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It is the mission of the Georgia Department of Education to function as a service-oriented and policy-driven agency that meets the needs of local school systems as they go about the business of preparing all students for college or a career in a safe and drug-free environment where we ensure that no child is left behind.  In the furtherance of this mission the Division of Title I Programs provides leadership, guidance, technical assistance, and resources to local educational agencies and state agencies to ensure that all children have the opportunity to meet the state’s challenging academic content and student achievement standards.  Under Title I, Part D the Department provides grants to state agencies and local educational agencies: 
(1) to improve educational services for children and youth in local and State institutions for neglected or delinquent children and youth;
(2) to provide such children and youth with the services needed to make a successful transition from institutionalization to further schooling or employment; and
(3) to prevent at-risk youth from dropping out of school, and to provide dropouts and children and youth returning from correctional facilities or institutions for neglected or delinquent children and youth, with a support system to ensure their continued education.
The state of Georgia has three state agencies - the Department of Juvenile Justice, for adjudicated youth, the Department of Corrections, for young offenders, and the Department of Human Resources, for neglected youth - that are responsible for the educational services to children and youth in their custody.  These agencies, must submit an annual application to provide supplemental educational services to such students under Part D, Subpart 1.  Local educational agencies that operate programs in collaboration with local correctional facilities to carry out high quality education programs in schools and/or correctional facilities for children and youth in and transitioning from such facilities and those at-risk, must also submit an annual application to provide supplemental educational services to such students under Part D, Subpart 2.  The chart below reflects the relation of the respective agencies with the Division of Title I Programs at the Georgia Department of Education.


The centerpiece of the Georgia Department of Education plan for the for Prevention and Intervention Programs for Children and Youth Who Are Neglected, Delinquent or At-Risk is the expectation that such children and youth will have the opportunity to and will meet the challenging academic content and student achievement standards expected of all children.  To facilitate the accomplishment of this, local educational agencies and state agencies with support from the Department have been working diligently to align curriculum, instruction and assessment and to prepare teachers and administrators deliver high quality instructional and support services to our students.  Through the establishment of common program goals, performance indicators and objectives, and data sources and providing assistance and resources for services to facilitate transition for children and youth in institutions for neglected and delinquent children back to schools, training, employment, or further education, the Georgia Department of Education expects to realize improved student achievement and life outcomes for its students.
a. Describe the program goals, performance indicators, performance objectives, and data sources that the State has established for its use in assessing the effectiveness of the program in improving the academic and vocational and technical skills of students participating in the program.
1. Performance goal 1: By 2013-2014, all students will reach high standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

1.1. Performance indicator: The percentage of students, in the aggregate and for each subgroup, who are at or above the proficient level in reading/language arts on the State’s assessment. (Note: These subgroups are those for which the ESEA requires State reporting, as identified in section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i).)

1.1.1. The following tables present baseline data for 2001-2002.
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1.1.1.1. The following tables present the performance targets (percent at or above the proficient level) for students tested at each grade level, in the aggregate and in each subgroup, on the Reading/Language Arts State assessments.

	CRCT -- Reading & Language Arts Combined

	
	Annual Goals for School Improvement
	Annual Measurable Objectives  - AMO             (For AYP Calculation)

	Starting Point
	60.00%
	

	Annual Step
	3.6364%
	

	2003
	60.00%
	60.00%

	2004
	63.64%
	60.00%

	2005
	67.27%
	66.70%

	2006
	70.91%
	66.70%

	2007
	74.55%
	66.70%

	2008
	78.18%
	73.30%

	2009
	81.82%
	73.30%

	2010
	85.45%
	73.30%

	2011
	89.09%
	80.00%

	2012
	92.73%
	86.70%

	2013
	96.36%
	93.30%

	2014
	100.00%
	100.00%


	Enhanced GHSGT - English/Language Arts

	
	Annual Goals for School Improvement
	Annual Measurable Objective – AMO              (For AYP Calculation)

	Starting Point
	81.60%
	 

	Annual Step
	1.84%
	 

	2003
	NA
	NA

	2004
	81.60%
	81.60%

	2005
	83.44%
	81.60%

	2006
	85.28%
	84.70%

	2007
	87.12%
	84.70%

	2008
	88.96%
	87.70%

	2009
	90.80%
	87.70%

	2010
	92.64%
	87.70%

	2011
	94.48%
	90.80%

	2012
	96.32%
	93.90%

	2013
	98.16%
	96.90%

	2014
	100.00%
	100.00%


1.2. Performance indicator: The percentage of students, in the aggregate and in each subgroup, who are at or above the proficient level in mathematics on the State’s assessment. (Note: These subgroups are those for which the ESEA requires State reporting, as identified in section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i).)

1.2.1. The following tables present baseline data for 2001-2002.
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1.2.1.1. The following tables present the performance targets (percent at or above the proficient level) for students tested at each grade level, in the aggregate and in each subgroup, on the Mathematics State assessments.

