted and projected as “In-Bounds”. Any African
American grade distribution outside of the +/-15% boundary is projected as “Out-of-Bounds”. Note that “Other” grades are not used for final grades. Only grades

A-F are used as grades in this analysis.

Achievement

“Inspect 02

What You
Expect” =

FNF(NEEEI
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s Core Course
Grades Distribution Tables:

e The grade distribution tables indicate the difference between (a) the percentage
distribution of a particular grade issued to African American students and (b), the
overall percentage distribution of all grades issued to African American enrollees.

e Diff =(a) - (b).

e Using SY2006 MS Math grades as an example:

(a) African American students obtained 40.7% of all Math B’s issued (853/2096 = 40.7%).

(b) African American students obtained 41.4% of all Math grades issued (3305/7983 =
41.4%)

Diff = 40.7% — 41.4% = -0.7%.

Math grades issued to African American students were 41.4% of all math grades. Math B’s
issued to African American students were 40.7% of all Math B’s. This represents a
difference of -0.7 percentage points.
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| . P —
I, EXxpectations:

e One would expect (a), the proportion of any given grade in a subject for any
racial/ethnic group to approximate (b), the proportion of all grades in that subject
for the racial/ethnic group in question.

The difference between these two proportions (a) and (b) would be expected to
approximate zero (0).

A difference approaching zero (0) would be approaching ‘parity’.
The SY2006 MS Math example used above would be an example where the -0.7
percent difference was approaching ‘parity’, i.e., was approaching zero (0).
e Any material differences between the (a) and (b) grade distribution proportions
for African American students would be subject to scrutiny and correction under
the Consent Decree.

The Consent Decree establishes racial fairness guidelines of +/-15% as a tool to
measure interim progress toward the expectation of a difference approximating zero.

For the purposes of this report, we refer to distributions as being “In-Bounds” or “Out-
of-Bounds”.

“In-Bounds” is used when the grade distribution falls within the +/-15% racial fairness
boundaries.

‘Out-of-Bounds” is used when any grade distribution falls outside of the +/-15% racial
fairness boundaries.
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Achievement
= CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS I - -
CESS
[ ]

e Projections have been made using the moving average of the most recent 3
school years’ results.

e Note that these are projections, not “predictions” or “forecasts”.

e These projections merely assume that what has happened in the most recent 3
years will continue into the future unless the District implements instructional
programs that are highly effective for African American students as well
as for Other Students.

e If the District indeed does implement instructional programs that are highly
effective for African American students, it is expected that actual results for
SY2007, SY2008, and SY2009 will show results very different from those over
the past three school years.
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Achievement

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES

=L SY2006 MS Math Example:

DUTCOMES,

This is an example of relative parity in “B” grades and shows “In-Bounds” results and projections.

Prior monitoring reports have used charts
similar to this example. Math "B's" - African American Perecentage of B Grades - MS Level

Flexible Goal Range (+/- 15%) Indicated by Yellow 'Trend Line' and 'Error Bars'
The bgrs on the chart represent (a) from SY 2003 Restated to SY2006 Actuals - 3-Year Moving Average Extended Through SY 2009
the prior pages (the percentage

distribution of particular grade issued to 100%
African American students).

90% - T
The yellow horizontal line represents (b)
the overall percentage distribution of all B0% oo
grades issued to African American 700 oo
enrollees.
The last line on the table is the differepce ~ 60% 1
between (a) and (b) and often is & 50% |
referenced as the “+/- 15% Flgx Goalg m39.7% . W 40.7% B 39.0% B 36.8% = 39.5%
Status”. The represents the distance &f 40% | m341% g
each bar (a) from the horizontal line (b). 30% |
The yellow vertical lines found at each

20% -

year represent +/-15% from the horizontal
line (b) — the African American proportion 10%
of all math grades.

0%

The yellow combined yellow lines SY2003 Restated , , -
sometimes are called “fish bones”. Actual SY 2004 Actual SY 2005 Actual SY2006 Actual | SY2007 Projected | SY2008 Projected | SY2009 Projected
The term “In-Bounds” | aa Total Grades [Actual] 2,865 3,480 3,115 3,305

is used when the bars All Students Total Grades [Actual] 7,315 8,584 7,714 7,983

(@) are within the +/- Avg AA Grades % [Actual] 39.2% 40.5% 40.4% 41.4%

15% boundaries. AA B Grades [Actual 623 833 761 853

The term “ Out-of- Total 'B' Grades [Actuall 1,828 2,100 2,077 2,096

Bounds” is used AA 'B" Grades % [Actual] 34.1% 39.7% 36.6% 40.7%

When_th_e bars (a) are Avg AA Grades % [Projected] 40.8% 40.9% 41.0%
n—Ot Wlthl!’] the +/-15% AA 'B' Grades % [Projected] 39.0% 38.8% 39.5%
boundaries. Diff ="+/- 15% Flex Goal Status -5.1% -0.9% -3.7% -0.7% -1.8% -2.1% -1.5%

N_
\ \ School Year

These are the difference values displayed on the summary tables.
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Achievement

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

'Core Course Grades - 02
District MS Summary

MS Core Course Grades +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actuals & Projected

Difference Between African American Core Course Enrollment Percentage and African American Percentage of District Middle School Enroliment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average
In Bounds Periods (Those In Which The +/- 15% Goal Is Achieved) Are Highlighted

DUTCOMES,

FaRNESS

Afr Am
Average
Actual N=
[Unduplicated SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Core Course Student Course Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Area Count] Grade Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr %  Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAENnr % Diff From AAEnr %
A -20% -19% -19% -20% -20% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds
B -0.7% -0.9% 2.6% 5.3% 2.4% In Bounds 3.4% In Bounds 3.7% In Bounds
English 813 C 12.4% 14.5% 18% 19% 17% Out of Bounds 18% Out of Bounds 18% Out of Bounds
D 21% 27% 27% 22% 25% Out of Bounds 25% Out of Bounds 24% Out of Bounds
F 28% 28% 28% 30% 29% Out of Bounds 29% Out of Bounds 29% Out of Bounds
A -23% -19% -20% -21% -20% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds
B -5.1% -0.9% -3.7% -0.7% -1.8% In Bounds -2.1% In Bounds -1.5% In Bounds
Math 812 C 8.2% 14.5% 12.4% 12.1% 13.0% In Bounds 12.5% In Bounds 12.5% In Bounds
D 22% 27% 22% 16% 22% Out of Bounds 20% Out of Bounds 19% Out of Bounds
F 25% 28% 32% 29% 30% Out of Bounds 30% Out of Bounds 30% Out of Bounds
A -24% -22% -21% -20% -21% Out of Bounds -21% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds
B -6.0% -5.1% 3.7% 5.2% 1.3% In Bounds 3.4% In Bounds 3.3% In Bounds
Science 823 Cc 14.8% 15% 20% 19% 18% Out of Bounds 19% Out of Bounds 19% Out of Bounds
D 25% 21% 29% 28% 26% Out of Bounds 28% Out of Bounds 27% Out of Bounds
F 33% 31% 34% 29% 31% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds 30% Out of Bounds
A -23% -19% -19% -22% -20% Out of Bounds -21% Out of Bounds -21% Out of Bounds
Social B -3.3% -2.4% 5.3% 3.9% 2.3% In Bounds 3.8% In Bounds 3.3% In Bounds
Science 806 Cc 14.4% 15% 15% 19% 16% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds
D 27% 21% 24% 24% 23% Out of Bounds 24% Out of Bounds 24% Out of Bounds
F 27% 27% 28% 33% 29% Out of Bounds 30% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds
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Achievement

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

= SY2006 HS English Example: 02

DUTCOMES,

This is an example where the difference does not approximate zero (0) and shows “Out-of-Bounds” results and projections.

Prior monitoring reports have used charts
similar to this example.

The bars on the chart represent (a) from English "A's” - African American Perecentage of A Grades - HS Level
h . h Flexible Goal Range (+/- 15%) Indicated by Yellow Trend Line' and 'Error Bars'

;.e [.)tI;IOI’. pagfes (t _e p;ercentj\gg q SY 2003 Restated to SY2006 Actuals - 3-Year Moving Average Extended Through SY 2009
Istribution o partlcu ar grade issue to

African American students). 100%
The yellow horizontal line represents (b) 00% oo
the overall percentage distribution of all
grades issued to African American BO% oo
enrollees. 70% |
The last line on the table is the difference e
between (a) and (b) and often is o}
referenced as the “+/- 15% Flex Goal % 50% -
Status”. The represents the distance of o
each bar (a) from the horizontal line (b). 5 40% 1
The yellow vertical lines found at each 30% SR R s S S——————— p——— NSNS EEE
year represent +/-15% from the horizontal o ! ¥ v v 1
line (b) — the African American proportion m11.8% B 12.1% m12.0% - 9.5% m11.3% m11.1% =10.7%
of all math grades. 10% +
The yellow combined yellow lines 0% !!!!JJJ
sometimes are called “fish bones”. SY2003 Restated | gyo004 Actual | SY2005 Actual | SY2006 Actual | SY2007 Projected | SY2008 Projected | SY2009 Projected
The term “In-Bounds” Actual
is used when the bars AA Total Grades [Actual] 3,392 3,262 3,089 1,733
(a) are within the +/- All Students Total Grades [Actual] 11,666 11,314 11,246 5,616
15% boundaries. Avg AA Grades % [Actual] 29.1% 28.8% 27.5% 30.9%
The term “Out-of- AA'A' Grades [Actual] 397 423 441 169
Bounds” is used Total 'B' Grades [Actual] 3,372 3,497 3,661 1,717
when the bars (a) are AA 'A’' Grades % [Actual] 11.8% 12.1% 12.0% 9.8%
not within the +/-15% Avg AA Grades % [Projected] 29.1% 29.1% 29.7%
boundaries. ArbeieSratioaioRraiootos] A1206 == 2020
Diff = +/- 15% Flex Goal Status -17.3% -16.7% -15.4% -21.0% -17.7% -18.1% -18.9%
\ \ chool Year
These are the difference values displayed on the summary tables.
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Achievement
I ANALYNICAL CATEGORIES I

= _ Core Course Grades - 02
District HS Summary

HS Core Course Grades +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actuals & Projected

Difference Between African American Core Course Enroliment Percentage and African American Percentage of District High School Enroliment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average
In Bounds Periods (Those In Which The +/- 15% Goal Is Achieved) Are Highlighted

DUTCOMES,

FaRNESS

Afr Am
Average
Actual N=
Core [Unduplicated SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY?OO? SY2008 SY2009
Course Student Course Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Area Count] Grade Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr %  Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr %

A -17% -17% -15% -21% -18% Out of Bounds -18% Out of Bounds -19% Out of Bounds

B 7% -4% -4% -8% 5% InBounds [ -6% InBounds ||  -6% In Bounds

English 741 C 8% 8% 9% 9% 9% InBounds [ 9% InBounds [ 9% In Bounds
D 18% 20% 19% 25% 22% Out of Bounds || 22% Out of Bounds || 23% Out of Bounds
F 30% 28% 28% 38% 31% outof Bounds [ 32% Outof Bounds [ 34% Out of Bounds
A -17% -18% -18% -23% -19% Out of Bounds -20% Out of Bounds -21% Out of Bounds

B 8% 9% -10% -14% 11% InBounds [  -12% InBounds [  -13% In Bounds

Math 749 c 3% 6% 4% 2% 3% InBounds [ 1% InBounds [ 1% In Bounds
D 14% 17% 16% 17% 17% Out of Bounds || 17% Out of Bounds || 17% Out of Bounds
F 26% 28% 28% 34% 30% out of Bounds [[ 31% out of Bounds || 32% Out of Bounds
A -14% -17% -15% -22% -18% Out of Bounds -18% Out of Bounds -19% Out of Bounds

B 6% -8% 5% -11% -8% InBounds [ -8% InBounds [ -9% In Bounds

Science 560 c 5% 8% 7% 7% 7% InBounds | 7% InBounds [ 7% In Bounds
D 19% 23% 21% 24% 23% out of Bounds [[ 22% Out of Bounds || 23% Out of Bounds
F 26% 30% 29% 37% 32% outof Bounds [ 33% Outof Bounds [ 34% Out of Bounds
A -17% -16% -12% -21% -16% QOut of Bounds -17% Out of Bounds -18% Out of Bounds

Social B -6% -4% -3% -13% 7% In Bounds : 7% In Bounds : -9% In Bounds

Science 709 C 7% 11% 10% 5% 9% In Bounds i 8% In Bounds . 7% In Bounds
D 19% 20% 21% 24% 22% Out of Bounds 22% Out of Bounds 23% Out of Bounds
F 31% 31% 25% 36% 31% outof Bounds [ 31% Outof Bounds [ 33% Out of Bounds
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Middle School Progress:

The District has made progress in achieving and sustaining some relative parity at the ‘B’
grade in English, Science, and Social Science at the middle school level. It also has
made progress in achieving and sustaining relative parity at ‘B’ and ‘C’ grades in Math at
the middle school level.

High School Grades Progress:

Similarly, the District at the high school level has made progress in achieving and
sustaining some relative parity at the ‘B’ and ‘C’ grade distributions in each core subject
area.

Lack of Progress:

However, both tables show that African American students continue to be
underrepresented in ‘A’ grades and over represented in ‘D’ and ‘F’ grades in each core
subject area at each school level. At the middle school level, African American students
continue to be underrepresented at the ‘C’ level in English, Science, and Social Science.
Unless the District implements instructional programs that are highly
effective for African American students as well as for Other Students, African
American student Core Course grades are likely to remain “Out of Bounds”

through SY2009.
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ISAT and PSAE Test Results
lllinois State Board of Education (ISBE)
Tests Of Student Mastery Of Curriculum

Standards

Reading & Math — 3, 5t 8th and 11" Grades
Science — 4, 7th and 11t Grades
ISAT Tests Elementary and Middle School Standards
PSAE Tests High School Standards

“Inspect
What You
Expect”
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Achievement

i=_ ISAT & PSAE Test Results:  [i}

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding ISBE Curriculum Standards

e Rate Tables:

The following tables compare the rate of African American students scoring ‘meets
or exceeds standards’ to the rate of Not African American students also scoring
‘meets or exceeds’ on ISAT/PSAE tests of lllinois State Board of Education (ISBE)
reading, math, and science curriculum standards.

e EXpectations:

One would expect the rates for both groups of students to approximate one another,
l.e., that the rate of African American students ‘meeting or exceeding’ ISBE
curriculum standards would be very close to the rate for all Other Students on those
same standards.

Any material differences between the rates for African American and Not African
American students would be subject to scrutiny and correction via the Consent
Decree.

e Projections:

Projections have been made using the moving average of the most recent 3 school
years results. Note that these are projections, not “predictions” or “forecasts”.
These projections merely assume that what has happened in the most recent 3
years will continue into the future unless the District implements instructional
programs that are highly effective for African American students as well as for
Other Students.

02 Achievement - 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 25



AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

DUTCOMES,

AccESS

FaIRNESS

'ISAT & PSAE Reading Rates:

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding ISBE Curriculum Standards

Percentage of Students Meeting or Exceeding lllinois State Curriculum Standards
Difference Between Percentage For African American Students and Percentage For All Other Students

Reading - ISAT & PSAE Results *

Projections Via 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts

SY2003 Not-Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Grade Tested Students N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual ** Projected Projected Projected

African Americans N= 248 248 234 238

Grade 3 Not African American N= 449 394 375 404
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 35.0% 45.0% 45.0% 57.0% 49.0% 50.3% 52.1%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 81.6% 84.1% 85.6% 85.6% 85.1% 85.4% 85.4%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -46.6% -39.1% -40.6% -28.6% -36.1% -35.1% -33.3%

African Americans N= 246 272 266 252

Grade 5 Not African American N= 413 422 420 388
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 36.0% 37.0% 45.0% 55.0% 45.7% 48.6% 49.7%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 74.3% 76.5% 85.8% 88.0% 83.4% 85.8% 85.7%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -38.3% -39.5% -40.8% -33.0% -37.8% -37.2% -36.0%

African Americans N= 204 258 252 238

Grade 8 Not African American N= 418 416 344 390
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 32.0% 41.0% 44.0% 61.0% 48.7% 51.2% 53.6%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 78.1% 79.9% 83.8% 88.4% 84.0% 85.4% 85.9%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -46.1% -38.9% -39.8% -27.4% -35.4% -34.2% -32.3%

African Americans N= 137 141 163 | N's not reported

Grade 11 Not African American N= 478 478 455 by ISBE

PSAE Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 24.0% 32.0% 29.0% 32.0% 31.0% 30.7% 31.2%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 74.2% 74.7% 80.6% 81.0% 78.8% 80.1% 80.0%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -50.2% -42.7% -51.6% -49.0% -47.8% -49.5% -48.7%

*Reading - ISAT & PSAE actuals are from the ISBEwebsite <http://iirc.niu.edu/>. SY2003 is not restated on that website. SY2006 PSAEN's are not reported by ISBE.

** SY2006 PSAEN's are not reported by ISBE. White results were substituted for "Not Afr Am" in SY2006 PSAEresults only.
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AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

AccESS

DUTCOMES,

"ISAT & PSAE Math Rates:

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding ISBE Curriculum Standards

FaIRNESS

Math - ISAT & PSAE Results

Percentage of Students Meeting or Exceeding lllinois State Curriculum Standards
Difference Between Percentage For African American Students and Percentage For All Other Students
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Grade Tested Students N or % Actual Actual Actual PRELIM ** Projected Projected Projected
African Americans N= 249 249 236 238
Grade 3 Not African American N= 451 395 376 405 i
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 53.0% 45.0% 45.0% 57.0% 49.0% 50.3% 52.1%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 88.7% 84.1% 85.7% 91.9% 87.2% 88.3% 89.2%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -35.7% -39.1% -40.7% -34.9% -38.2% -38.0% -37.0%
African Americans N= 247 271 267 252
Grade 5 Not African American N= 413 422 420 387 i
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 38.0% 52.0% 63.0% 66.0% 60.3% 63.1% 63.1%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 85.9% 86.5% 90.8% 94.1% 90.5% 91.8% 92.1%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -47.9% -34.5% -27.8% -28.1% -30.1% -28.7% -29.0%
African Americans N= 207 256 251 271
Grade 8 Not African American N= 418 417 348 359 I
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 14.0% 24.0% 23.0% 63.0% 36.7% 40.9% 46.9%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 66.3% 72.4% 76.4% 91.1% 80.0% 82.5% 84.5%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -52.3% -48.4% -53.4% -28.1% -43.3% -41.6% -37.6%
African Americans N= 137 141 163 | N's not reported
Grade 11 Not African American N= 479 479 455 by ISBE i
PSAE Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 18.0% 29.0% 17.0% 22.0% 22.7% 20.6% 21.7%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 73.3% 75.6% 86.3% 79.0% 80.3% 81.9% 80.4%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -55.3% -46.6% -69.3% -57.0% -57.6% -61.3% -58.6%

*Reading - ISAT & PSAE actuals are from the ISBEwebsite <http:/jiirc.niu.edu/>. SY2003 is not restated on that website. SY2006 PSAEN's are not reported by ISBE

** SY2006 PSAEN's were not reported by ISBE White results were substituted for "Not Afr Am" in SY2006 PSAEresults only.
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Achievement

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

AccESS

DUTCOMES,

"ISAT & PSAE Science Rates: [V

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding ISBE Curriculum Standards

FaIRNESS

Science - ISAT & PSAE Results

Percentage of Students Meeting or Exceeding lllinois State Curriculum Standards
Difference Between Percentage For African American Students and Percentage For All Other Students
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Grade Tested Students N or % Actual Actual Actual PRELIM ** Projected Projected Projected
African Americans N= 255 254 245 232
Grade 4 Not African American N= 447 431 403 376
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 37.0% 39.0% 49.0% 58.0% 48.7% 51.9% 52.9%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 81.0% 85.1% 92.4% 93.6% 90.4% 92.1% 92.0%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -44.0% -46.1% -43.4% -35.6% -41.7% -40.2% -39.2%
African Americans N = 230 257 264 269
Grade 7 Not African American N= 436 354 368 374
ISAT Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 41.0% 46.0% 47.0% 47.0% 46.7% 46.9% 46.9%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 83.8% 89.1% 81.3% 93.4% 88.0% 87.6% 89.7%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -42.8% -43.1% -34.3% -46.4% -41.3% -40.7% -42.8%
African Americans N= 137 141 163 | N's not reported
Grade 11 Not African American N= 478 478 455 by ISBE |
PSAE Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 15.0% 20.0% 17.0% 13.0% 16.7% 15.6% 15.1%
Not Afr Am Meets or Exceeds Stds % = 69.0% 73.1% 71.3% 74.0% 72.8% 72.7% 73.2%
Percentage Point Diff (MayContain Rounding Error) = -54.0% -53.1% -54.3% -61.0% -56.1% -57.2% -58.1%

* Science - ISAT & PSAE actuals are from the ISBEwebsite <http://iirc.niu.edu/>. SY2003 is not restated on that website. SY2006 PSAEN's are not reported by ISBE.

** SY2006 PSAEN's were not reported by ISBE White results were substituted for "Not Afr Am" in SY2006 PSAEresults only.
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| R |
_ ISAT & PSAE Test Results:

Percentage Meeting or Exceeding ISBE Curriculum Standards

e Reading Results:

While there has been improvement in African American student ‘meets or exceeds’
rates at grades 3, 5, and 8, African American rates project out between 30 to 50
percentage points lower than for Other Students.

e Math Results:

While there has been improvement in African American student ‘meets or exceeds
rates at grades 3, 5, and 8, African American rates project out between 30 to 60
percentage points lower than for Other Students.

e Science Results:

While there has been improvement in African American student ‘meets or exceeds
rates at grades 4 and 7, African American rates project out between 40 to 60

percentage points lower than for Other Students.

e Unless the District implements instructional programs that are highly
effective for African American students as well as for Other students,
African American student ‘meets or exceeds’ rates are not likely to
approximate those for Other Students by SY20009.
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Graduation,
High School Dropouts,
&

Other Withdrawal From High
School

“Inspect
What You
Expect”
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—=4  Graduation & Dropouts:

e In their recent report to the Court, the District states, “The Consent Decree and
EEIP do not include goals for Dropout and Graduation rates. The District addresses
these areas through its Strategic Plan..., Administrator evaluations..., and through
the attendance outreach initiatives described herein.”

e The Monitoring Team cannot determine if these statements are an affirmation of
responsibility for these issues, or an abrogation of responsibility. The Strategic Plan
Is not a legal document or part of the Consent Decree. We have raised our
concerns about TAOEP and the administrator evaluations available to the Monitor.

e We do affirm our belief that graduation is the ultimate responsibility of any school
system, that remedy for African American students in this case must prevent their
leaving school prior to graduation, and that the diploma awarded at graduation to
these students must be recognized as valid and rigorous. We hold that the goal for
graduation of African American students must be the same as that for white
students, and this goal is inherent in the very fiber of the consent decree.
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12 Grade Graduation Rates:
The expectation here would be for African American 12t grade graduation rates to approximate those for all

other 12! grade students.

District Level - Unit 4:

The graduation rates reported here are based on the number of students who entered the
12th grade and subsequently completed the 12th grade in the same academic year. For
SY2006, the graduation rate for African American students was 77.4% compared to 89.3% for
all Other Students, a difference of -11.4 percentage points.

Centennial HS:

For SY2006, the Centennial HS graduation rate for African American students was 85.4%
compared to 89.7% for all Other Students, a difference of -4.3 percentage points.
Central HS:
For SY2006, the Central HS graduation rate for African American students was 78.5%
compared to 93.0% for all Other Students, a difference of -14.5 percentage points.
Unless the District implements instructional programs that are highly effective
for African American high school students as well as for Other high school
students, African American student 12t grader graduation rates are not likely to
approximate those for Other Students by SY2009.
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AnaLvncal CATEGORIES

=1 High School Graduates -
12t Graders

12th Grade Graduation Rates

African American vs. 'All Other' Students By School

12th Grade Graduation Rates
Rounding Error May Result In Some Computations Not Being Exact
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Awverage

FaIRNESS

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Race / 12th Grade
High School Ethnicity Graduates Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am N= 44 70 63 76
Not Afr Am N= 288 267 264 245
Afr Am Rate = 88.0% 78.7% 86.3% 85.4% 83.4% 85.0% 84.6%
Centennial HS Not Afr Am Rate = 93.2% 91.1% 89.8% 89.7% 90.2% 89.9% 90.0%
Diff -5.2% -12.5% -3.5% -4.4% -6.8% -4.9% -5.3%
Afr Am N= 45 90 80 73
Not Afr Am N= 174 204 222 198
Afr Am Rate 69.2% 69.8% 79.2% 78.5% 75.8% 77.8% 77.4%
Central HS Not Afr Am Rate 89.2% 85.7% 90.6% 93.0% 89.8% 91.1% 91.3%
Diff -20.0% -15.9% -11.4% -14.5% -13.9% -13.3% -13.9%
Afr Am N= - 4 4 3
Not Afr Am N= 2 1 1 1
Afr Am Rate 0.0% 26.7% 40.0% 21.4% 29.4% 30.3% 27.0%
All Other Programs Not Afr Am Rate 66.7% 10.0% 20.0% 7.7% 12.6% 13.4% 11.2%
Diff -66.7% 16.7% 20.0% 13.7% 16.8% 16.8% 15.8%
Afr Am N= 89 164 147 152
Not Afr Am N= 464 472 487 444
Afr Am Rate 71.8% 70.4% 79.9% 77.6% 75.9% 77.8% 77.1%
District Not Afr Am Rate 91.5% 87.2% 89.5% 89.0% 88.6% 89.0% 88.9%
Diff -19.7% -16.9% -9.6% -11.4% -12.6% -11.2% -11.8%
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===m Hjgh School Dropouts &
Other Selected Withdrawals:

e The number of HS Dropouts and Other Selected Withdrawals for a school district
provides still another set of critical indicators of how successful that district is in
assisting its students to complete their formal schooling. Failure to complete formal
schooling is an indicator of systemic weaknesses.

e Other Selective Withdrawals include ‘Storefront’, R.E.A.D.Y., and Department of
Corrections (DOC). While these differ somewhat from the standard dropout
categories, they also provide evidence of the District’s ability to retain students to
Graduation.

e Dropouts:

Dropouts have been disproportionately African American, e.g. in SY2006 34% of the high
school student population accounted for 67% of the high school dropouts. Dropouts are
projected to be “Out-of-Bounds” at +30 percentage points.

e Storefront:;

Storefront is a credit-granting program that has been disproportionately African American
and is projected to be “Out-of-Bounds” at +16 to +18 percentage points.
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===2 High School Dropouts &
Other Withdrawals:

e R.EAD.Y.:
R.E.A.D.Y. is a program for students involved with the law or who otherwise would have been
expelled from their home school district. Champaign enrollees at this program have been
disproportionately African American. R.E.A.D.Y. is projected to be “Out-of-Bounds” at +40 to
+50 percentage points.

e DOC (Department of Corrections):

DOC has been disproportionately African American and is projected to be “Out-of-Bounds” at
+50 to +55 percentage points.

e Sub-Total - Selected Withdrawals:

Note that a student can be counted in more than one Selected Withdrawal category so the Sub-
Total is not additive. Counts are unduplicated counts within withdrawal category (i.e. a student is
counted once and only once within withdrawal category no matter how many instances of
withdrawal). In SY2006, 34% of the student population accounted for 69% of the selected
withdrawals. Selected Withdrawals are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at +34 percentage points.

e No-Shows:

Traditionally, the No-Show category has not been included in prior reports, in large part because
the numbers had been relatively small. However, the numbers have increased from 4 cases in
SY2003 to 58 cases in SY2006 when 48% of the cases were African American. For the sake of
transparency, the Monitor suggests that No-Shows be reported among the Selected
Withdrawals.
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===4 High School Dropouts & 02
=1 Other Withdrawals:

e Total - Selected Withdrawals and No-Shows:

In SY2006, 34% of the student population accounted for 63% of the Total Selected
Withdrawals and No-Shows and projections are “Out-of-Bounds” at +30 percentage points.

e Unless the District implements highly effective instructional and supportive
programs to assist students in completing their schooling to graduation,
dropouts and selected withdrawals are likely to be disproportionately African
American and are projected to be “Out-of-Bounds” at +30 percentage points.
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Achievement

I AnaLvncal CATEGORIES

= Withdrawal Rates - Grades 9-12: [j}.

i Note That The Number of Students Is Not Additive Since A Single Student Can Withdraw, Re-Enter, and Withdraw Again
In A Different Category — Counts Are Unduplicated Within Each Category. Note: The expectation here would be that the
percentage of African American 12t grade withdrawals would approximate the percentage of African American

FaIRNESS

enroliment.
Dropouts and Selected Withdrawals From High School - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The High School Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts
SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Selected Withdrawals Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 105 42 53 52
All Students N= 177 68 88 78| Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of -
Dropout Afr Am% of All Students %= 59.3% 61.8% 60.2% 66.7% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 31.4% 31.4% 28.9% 33.1% 31% 31% 32%
Afr Am Students N= 24 15 10 16
All Students N= 49 33 23 29[| oOut-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of -
Storefront Afr Am% of All Students %= 49.0% 45.5% 43.5% 55.206 Bounds Bounds Bounds
Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 21.1% 15.0% 12.2% 21.6% 16% 17% 18%
Afr Am Students N= 10 14 9 14
All Students N= 13 17 9 22 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
R.E.AD.Y. Afr Am% of All Students % = 76.9% 82.4% 100.0% 63.6% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Elementary Level Afr Am Enr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 49.0% 51.9% 68.7% 30.0% 50% 50% 43%
Afr Am Students N= 21 20 7 20
All Students N= 24 26 9 21 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
poc ) Afr Am% of All Students % = 87.5% 76.9% 77.8% 95.2% Bounds Bounds Bounds
[ Department of Corrections ]
Elementary Level Afr Am Enr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 59.6% 46.5% 46.5% 61.6% 52% 53% 55%
Sub-Total: Afr Am Students N= 105 89 77 99
Selected Withdrawals - All Students N= 177 140 120 144 Out-Of- Out-Of- Out-Of-
Unduplicatd Counts - Some Students Afr Am% of All Students % = 59.3% 63.6% 64.2% 68.8% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Were In More Than One Withdrawal Eementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
category Flex Goal +- 15% 31.4% 33.2% 32.8% 35.1% 34% 34% 34%
Afr Am Students N= 1 4 9 28
All Students N= 4 9 16 58 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
No Shows Afr Am% of All Students % = 25.0% 44.4% 56.3% 48.3% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Elementary Level Afr Am Enr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -2.9% 14.0% 24.9% 14.7% 18% 19% 17%
Total: Afr Am Students N= 106 93 86 127
Selected Withdrawals & No All Students N= 181 149 136 202 ]| Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of -
Shows Afr Am% of All Students %= 58.6% 62.4% 63.2% 62.9% Bounds Bounds Bounds
UVCZ' v 'I':iﬂ“i rce"T“h";: (‘Jf:yf“izuri;tf Elementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 27.9% 30.4% 31.3% 33.6%
category Flex Goal +/- 15% 30.7% 32.0% 31.9% 29.3% 31% 31% 30%
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Section 03:
Enrollment & Attendance

“Inspect
What You
Expect”




. Enrollment: 03

e African American Enrollment Percentages - SY2006:

High School African American enroliment percentages (31.2%) continued below the
percentages at Elementary (36.3%) and Middle Schools (41.9%). R.E.A.D.Y. &
Special School African American enroliment percentages (64.5%) were well above
the District average (34.5%).

All elementary schools were within the bounds of racial fairness guidelines during
SY2006 and all are projected to be “In-Bounds” through SY2009.

All middle schools, with the exception of Columbia Center MS, were within the
bounds of racial fairness guidelines during SY2006 and all are projected to be “In-
Bounds” through SY2009. Note that the SY2007 Franklin MS projection is weighted
more heavily to years prior to SY2006 and, hence, projects “Out-of-Bounds” at +15.3
percentage points. The District is expected to complete the controlled choice roll-out
to grade 8 during SY2007 and SY2007 actuals should fall “In-Bounds”.

All high schools, with the exception of Columbia Center HS, were within the bounds
of racial fairness guidelines during SY2006 and are projected to be “In-Bounds”
through SY2009.

Columbia Center MS & Columbia Center HS African American enrollment
percentages have been in the 75% to 95% range since SY2003 and are projected to
be “Out-of-Bounds” at +50 percentage points through SY20009.

R.E.A.D.Y. & Special Schools African American enroliment percentages, with the
exception of Pavilion Day Care, were “Out-Of-Bounds” in SY2006 and are projected
“Out-of-Bounds” at +30 percentage points through SY2009.

Note that Columbia Center and R.E.A.D.Y. primarily serve a disciplinary-problem
population, though some in that population also have Special Education (SPED)
designations. Special Schools primarily serve a SPED population, though some in
that population also have disciplinary problems. As indicated in following sections,
African American enrollments in SPED and discipline are projected to be “Out-of-
Bounds” through SY2009.
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[Enroliment & Attendance

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

DUTCOMES,

'Elementary Schools @ of2) 03

Enrollment Summaries

FaIRNESS

Elementary School Enrollment Summaries - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The Elementary School Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts
Data: EOM April Compiled From YTD June Data Marts

Elementary SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008  SY2009
School Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 128 134 126 119
All Students N= 436 447 440 428 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Barkstall Afr Am % of All Students % = 29.4% 30.0% 28.6% 27.8%
Elementary Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -8.4% -6.5% -7.5% -8.5% -8% -8% -8%
Afr Am Students N= 110 106 118 119
. All Students N= 372 389 412 424 eounds | n-Bounds | In-Bounds
Bottenfield Afr Am % of All Students % = 29.6% 27.2% 28.6% 28.1%
Elementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -8.2% -9.2% -7.5% -8.2% -8% -8% -8%
Afr Am Students N= 152 146 164 151
. All Students N= L7 406 395 378 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Carrie Busey Afr Am % of All Students % = 36.5% 36.0% 41.5% 39.9%
Eementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -1.3% -0.5% 5.4% 3.6% 3% 4% 3%
Afr Am Students N= 149 116 150 162
All Students N= 204 216 309 333 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Stratton Afr Am% of All Students % = 73.0% 53.7% 48.5% 48.6%
Elementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 35.3% 17.2% 12.4% 12.3% 14% 13% 13%
Afr Am Students N= 208 200 188 174
All Students N= 485 463 437 410 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Dr. Howard Afr Am % of All Students % = 42.9% 43.2% 43.0% 42.4%
Elementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 5.2% 6.7% 6.9% 6.1% 7% % 6%
Afr Am Students N= 181 168 146 133
. All Students N= 378 362 338 318 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Garden Hills Afr Am% of All Students % = 47.9% 46.4% 43.2% 41.8%
Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 10.2% 9.9% 7.1% 5.5% 7% 7% 7%
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[Enroliment & Attendance

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

AccESS

DUTCOMES,

'Elementary Schools ¢ or 2 03

Enrollment Summaries

FaIRNESS

Elementary School Enroliment Summaries - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The Elementary School Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts
Data: EOM April Compiled From YTD June Data Marts

Elementary SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 160 142 130 151
All Students N= 410 386 870 394 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Kenwood Afr Am % of All Students % = 39.0% 36.8% 35.1% 38.3%
Elementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 1.3% 0.3% -1.0% 2.0% 0% 0% 1%
Afr Am Students N= 140 150 134 143
All Students N= 500 500 503 49 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Robeson Afr Am % of All Students % = 28.0% 30.0% 26.6% 28.8%
Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -9.7% -6.5% -9.5% -7.5% -8% -8% -8%
Afr Am Students N= 78 75 79 81
) All Students N= 281 275 213 268 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
South Side Afr Am % of All Students % = 27.8% 27.3% 28.9% 30.2%
Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -10.0% -9.2% -7.2% -6.1% -8% 7% 7%
Afr Am Students N= 145 136 107 111
B.T. All Students N= 329 307 273 281 In-Bounds | In-Bounds | In-Bounds
; Afr Am % of All Students % = 44.1% 44.3% 39.2% 44.2%
Washington Hementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 6.4% 7.8% 3.1% 7.9% 6% 6% 7%
Afr Am Students N= 136 146 154 142
. All Students N= 395 411 391 392 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Westview Afr Am % of All Students % = 34.4% 35.5% 39.4% 36.2%
Eementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -3.3% -1.0% 3.3% -0.1% 1% 1% 1%
Afr Am Students N= 1,587 1,519 1,496 1,486
All Students N= 4,207 4,162 4,141 4,092 In-Bounds | n-Bounds | In-Bounds
TotalL Afr Am % of All Students % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
BEementary Level Afr AmEnr % % = 37.7% 36.5% 36.1% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 0% 0%

03 Enroliment & Attendance - 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 41



AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

DUTCOMES,

FaIRNESS

'Middle Schools:

Enrollment Summaries

[Enroliment & Attendance

03

Middle School Enrollment Summaries - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The Middle School Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts
Data: EOM April Compiled From YTD June Data Marts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008  SY2009
Middle School Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 191 229 230 264
. All Students N= 611 683 682 694 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Edison Afr Am % of All Students % = 31.3% 33.5% 33.7% 38.0%
Middle Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -6.0% -6.6% -6.9% -3.8% -6% -6% -5%
Afr Am Students N= 291 351 307 315
All Students N= 563 594 532 610 Out-Of-
. In-Bounds In-Bounds
Franklin Afr Am % of All Students % = 51.7% 59.1% 57.7% 51.6% Bounds
Middle Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 14.4% 19.0% 17.1% 9.8% 15.3% 14% 13%
Afr Am Students N= 224 215 226 245
All Students N= 84 735 709 692 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Jefferson Afr Am % of All Students % = 28.6% 29.3% 31.9% 35.4%
Middle Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -8.7% -10.9% -8.8% -6.4% -9% -8% -8%
Afr Am Students N= 44 22 33 21
All Students N= 53 25 35 23| oOut-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of -
Columbia Ctr. Afr Am % of All Students % = 83.0% 88.0% 94.3% 91.3% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Middle Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 45.7% 47.9% 53.6% 49.5% 50% 51% 50%
Afr Am Students N= 750 817 796 845
All Students N= 2,011 2,037 1,958 2019 | aounds | in-Bounds | In-Bounds
Total Afr Am % of All Students % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Middle Level Afr Am Enr % % = 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 0% 0%
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CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

DUTCOMES,

'Middle Schools - Grade 08: [Ik!

Grade 8 at Franklin and Columbia Center African American enrolliments remained out-of-bounds during SY2006.
Controlled choice expands to grade 8 during SY2007, so Franklin’s African American enrollment is expected to be in-
bounds in SY2007 and thereafter. Columbia Ctr. MS African American enrollments remain out-of-bounds.

FaIRNESS

8th Grade Middle Schools

African American Student Enroliment Percentages -
Month by Month Comparison

Grade 08 - African American Enrolliment Percentage by Month
Middle Schools - SY2005

Rexble Goal Range (+- 15%) Indicated by Yellow "Trend Line" & "Brmor Bars”

=S
07 Feb 10 May 11 Jun

% 40% 41% 41% 41% 41% 419% 41% 41% 419 419% 41% . Nictr
SY2006 Afr Am % o o o o @ o o o o o o Source. DIStrICt EOY
SY2006 Edison MS AA% 35% 35% 36% 7% 37% 37% 7% 35% 37% 7% 37% .

i (74 o 0 (7 0 (74 0 o 0, 0, 0, Report, VerSIOn 21
SY2006 Franklin MS AA% 64% 54% 65% 55% 56% 55% 55% 54% 53% 53% 53%
SY2006 Jefferson VB AA% 30% 30% 0% 20% 20% 0% 20% 20% 29% 2% 2% July 2006, p. 64.
SY2006 Columbia Cir VB AA%|  92% 93% 93% 93% 93% 91% 91% 2% 92% 85% 85%

Month
Prepared by CU4 Information Services/ Equity and
District EOY Report — June SY2006 Achievement Departments 64
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AccESS

DUTCOMES,

03

'High Schools:

Enrollment Summaries

High School Enroliment Summaries - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The High School Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts
Data: EOM April Compiled From YTD June Data Marts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007  SY2008 SY2009
High School Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 45 22 35 30
All Students N= 56 29 46 34 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
Columbia Ctr. Afr Am% of All Students 9 = 80.4% 75.9% 76.1% 88.2% Bounds Bounds Bounds
High School Level Afr Am Enr % % = 25.9% 27.9% 28.6% 31.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 54.4% 48.0% 47.4% 57.0% 51% 52% 53%
Afr Am Students N= 288 316 333 367
. All Students N= 1,360 1,387 1,442 1,432 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Centennial Afr Am% of All Students % = 21.2% 22.8% 23.1% 25.6%
High School Level Afr Am Enr % % = 25.9% 27.9% 28.6% 31.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -4.8% -5.1% -5.6% -5.6% -5% -6% -6%
Afr Am Students N= 346 417 425 455
All Students N= 1,201 1,289 1,280 1,264 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Central Afr Am % of All Students % = 28.8% 32.4% 33.2% 36.0%
High School Level Afr Am Enr % % = 25.9% 27.9% 28.6% 31.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 2.9% 4.4% 4.6% 4.8% 5% 5% 5%
Afr Am Students N= 679 755 793 852
All Students N= 2,617 2,705 2,768 2,730 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Total Afr Am % of All Students % = 25.9% 27.9% 28.6% 31.2%
High School Level Afr AmEnr % % = 25.9% 27.9% 28.6% 31.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 0% 0%
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| R | - B}
R.E.A.D.Y. & Special Schools: 03

== Enrollment Summaries

Special School Enrollment Summaries - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American School Percentage and African American Percentage At The District Lewel
Projections Via Most Recent 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts
Data: EOM April Compiled From YTD June Data Marts

Special SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Students N= 29 37 36 31
All Students N= 34 41 39 39 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
R.E.A.D.Y. Afr Am % of All Students % = 85.3% 90.2% 92.3% 79.5% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 50.8% 55.1% 57.8% 44.3% 52% 51% 49%
Afr Am Students N= 19 17 20 22
. All Students N= 26 28 30 30 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
Circle Afr Am% of All Students 9% = 73.1% 60.7% 66.7% 73.3% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Academy Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 38.6% 25.6% 32.2% 38.1% 32% 34% 35%
Afr Am Students N= 3 5 5 4
Paw ! IOI.’] All Students N= l 12 13 15 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Residential Afr Am % of All Students % = 42.9% 41.7% 38.5% 26.7%
SPED Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 8.3% 6.5% 4.0% -8.6% 1% -1% -3%
Afr Am Students N= 16 14 16 14
- All Students N= 24 21 23 21 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
Pavilion Cay
Afr Am % of All Students % = 66.7% 66.7% 69.6% 66.7% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Care Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 32.1% 31.5% 35.1% 31.4% 33% 33% 32%
Afr Am Students N= 5 5 - -
All Students N= 18 14 5 5 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
All Others Afr Am% of All Students 9% = 27.8% 35.7% 0.0% 0.0% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -6.7% 0.6% -34.5% -35.2% -23% -31% -30%
Afr Am Students N= 72 78 77 71
All Students N= 109 116 110 110 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
Total Afr Am% of All Students 9 = 66.1% 67.2% 70.0% 64.5% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Special School Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.1% 34.5% 35.2%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 31.5% 32.1% 35.5% 29.3% 32% 32% 31%
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—= Attendance lIssues: 03

Average Daily Attendance Percentage (ADA%) and Instructional Days Attended

e In SY2006, ADA% did not reach 95% at any school level:

Elementary Schools = 94.7% [Only ‘Not African American’ ADA% was above 95%, see table]
Middle Schools = 93.6%
High Schools = 92.2%
District Total = 93.1%

e In SY2006, African American ADA% was lower than the ADA% for all Other

Students:

Elementary Schools = 93.7% [-1.7% lower than the 95.3% for Other Students, rounding error]
Middle Schools = 92.4% [-2.0% lower than the 94.5% for Other Students , rounding error]
High Schools = 85.8% [-6.4% lower than the 92.3% for Other Students , rounding error]
District Total = 91.2% [-3.0% lower than the 92.3% for Other Students , rounding error]

e Please note that while 2% to 6% differences might not seem very large, they do
reflect educationally important fewer Instructional Days Attended for African
American students

Elementary Schools = 149 [8 fewer Instructional Days Attended than the 157 for Other Students]
Middle Schools = 144 [11 fewer Instructional Days Attended than the 155 for Other Students]
High Schools = 129 [17 fewer Instructional Days Attended than the 146 for Other Students]
District Total = 142 [11 fewer Instructional Days Attended than the 153 for Other Students]
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. Average Daily Attendance % : 03

By Race/Ethnicity For School Levels

FaIRNESS

Attendance Metrics - Average Daily Attendance

African American vs. All Other Students By School Level
Average Daily Attendance Percentage (Days Attended Divided By Days Enrolled)
Rounding Error May Result In Some Computations Not Being Exact
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average

Race / SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Level Ethnicity Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am N= 1,714 1,671 1,600 1,612
Not Afr Am N= 2,870 2,801 2,770 2,755
Hementary Afr Am Rate = 93.4% 93.8% 94.0% 93.7% 93.8% 93.9% 93.6%
Schools Not Afr Am Rate = 95.0% 95.3% 95.4% 95.3% 95.4% 95.4% 95.3%
Diff -1.5% -1.6% -1.4% -1.7% -1.5% -1.5% -1.7%
N= 805 879 852 935
N= 1,325 1,282 1,218 1,246
Afr Am Rate = 92.3% 93.1% 92.6% 92.4% 92.7% 92.3% 92.2%
Middle Schools  Not Afr Am Rate = 93.9% 94.3% 94.2% 94.5% 94.3% 94.3% 94.3%
Diff -1.6% -1.2% -1.6% -2.0% -1.6% -2.0% -2.1%
N= 810 898 930 1,025
N= 2,185 2,114 2,115 2,071
Afr Am Rate = 87.0% 87.9% 88.2% 85.8% 87.3% 86.9% 86.5%
High Schools Not Afr Am Rate = 92.2% 92.4% 92.3% 92.3% 92.3% 92.2% 92.0%
Diff -5.2% -4.5% -4.1% -6.4% -5.0% -5.3% -5.6%
N= 3,329 3,448 3,382 3,570
N= 6,380 6,197 6,103 6,071
Afr Am Rate = 91.6% 92.1% 92.1% 91.2% 91.8% 91.6% 91.3%
District Not Afr Am Rate = 93.8% 94.1% 94.1% 94.1% 94.1% 94.1% 94.0%
Diff -2.2% -2.0% -2.0% -3.0% -2.3% -2.5% -2.7%
N= Afr Am N= 3,329 3,448 3,382 3,570
Unduplicated  Not Afr Am N= 6,380 6,197 6,103 6,071
Student Count Total 9,709 9,645 9,485 9,641
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Average Days Attended 03

By Race/Ethnicity For School Levels

AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

DUTCOMES,

FaIRNESS

Attendance Metrics - Average Days Attended

African American vs. All Other Students By School Level

Average Days Attended (ADA)
Rounding Error May Result In Some Computations Not Being Exact
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average

Race / SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Level Ethnicity Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am N= 1,714 1,671 1,600 1,612
Not Afr Am N= 2,870 2,801 2,770 2,755
Hementary Afr Am ADA = 148 148 151 149 149 150 149
Schools Not Afr Am ADA = 150 156 158 157 157 157 157
Diff ) (8) () (8) (8) (8) (8)
Afr Am N= 805 879 852 935
Not Afr Am N= 1,325 1,282 1,218 1,246
Afr Am ADA = 151 152 152 144 149 148 146
Middle Schools  Not Afr Am ADA = 156 156 157 155 156 156 155
Diff (5) (5) (5) (11) () (8) 9)
Afr Am N= 810 898 930 1,025
Not Afr Am N= 2,185 2,114 2,115 2,071
Afr Am ADA = 133 136 135 129 133 132 131
High Schools Not Afr Am ADA = 147 151 152 146 150 149 148
Diff (14) (16) (17) (17) (16) (17) (17)
Afr Am N= 3,329 3,448 3,382 3,570
Not Afr Am N= 6,380 6,197 6,103 6,071
Afr Am ADA = 145 146 147 142 145 144 143
District Not Afr Am ADA = 150 155 155 153 154 154 154
Diff (5) 9) 9) (11) 9) (10) (10)
N= Afr Am N= 3,329 3,448 3,382 3,570
Unduplicated Not Afr Am N= 6,380 6,197 6,103 6,071
Student Count Total 9,709 9,645 9,485 9,641
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GORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

Attendance Program Issues: 03

Average Daily Attendance Percentage (ADA%) and Instructional Days Attended

e For the second successive year the District did not include sufficient information
in the District data marts to allow the District's TAEOP attendance improvement
program results to be reviewed and audited by the monitor. In SY2005, the
District entered no TAEOP participation data in the data marts. While the
SY2006 data marts at least did “flag” students as TAEOP patrticipants, the
SY2006 start/stop dates for student participation were not recorded in the data
marts. As a result it remains impossible for the monitor to audit TAEOP results
and verify the District's pre-/post- attendance claims.

The monitor considers the lack of auditable TAOEP data for the 2nd successive
school year to be a serious finding.

The monitor asks that the District re-examine the decision not to include TAOEP
program start dates for SY2006 participants.

The monitor asks the District to provide, retrospectively, program start and termination
dates for each student participant during the SY2006 school.

The monitor asks the District to provide, prospectively, program start and termination
dates for this or any other such program for each remaining year in the program for
the duration of the consent decree.
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e 1 Envollment & Attendance
E= Attendance Program Issues:

uuuuuuu |

===l Average Daily Attendance Percentage (ADA%) and Instructional Days Attended

e Unless the District implements highly effective (and auditable) programs
designed to improve ADA% and Instructional Days Attended for African
American students, the District is unlikely to reach 95% ADA at any

school level.

e Such highly effective (and auditable) programs must also address
curriculum and instructional programs, as well as school climate and
discipline issues since they also impact students’ willingness and ability

to attend upon instruction.
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Section 04.:
Gifted & Talented

The following tables depict the distribution of all African American student participation in Gifted and Talented programs at the
Elementary and Middle School levels. The distribution of gifted participation for any racial/ethnic group would be expected to
approximate the percentage that racial/ethnic group represents of the school level. To measure progress, a +/- 15% boundary has
been used. Any African American Gifted distribution falling within +/-15% of the proportion of African American course enrollment is
highlighted and projected as “In-Bounds”. Any African American Gifted distribution outside of the +/-15% boundary is projected as “Out-

of-Bounds”.

Gifted & Talented

“Inspect 0 4

What You

AnaLrmical CATEGORIES
HAMPAIGN COMMUNITY ScHOOL:
, , AccEss
xpect =
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Gifted & Talented

Gifted Program Issues:

e Self-Contained Gifted Programs:

As the name suggests, students obtain all gifted instructional services in a self-contained
classroom, surrounded by other gifted or talented students.

The increase in gifted participation in the self-contained classroom at Stratton is
commendable. Yet the other three self-contained programs are not within the racial
fairness guidelines and show little movement toward achieving such status.

Unless the District implements a (perhaps redesigned) Self-Contained Gifted program that
is highly effective and highly attractive to African American students and their families in
schools other than Stratton Elementary, African American student participation likely will
continue “Out-of-Bounds” at -20 percentage points through SY2009.
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DUTCOMES,

FaRNESS

African American Enrollment Distribution SY2006:

SY2006 Self-
Contained Gifted

programs were at Dr.

Howard, Garden
Hills, Stratton and
Washington.

o In May SY2006, Dr.
Howard’s program
was 13.4% African
American.

e InMay SY2006,

Garden Hills’ programﬁ'f

was 9.4% African
American.

o In May SY2008,
Washington’s
program was 12.5%
African American.

o In May SY20086,
Stratton’s program
was 33.3% African
American.

* The data for May
should not be
different from June.

Self Contained Gifted Program:

African American Enrollment Distribution SY2006:

03-Self-Contained Gifted

African American Enrollment Percentage by Month

Elementary Schools - Grades K-5- June YTD 2006

Flexible Goal Range (+- 15%) Indicated by Yellow "Trend Line” & "Brror Bars”

ISelf Contained Gifted Program:

100%
T
80% tEE e T
oo s e e e G el e s s e e U S e S s e e i i e
B L e
E oo, 4 A R e N . T T R e R e
40%, | B
0% - S e R N e T e e e T T
T e et e e e |
o Jll """""""""""" T i
0% - -
ES Afr Am |BARKSTAL |BOTTENFIE| CARRE HONARD GARCEN |KENAOOD| ROBESCN | SOUTH | STRATTON| WASHNGT| WESTVIBW
Br % LES LDES BLEEY BES - HLLSES™ (=] == SCEES ES* ONES™ (=5

Afr AmAwvg | 36.2% 362X B2 36.2% 362% 36.2% 36.2% 3B.2% 36.2% 36 2% 36.2% 36.2%

m (2 Sep 16.2% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 13.1% 87% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 29.%% 14.0% 0.0%

m 03 Cct 16.3% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 13.1% 88% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 29.%% 14.3% 0.0%

m 06 .Jan 16.7% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 13.1% 91% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 30.5% 14.0% 0.0%

m 08 Mar 16.8% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 134% 90% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 324% 11.9% 0.0%

m 10 May 17.2% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 134% 94% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 33.3% 125% 0.0%

Schodl
Prepared by CU4 Information Services
& Equity and Achievement 398

District EOY Report — June SY2006
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Report, Version 2, July
2006, p. 398.
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AnaLvncal CATEGORIES

CHAMPAGH

DUTCOMES,

FaRNESS

Elementary School Gifted Programs

Difference Between African American Percentage of Gifted Programs and African American Percentage of Elementary School Enrollment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts

EOM June SY2006

== Elementary Gifted Programs:

I AccESS

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Level Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Participants N= 36 37 37 46
Self-Contained Al Partfc?patns N= 242 257 258 267 Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds
Gifted Afr Am % of All Participants % = 14.9% 14.4% 14.3% 17.2%
Afr AmEnr % % = 37.5% 36.3% 36.3% 36.5%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -22.6% -21.9% -22.0% -19.3% -21% -21% -20%
Afr Am Participants N= 267 258 292 370
Acf’:ldem ic All Part?c?patns N= 986 960 948 1,086 In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Enrichment |Afr Am% of All Participants % = 27.1% 26.9% 30.8% 34.1%
Programs Afr AmEnr % % = 37.5% 36.3% 36.3% 36.5%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -10.4% -9.4% -5.5% -2.5% -6% -5% -4%
Afr Am Participants N= 16 6
Other All Participatns N= 36 18 0 Programs No Programs No Programs No
Enrichment |Afr Am% of All Participants % = A4.4% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% Longer Offered | Longer Offered | Longer Offered
Programs Afr AmEnr % % = 37.5% 36.3%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 6.9% -3.0%
Afr Am Participants N= 319 301 329 416
Total All Partfcipatns N= 1,264 1,235 1,206 1,353 In-Bounds In-Bounds n-Bounds
El ementary Afr Am % of All Participants 0 = 25.2% 24.4% 27.3% 30.7%
Gifted Afr AmEnr % % = 37.5% 36.3% 36.3% 36.5%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -12.3% -11.9% -9.0% -5.8% -9% -8% -8%

Gifted & Talented

04

e Self-Contained Gifted programs are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at least -20 percentage points through SY2009.
e Academic Enrichment program are projected “In-Bounds” at least -4 percentage points through SY2009.

e The large N in the Academic Enrichment Program offsets the much smaller N in Self-Contained programs.
Total Elementary Gifted programs are projected “In-Bounds” at least -8 percentage points through SY2009.

e  However, is this offset appropriate in light of the Consent Decree? Is it appropriate in terms of program rigor
and fidelity of implementation?
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= Academic Enrichment 04
""""""" Gifted Program Issues:

e Academic Enrichment Gifted Programs:
We have questions regarding the Elementary school enrichment program.

Specifically what are the “enrichment” programs as a specific gifted treatment within the
requirements of the Consent Decree?

Participation in the Enrichment Program should be reported as a component of the
Consent Decree monitoring and the extent to which students in these enrichment programs
have educational trajectories comparable to their peers in the self-contained gifted
programs should be noted .

Does the Academic Enrichment Gifted program yield educational results for African
American participants approaching those in self-contained gifted programs? If so, should
resources be redirected toward enrichment programs? If not, should resources be
redirected toward self-contained programs?
e The following recommendations are reiterated verbatim from the 34 Monitoring
Report:

The monitor recommends that Unit 4 examine the efficacy of using enrichment programs to
increase the number of African American students in Gifted and Talented programs.

The District has adopted the Academic Enrichment Model at significant expense.

Has the Unit 4 Academic Enrichment Model implementation resulted in a program with the
same rigor for an increased African American population as the self-contained program?

The District has not yet addressed this last question adequately.

04 Gifed & Talented - 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 55



Gifted & Talented

E==EE QY2006 Gifted & Talented: 04

QuTCOMES |

= Elementary Screening

e There is evidence here that not all 1st graders are tested, especially if they enter
Champaign Unit 4 Elementary schools after October of the school year.

e Our concern is that this does not indicate fidelity of implementation with the District's
commitment to testing all students in the first grade no matter when they enroll.

e This issue has been raised in prior monitoring reports.

e We note that this could lead to under-representation and or under-inclusion of African
American students and others.

Enter * Ent_Mon * NNAT SY2006 Crosstabulation

Count
Ent_Mon

NNAT SY 2006 Aug-Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr Total

Not Screened Enter 01 - Original Entry 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
02 - Qut of State 0 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 9
03 - Moved To USA 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 4
04 - ILL Out of District 1 0 1 3 4 0 6 4 19
05 - Non Public School 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
06 - In District Transfer
14 - From Home School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
16 - From Sabbatical
90 - Rollover Prv Yr 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24

Total 32 1 2 5 9 2 6 65

Screened Enter 01 - Original Entry 43 3 46
02 - Out of State 6 1 7
03 - Moved To USA
04 - ILL Out of District 13 3 16
05 - Non Public School 4 0 4
06 - In District Transfer 19 1 20
14 - From Home School
16 - From Sabbatical 1 0 1
90 - Rollover Prv Yr 561 0 561

Total 647 8 655
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Elementary School
Gifted Program Screening:

e Though the number of students not tested formally might seem small, the
percentage of African American students in self-contained gifted programs is
disproportionately low. One would think that the District would make every
effort to test all children.

e Of particular concern is that the fact of untested children was not picked up at
any administrative level within the District, despite this issue being raised in
prior monitoring reports. It is troubling that the District has not yet internalized
the slogan “Inspect what you expect”.

e Thisis indicative of a culture where follow through is lacking once procedural
responsibility moves from central office to the schools.
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Elementary School
Gifted Program Screening:

e The following recommendations are reiterated verbatim from the 3@ Monitoring
Report:

The monitor recommends that Unit 4 re-examine the efficacy of its efforts
to screen all 1st grade students for Gifted and Talented programs.

The District should monitor the actual screening processes and report out
guarterly on the students actually administered screening instruments and
on those not administered screening instruments. Reasons for not
screening certain students should be analyzed and reported quarterly.

The District also should reconsider Gifted screening practices for new
students entering the District for the first time irrespective of grade level.
Such practices should be specified and actual practice should be analyzed
and reported quarterly.

04 Gifed & Talented - 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 58



=== QY2006 Gifted & Talented:

uuuuuuu

District EQY Report — June SY2006

sssssss

The District continued to comply with the Court Monitor's request
that all first graders be tested, including those entering after the
District’'s annual test date. The first graders were screened in
October with the Naglieri Non-Verbal Assessment (NNAT). Six
hundred fifty-six first grade students were tested; the enroliment at

Gifted Screening

the September 30 benchmark was 661.

The buildings are given a two week testing window to administer
the NNAT. New students coming after this timeframe are being
screened with the NNAT by the enrichment specialists in each
building during the January testing period. Students with IEPs are
also monitored. For the 2006-07 school year, the Director will
require monthly updates from the Technology Information
Department of new students entering after the testing dates to

ensure all students will be screened.

04 Gifed & Talented - 4th Monitoring Report

Prepared by CU4 Information Services
& Equity and Achievement

Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent

Source: District

EOY Report,

Version 2, July
2006, p. 408.

Gifted & Talented

04

The District
attempted to address
the screening issues
for SY2007 in the
District's EOY Report
by requiring a new
set of monthly
reports from IT.

This does not seem
to be an adequate
response to this
Issue.
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""""""" Gifted Program Issues:

e The Middle school Gifted Program appears to have evolved into an honors
program.

e While this would be acceptable if it corresponded to a proposed plan, we have no
documentation or written discussion of such a change. The District should
document the thinking on this change and prepare a set of implementation plans.

e The overall Middle School Gifted (Honors?) program is projected “Out-of-Bounds” at
least -19 percentage points through SY2009.

Only the relatively small (SY2006 Total N=44) Reading/Social Studies program is projected
“In-Bounds” through SY2009 at -2 percentage points.

The larger Math/Science (SY2006 Total N=221) and Math/Science & Reading/Social
Studies (SY2006 Total N=514) both are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at least -20 percentage
points through SY20009.

e Unless the District implements a (perhaps redesigned) Middle School Gifted
(Honors) program that is highly effective and highly attractive to African
American students and their families, African American student participation
likely will continue “Out-of-Bounds” at -19 percentage points through SY2009.

04 Gifed & Talented - 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 60



AnaLvncal CATEGORIES
CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

AccESS

DUTCOMES,

FaIRNESS

Middle School Gifted Programs
Difference Between African American Percentage of Gifted Programs and African American Percentage of Elementary School Enroliment

EOM June SY2006

Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts

' Middle School Gifted Program:

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Level Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am Participants N= 3 - 45 53
Middle School All Participatns =
. I fp N 10 6 254 221 Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds
Math/Science |Afr Am% of All Participants % = 30.0% 0.0% 17.7% 24.0%
Gifted Afr AmEnr % % = 37.2% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -7.2% -40.1% -23.0% -17.9% -27% -23% -23%
Afr Am Participants N= 24 17 28 20
Middle School All Participatns N= 217 143 71 44
. . In-Bounds In-Bounds In-Bounds
Reading/Soc |Afr Am% of All Participants % = 11.1% 11.9% 39.4% 45.5%
St Gifted Afr AmEnr % % = 37.2% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -26.2% -28.2% -1.3% 3.6% -9% -2% -2%
Afr Am Participants N= 24 12 57 130
MS Math/Sci & All Participatns =
f !p N 152 2 404 514 Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds
Rdg/Soc St [Afr Am% of All Participants % = 15.8% 16.7% 14.1% 25.3%
Gifted Afr AmEnr % % = 37.2% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -21.5% -23.4% -26.6% -16.6% -22% -22% -20%
Afr Am Participants N= 10 9 5 -
. All Participatns N= 41 18 8 - Programs No Programs No Programs No
Other Gifted .
Programs Afr Am % of All Participants % = 24.4% 50.0% 62.5% 0.0% Longer Offered | Longer Offered | Longer Offered
Afr AmEnr % % = 37.2% 40.1% 40.7%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -12.9% 9.9% 21.8%
Afr Am Participants N= 61 38 135 203
. All Participatns =
Total Middle I !p N 420 239 37 9 Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds | Out-Of-Bounds
. Afr Am % of All Participants % = 14.5% 15.9% 18.3% 26.1%
School Gifted
Afr AmEnr % % = 37.2% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% -22.7% -24.2% -22.4% -15.8% -21% -20% -19%
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Section 05:
Special Education

The following tables depict the distribution of all African American student participation in SPED programs. The distribution of SPED
participation for any racial/ethnic group would be expected to approximate the percentage that racial/ethnic group represents of the
school level. To measure progress, a +/- 15% boundary has been used. Any African American SPED distribution falling within +/-15%
of the proportion of African American course enrollment is highlighted and projected as “In-Bounds”. Any African American SPED
distribution outside of the +/-15% boundary is projected as “Out-of-Bounds”.

Special Education

“Inspect
What You

AnaLrmical CATEGORIES
HAMPAIGN COMMUNITY ScHOOL:
, , AccEss
xpect =

FNF(NEEEI
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Special Education

l Special Education: 05

The Consent Decree and EEIP require that the racial imbalances in placement
in Special Education be eliminated to the extent practicable and that Special
Education services be operated in a non-discriminatory manner.

The District has initiated several procedures and activities that show promise:
Appointment of a Special Education Task Force;

Analysis of plans (IEPS—Chicago State);

Continued examination of BST process; and

School-based training/professional development activities.

Our concern is that the progress to date, even given the above-mentioned
iImprovements, still demonstrates significant disparity at school levels and in
specific categories of Special Education.

While the aggregate overall percentage for SPED might suggest the District
satisfies racial fairness guidelines by falling within the +/- 15% boundaries, using
the aggregate masks the substantial disparity at secondary schools and special
schools.
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Special Education

Special Education: 05

o Our understanding of Federal law suggests that lumping Special Education
categories as one is inappropriate.
o We are particularly concerned that the Mental Impairment , Specified Learning

Disability, Behavioral-Emotional, and Speech-Language programs show specific
disparities at most school levels.

o While progress is significant at the elementary school level, especially for
Speech and Language, the other SPED categories show persistent dispatrities.
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Prior monitoring reports have used charts

similar to this example.

The bars on the chart represent (a) the
percentage of African American Learning

Disability enroliment

Learning Disability - African American Perecentage of SPED Enrollment - MS Level
Flexible Goal Range (+/- 15%) Indicated by Yellow 'Trend Line' and 'Error Bars'

The yellow horizontal line represents (b)
the overall percentage distribution of all

African American MS enrollees.

The last line on the table is the difference
between (a) and (b) and often is
referenced as the “+/- 15% Flex Goal
Status”. The represents the distance of
each bar (a) from the horizontal line (b).
The yellow vertical lines found at each
year represent +/-15% from the horizontal
line (b) — the African American proportion

of all math grades.

The yellow combined yellow lines
sometimes are called “fish bones”.

The term “In-Bounds”
is used when the bars
(a) are within the +/-
15% boundaries.

The term “ Out-of-
Bounds” is used
when the bars (a) are
not within the +/-15%
boundaries.

100%

Middle School Specified Learning Disability

This is an example of generally “In-Bounds” actual and projected SPED program participation.

SY2003 Restated to SY2006 Actuals - 3-Year Moving Average Extended Through SY2009

Special Education

90% -

80% -

70% -

60% -

50% -

Percentage

40% -

30% -

20%

10% -

0% -

SY 2003 Enroliment
Percentage Restated

B 51.6%

SY 2004 Enrolliment
Percentage Actual

SY 2005 Enrollment
Percentage Actual

SY 2006 Enrollment
Percentage Actual

SY 2007 Enroliment
Percentage [Proj]

SY 2008 Enrollment
Percentage [Proj]

SY 2009 Enroliment
Percentage [Proj]

Actual
AA Enr N[Actual] 747 816 796 845
Total Enr N [Actual] 2,004 2,035 1,955 2,019
Avg AA Enr % [Actual] 37.3% 40.1% 40.7% 41.9%
AA SPED N [Actual] 102 112 117 143
Total SPED N [Actual] 186 217 221 247

B AA SPED % [Actual]
Avg AA Enr % [Projected]
= AA SPED % [Projected]

54.8%

51.6%

52.9%

57.9%

40.9%
54.1%

41.2%
55.0%

41.3%
55.7%

+/- 15% Flex Goal Status

17.6%

11.5%

12.2%

16.0%

13.3%

13.8%

14.4%

/ 77

Scnoor vear

These are the difference values displayed on the summary tables.
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FaIRNESS

SPED +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American SPED Enroliment Percentage and African American Percentage of District Enroliment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average
In Bounds Periods (Those In Which The +/- 15% Goal Is Achieved) Are Highlighted

Afr Am Actual
Average N= SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
(Rounding Error) Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
ES 44 31.2% 31.6% 30.4% 31.0% 31% 31% 31%
Mental MS 40 36.3% 41.7% 31.4% 26.3% 33% 30% 30%
Impairment HS 33 30.7% 27.5% 38.8% 40.9% 36% 38% 38%
SPEC 6 15.7% 22.1% 14.7% 22.8% 20% 19% 21%
District 122 31.7% 33.0% 32.8% 32.5% 32% 33% 33%
ES 154 15.3% 22.1% 22.0% 22.3% 22% 22% 22%
Specified MS 119 17.6% 11.5% 12.2% 16.0% 13% 14% 14%
Learning HS 90 20.2% 18.4% 18.9% 20.8% 19% 20% 20%
Disability SPEC 13 42.2% 47.3% 44.7% 55.6% 49% 50% 52%
District 375 17.8% 18.6% 18.8% 20.9% 19% 19% 20%
ES 21 22.9% 21.4% 28.0% 29.2% 26% 28% 28%
Behavior - MS 11 6.5% 12.8% 22.9% 6.4% 14% 14% 12%
Emotional HS 8 7.8% 14.3% 19.0% 25.0% 19% 21% 22%
SPEC 30 26.4% 27.7% 24.3% 20.2% 24% 23% 22%
District 71 21.1% 21.7% 24.1% 18.4% 21% 21% 21%
ES 123 3.7% 0.3% 3.1% 1.5% 2% 2% 2%
Speech - MS 18 16.6% 9.9% 20.8% 18.1% 16% 18% 18%
La‘;guage HS 6 -25.5% 50.0% 38.1% 25.0% 38% 34% 32%
SPEC 0 65.7% DNA DNA DNA DNA DNA DNA
District 148 8.7% 4.0% 7.2% 4.0% 6% 5% 6%
ES 17 -3.0% -11.0% -10.9% -11.3% -11% -11% -11%
All Other MS 9 6.7% -8.1% -7.4% -3.4% -6% -6% -5%
SPED HS 9 3.9% -0.2% 2.5% -9.3% -2% -3% -5%
Programs SPEC 2 -34.3% -22.6% -18.6% -13.4% -18% -17% -16%
District 34 -3.6% -8.6% -7.6% -8.3% 7% -8% -8%
ES 359 11.3% 11.6% 11.8% 10.8% 11% 11% 11%
MS 196 19.3% 14.8% 15.9% 15.3% 15% 16% 15%
All SPED HS 144 19.3% 18.8% 21.1% 22.1% 21% 21% 21%
SPEC 50 24.6% 26.0% 24.0% 22.8% 24% 24% 24%
District 750 16.0% 15.1% 15.8% 15.4% 16% 15% 16%
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e Mental Impairment Programs:

SY2006 African American enrollments in Mental Impairment SPED Programs were “Out-
of-Bounds” at +23 to +41 percentage points and are projected “Out-of-Bounds” through
SY2009 for each school level — elementary, middle, high, and special schools.

e Specified Learning Disability Programs:

SY2006 African American enrollments in Specified Learning Disability SPED Programs
were “Out-of-Bounds” at +16 to +56 percentage points and are projected “Out-of-Bounds”
at the elementary, high, and special school levels. Only the middle school level is
projected “In-Bounds” at +14 percentage points through SY20009.

e Behavior-Emotional Programs:

SY2006 African American enrollments in Behavior-Emotional SPED Programs were “Out-
of-Bounds” at +20 to +30 percentage points and are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at the
elementary, high, and special school levels. Only the middle school level was “In-Bounds”
in SY2006 (+6.4%) and is projected “In-Bounds” at +14 percentage points through
SY20009.
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Speech-Language Programs:

SY2006 African American enrollments in elementary school Speech-Language SPED
Programs were “In-Bounds” at +2 percentage points and are projected “In-Bounds” at +2
percentage points through SY2009. The number of Speech-Language program
participants is much smaller at the middle and high school levels. However, in SY2006,
African American middle and high school Speech-Language enrollments were “Out-of-
Bounds” at +18 to +25 percentage points and are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at slightly
higher levels through SY2009.
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Section 06:
Discipline & Suspensions

The following tables depict the distribution of all African American student disciplinary incidents and disciplinary actions. The
distribution of discipline for any racial/ethnic group would be expected to approximate the percentage that racial/ethnic group represents
at the school level. To measure progress, a +/- 15% boundary has been used. Any African American discipline distribution falling
within +/-15% of the proportion of African American course enrollment is highlighted and projected as “In-Bounds”. Any African

American discipline distribution outside of the +/-15% boundary is projected as “Out-of-Bounds”.

Discipline & Suspensions]
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Discipline:

° Maintaining a strong and healthy learning environment is contingent in part on
sustaining a positive behavioral climate in the schools.

o Discipline, in all its forms, is a major indicator of such a climate.

° The monitors concur that there clearly are behavioral acts that must be
prevented and/or deterred.

o Nonetheless, we find it difficult to understand the level of discrepancy between

the number and percentage of African American students who encounter the
most educationally harmful forms of discipline compared to their white and
other student counterparts.

° We feel that the levels of missed schooling by African American students adds
a still more hurtful educational harm to these students. In addition, it threatens
the likelihood of school completion and the pursuit of further education.

06 Discipline & Suspensions- 4th Monitoring Report Prepared by R. Peterkin, J. Lucey, W. Trent 70



Discipline:

o We understand the purpose of schools and the responsibility of educators in
those schools to be to lead a child to successful graduation with the requisite
skills and talents to enjoy the full benefits of citizenship.

o Discipline is disproportionately imposed upon African American students at all
levels.
o The number of students disciplined generally has declined at the elementary

school level in three of the last four years, but still is disproportionate to the
disadvantage of African American students. At the middle and high school
levels, the number of students disciplined shows no signs of decreasing and has
in fact increased.

o Discipline levels for African American students remain unacceptably high.

° Unless the District develops highly effective approaches to student
discipline that take into account how discipline impacts individual student
motivation to learn and to achieve, the disciplinary actions and incidents
are likely to remain “QOut-of-Bounds” at +20 to +40 percentage points
through SY2009.
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' Suspension Actions: ]

This is an example of the detail behind the Disciplinary Action summary table found on the next page. Note that the
summary line labeled Flex Goal +/- 15% is carried forward to the Disciplinary Action summary table.

Suspension Actions - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actual & Projected
Difference Between African American Percentage of Disciplinary Actions and African American Percentage of District Enroliment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Awverage - N = Unduplicated Counts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
School Level Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am w. Actions N= 132 177 85 130
All Students w . Actions N= 163 220 115 158 Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of-
Elgmhentlary Afr Am% of Allw. Actions % = 81.0% 80.5% 73.9% 82.3% Bounds | Bounds | Bounds
chools Afr Am Enr % % = 37.5% 36.6% 36.5% 36.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 43.5% 43.9% 37.5% 45.4% 42% 42% 43%
Afr Am w. Actions N= 208 196 230 275
. All Students w . Actions N= 287 260 284 343 Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of-
SM ': dl? Afr Am% of Allw. Actions % = 72.5% 75.4% 81.0% 80.2% Bounds Bounds Bounds
chools Afr Am Enr % % = 38.0% 39.8% 40.3% 42.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 34.5% 35.6% 40.7% 37.3% 38% 39% 38%
Afr Am w. Actions N= 167 147 207 259
All Students w . Actions N= 254 224 282 342 Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of-
High Schools | Afr Am% of Allw. Actions 9 = 65.7% 65.6% 73.4% 75.7% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Afr Am Enr % % = 27.4% 29.8% 30.9% 33.1%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 38.4% 35.8% 42.5% 42.6% 40% 42% 42%
Afr Am w. Actions N= 507 520 522 664
All Students w . Actions N= 704 704 681 843 Out-Of- Out-Of - Out-Of-
District Total | Afr Am% of Allw. Actions % = 72.0% 73.9% 76.7% 78.8% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Afr Am Enr % % = 34.5% 35.2% 35.6% 37.0%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 37.5% 38.6% 41.1% 41.7% 40% 41% 41%

In SY2006, the number of students (unduplicated count) disciplined by suspension increased at each school level.

Suspensions for each school level are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at roughly +40 percentage points through SY2009.
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Disciplinary Actions:
Disciplinary actions are disproportionately African American and are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at
each school level in the +20 to +40 percentage point range through SY2009.

AccESS

FaIRNESS

Disciplinary Actions
Difference Between African American Percentage of Disciplinary Actions and African American Percentage of District Enroliment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts

In-Bounds or Out of Bounds Relative To The +/-15% Flexible Goals

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Discplinary Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Action School Level Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr % Diff From AA Enr %
Elementary 43.5% 43.9% 37.5% 45.4% 42% Out of Bounds 42% Out of Bounds 43% Out of Bounds
" 4 4
Suspension M|d.d|e 34.5% 35.6% 40.7% 37.3% 38% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
High 38.4% 35.8% 42.5% 42.6% 40% Out of Bounds 42% Out of Bounds 42% Out of Bounds
District Total 37.5% 38.6% 41.1% 41.7% 40% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds
Eementary 41.1% 35.4% Program Terminated in SY2005 Program Terminated in SY 2005 Program Terminated in SY 2005
Middle 30.9% 30.0% 46.0% 38.6% 38% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds
Saturday School High 24.9% 30.2% 15.0% 35.7% 27% Out of Bounds 26% Out of Bounds 30% Out of Bounds
District Total 24.8% 29.4% 30.6% 34.2% 31% Out of Bounds 329 Out of Bounds 33% Out of Bounds
Bementary 41.4% 34.9% 39.9% 38.1% 38% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
betention Middle 37.2% 31.4% 34.2% 34.2% 33% Out of Bounds i 34% Out of Bounds i 34% Out of Bounds
High 13.0% 20.3% 21.1% 19.6% 20% Out of Bounds 20% Out of Bounds 20% Out of Bounds
District Total 14.5% 22.0% 22.6% 21.3% 2204 Out of Bounds 2204 Out of Bounds 2204 Out of Bounds
Elementary 38.9% 40.9% 37.8% 37.6% 39% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
In-School Middle 30.3% 35.0% 38.6% 32.7% 35% Outof Bounds " 3404 Outof Bounds " 3504 Out of Bounds
Supervision High 36.0% 36.9% 33.4% 40.5% 37% out of Bounds [I" 37% out of Bounds I 38% Out of Bounds
District Total 34.5% 37.8% 37.0% 37.7% 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
Bementary 34.5% 52.3% 30.2% 29.8% 37% Out of Bounds 3206 Out of Bounds 33% Out of Bounds
Supervised Mddle 20.1% 435% 37.5% 35.3% 39% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Lunch High 28.2% 30.2% 56.6% 32.9% 40% Out of Bounds 43% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds
District Total 28.6% 47.6% 42.7% 31.8% 41% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Blementary 34.2% 31.2% 38.2% 42.9% 37% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds
Middle 41.3% 42.5% 41.7% 34.6% 40% out of Bounds [I" 39% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
Parental Contact High 40.5% 38.9% 43.0% 40.1% 41% out of Bounds [f” 1% out of Bounds | 41% out of Bounds
District Total 37.3% 36.2% 40.5% 38.5% 38% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds
Eementary 29.9% 40.9% 44.1% 40.3% 42% Out of Bounds 42% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds
f r
Warning M|dfj|e 27.7% 37.3% 36.7% 28.2% 34% Out of Bounds 33% Out of Bounds 3206 Out of Bounds
High 24.2% 18.5% 24.9% 26.6% 23% Out of Bounds 25% Out of Bounds 250 Out of Bounds
District Total 23.3% 18.6% 24.9% 26.8% 23% Out of Bounds 250 Out of Bounds 25% Out of Bounds
Elementary 33.0% 36.0% 35.3% 38.1% 36% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds |
Middle 35.4% 44.2% 38.3% 32.1% 38% Out of Bounds 36% out of Bounds [ 36% Out of Bounds
Other Actions High 39.7% 41.1% 44.8% 43.8% 43% Out of Bounds 44% Out of Bounds 44% Out of Bounds
District Total 36.6% 44.0% 41.4% 38.6% 41% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds
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CHAMPAIGHN COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

'Insubordination Incidents: 06

DUTCOMES,

FaIRNESS

Insubordination - +/- 15% Flex Goal Status - Actuals & Projected
Difference Between African American Percentage of Disciplinary Actions and African American Percentage of District Enrollment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008  SY2009
School Level Category N or % Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Afr Am w. Incidents N= 130 67 60 62
All Students w . Incidents N= 166 87 77 80 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
Elementary .
Schools Afr Am% of Allw. Incidents 9 = 78.3% 77.0% 77.9% 77.5% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Afr AmEnr % % = 37.5% 36.6% 36.5% 36.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 40.9% 40.4% 41.5% 40.6% 41% 41% 41%
Afr Am w. Incidents N= 425 397 389 392
. All Students w. Incidents N= 606 533 490 503 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
SN“:dlle Afr Am% of Allw. Incidents % = 70.1% 74.5% 79.4% 77.9% Bounds Bounds Bounds
chools Afr AmEnr % % = 38.0% 39.8% 40.3% 42.9%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 32.2% 34.7% 39.1% 35.1% 36% 37% 36%
Afr Am w. Incidents N= 394 415 406 466
All Students w . Incidents N= 714 668 625 641 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
High Schools Afr Am% of Allw. Incidents 96 = 55.2% 62.1% 65.0% 72.7% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Afr AmEnr % % = 27.4% 29.8% 30.9% 33.1%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 27.8% 32.3% 34.1% 39.6% 35% 36% 37%
Afr Am w. Incidents N= 949 879 855 919
All Students w . Incidents N= 1,486 1,288 1,192 1,223 Out-Of - Out-Of - Out-Of -
District Total Afr Am% of Allw. Incidents 9 = 63.9% 68.2% 71.7% 75.1% Bounds Bounds Bounds
Afr AmEnr % % = 34.5% 35.2% 35.6% 37.0%
Flex Goal +/- 15% 29.4% 33.0% 36.2% 38.1% 36% 37% 37%

In SY2006, the number of students (unduplicated count) with incidents of insubordination were comparable year-to-year at each school
level.

Insubordination incidents for each school level are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at roughly +35 to +40 percentage points through SY2009.
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AccESS

DUTCOMES,

FaIRNESS

IDisc:iplinary Incidents:

Disciplinary incidents are disproportionately African American and (with the exception of Truant-

Discipline & Suspensions]

Tardy) are projected “Out-of-Bounds” at each school level in the +30 to +40 percentage point range
through SY2009. Incidents of truancy-tardiness are much closer to the +/-15% flexible goals and are
projected at +17 percentage points through SY2009.

Disciplinary Incidents

Difference Between African American Percentage of Disciplinary Actions and African American Percentage of District Enrollment
Projections Via 3 Year Moving Average - N = Unduplicated Counts

In-Bounds or Out of Bounds Relative To The +/-15% Flexible Goals

SY2003 Restated SY2004 SY2005 SY2006 SY2007 SY2008 SY2009
Actual Actual Actual Actual Projected Projected Projected
Incidents School Level Diff From AAENr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnT % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr % Diff From AAEnr %
Elementary 40.9% 40.4% 41.5% 40.6% 41% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds
Middle 32.2% 34.7% 39.1% 35.1% 36% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 36% Out of Bounds
Insubordination .
High 27.8% 32.3% 34.1% 39.6% 35% Out of Bounds 36% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
District Total 29.4% 33.0% 36.2% 38.1% 36% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Elementary 38.6% 47.4% 36.3% 39.0% 41% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds
Verbal Abuse & Middle 36.8% 38.6% 40.5% 34.7% 38% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Threats High 40.4% 41.9% 44.1% 45.5% 44% Out of Bounds 44% Out of Bounds 45% Out of Bounds
District Total 37.9% 41.4% 42.1% 40.8% 41% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds 41% Out of Bounds
Elementary 37.7% 38.9% 36.5% 40.2% 39% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds
Physical Acts & Middle 29.9% 31.9% 35.1% 29.4% 32% Out of Bounds 32% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds
Disruption High 33.1% 38.5% 30.8% 40.7% 40% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds
District Total 33.1% 36.4% 37.7% 36.7% 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Elementary 34.0% 30.1% 35.0% 39.3% 350 Out of Bounds 36% Out of Bounds 37% Out of Bounds
Substances Middle 36.2% 26.9% 37.5% 36.0% 33% Out of Bounds 36% Out of Bounds 35% Out of Bounds
u N
High 26.1% 21.6% 30.5% 33.3% 20% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds
District Total 27.7% 22.3% 30.3% 34.0% 200 Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds 31% Out of Bounds
Elementary 37.7% 37.0% 40.8% 38.4% 39% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds 39% Out of Bounds
Other Incidents Middle 37.0% 33.5% 39.7% 33.9% 36% Out of Bounds 36% out of Bounds 35% Out of Bounds
| N
High 30.7% 31.6% 43.4% 45.6% 40% Out of Bounds 43% Out of Bounds 43% Out of Bounds
District Total 36.4% 35.4% 42.1% 39.9% 39% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds 40% Out of Bounds
Elementary DNA at Elementary Level DNA at Elementary Level DNA at Elementary Level
T Tard Middle 29.8% 31.1% 37.6% 39.1% 36% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds 38% Out of Bounds
ruant-tardy High 12.6% 16.1% 17.4% 17.6% 17% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds
District Total 8.9% 14.4% 16.0% 18.1% 16% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds 17% Out of Bounds
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Section O7:
Staffing, Hiring, &
Recruiting

“Inspect
What You
Expect”




_ District Staffing & Hiring Report:

Excerpts from the District’s Teacher Staffing & Hiring Report follow below.

Similar reports covering all other District positions (administrators, support staff,
etc.) should be prepared by the District and included in all future quarterly
reports.

Of particular concern to the monitor for SY2007 is the recruitment and hiring of
building level administrators, especially since building level administrators are
key in setting the tone, climate, and educational focus in their buildings.

The monitor notes and acknowledges that the District was able to increase the
number of African-American K-12 teachers by one during SY2006.
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Teacher Staffing

SY2006 B