	CRCT -- Math

	
	Annual Goals for School Improvement
	Annual Measurable Objective - AMO      (For AYP Calculation)

	Starting Point
	50.00%
	

	Annual Step
	4.5455%
	

	2003
	50.00%
	50.00%

	2004
	54.55%
	50.00%

	2005
	59.09%
	58.30%

	2006
	63.64%
	58.30%

	2007
	68.18%
	58.30%

	2008
	72.73%
	66.70%

	2009
	77.27%
	66.70%

	2010
	81.82%
	66.70%

	2011
	86.36%
	75.00%

	2012
	90.91%
	83.30%

	2013
	95.45%
	91.70%

	2014
	100.00%
	100.00%


	Enhanced GHSGT - Math

	
	AYP Goals for School Improvement
	Annual Measurable Objectives – AMO   (For AYP Calculation)

	Starting Point
	62.30%
	

	Annual Step
	3.77%
	

	2003
	NA
	NA

	2004
	62.30%
	62.30%

	2005
	66.07%
	62.30%

	2006
	69.84%
	68.60%

	2007
	73.61%
	68.60%

	2008
	77.38%
	74.90%

	2009
	81.15%
	74.90%

	2010
	84.92%
	74.90%

	2011
	88.69%
	81.20%

	2012
	92.46%
	87.40%

	2013
	96.23%
	93.70%

	2014
	100.00%
	100.00%


1.3. Performance indicator: The percentage of Title I schools that make adequate yearly progress.

1.3.1. The percentage of Title I schools that make adequate yearly progress.
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* The Baseline data reported in the chart (59% or 627 of 1063 Title I schools making AYP) reflects the current AYP status of Georgia's Title I schools that did not make AYP as of the 2002-03 school year. This is based on the state's previous accountability system prior to NCLB (per the IASA) and on 2000-01 data (because Georgia has chosen to use 2001-02 as a "baseline" year for AYP under the NCLB transition rules). Once Georgia makes new AYP determinations based on the new NCLB accountability system using 2002-03 data (prior to the next school year), Georgia may submit revised data and targets for Indicator 1.3 (as part of our September consolidated state submission). Georgia's targets reflected in the chart use a stair-step model similar to our targets for Indicators 1.1 and 1.2, as these indicators are linked in important ways. The annual step increase built into this method is 4.1%, with the first increase in 2004-05, a further increase in 2007-08, and annual increases from 2010-11 to 2013-14 -- with 100% of Title I schools meeting AYP at that time.

2. Performance goal 2: All limited English proficient students will become proficient in English and reach high academic standards, at a minimum attaining proficiency or better in reading/language arts and mathematics.

2.1. Performance indicator: The percentage of limited English proficient students, determined by cohort, who have attained English proficiency by the end of the school year.

2.2. Performance indicator: The percentage of limited English proficient students who are at or above the proficient level in reading/language arts on the State’s assessment, as reported for performance indicator 1.1.

2.2.1. Limited English proficient students will achieve at or above the proficiency level in

reading/language arts on the State’s assessments, as reported for performance indicator 1.1.

The following information is located in performance indicator 1.1 and is repeated below.
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2.2.1.1. The following tables present the performance targets (percent at or above the

proficient level) for LEP students tested at each grade level on the

Reading/Language Arts State assessments.
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2.3. Performance indicator: The percentage of limited English proficient students who are at or above the proficient level in mathematics on the State’s assessment, as reported for performance indicator 1.2.

2.3.1. Limited English proficient students will achieve at or above the proficiency level in mathematics on

the State’s assessments, as reported for performance indicator 1.2.

The following information is located in performance indicator 1.2.and is repeated below.
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2.3.1.1. The following tables present the performance targets (percent at or above the proficient level) for LEP students tested at each grade level on the Mathematics State assessments.
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3. *Performance goal 3: By 2005-2006, all students will be taught by highly qualified teachers.
3.1. Performance indicator: The percentage of classes being taught by “highly qualified” teachers (as the term is defined in section 9101(23) of the ESEA), in the aggregate and in “high-poverty” schools (as the term is defined in section 1111(h)(1)(C)(viii) of the ESEA).

3.2. Performance indicator: The percentage of teachers receiving high-quality professional development (as the term, “professional development,” is defined in section 9101 (34)).

3.3. Performance indicator: The percentage of paraprofessionals (excluding those with sole duties as translators and parental involvement assistants) who are qualified. (See criteria in section 1119(c) and (d).)

4. *Performance goal 4: All students will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drug free, and conducive to learning.

4.1. Performance indicator: The number of persistently dangerous schools, as defined by the State.

5. *Performance Goal 5: All students will graduate from high school.
5.1. Performance indicator: The percentage of students who graduate from high school each year with a regular diploma.

--Disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged.

--Calculated in the same manner as used in National Center for Education Statistics reports on Common

Core of Data.

5.2. Performance indicator: The percentage of students who drop out of school.

--Disaggregated by race, ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and status as economically disadvantaged.

--Calculated in the same manner as used in National Center for Education Statistics reports on Common

Core of Data.

b. Describe how the state educational agency is assisting projects funded under the program in facilitating the transition of children and youth from correctional facilities to locally operated programs.

In Georgia, local educational agencies and state agencies (the Department of Juvenile Justice, the Department of Corrections and the Department of Human Resources) serve neglected and/or delinquent youths in institutions operated or contracted by these agencies.

The local educational agency in which an institution, operated by or under contracted with the Department of Human Resources or the Department of Juvenile Justice, with the exception of youth development centers, is located is responsible for all educational services, including special education and related services to eligible youths placed by such agencies. Local educational agencies must submit their plans for providing services to neglected and delinquent youth to the Georgia Department of Education as a part of their local consolidated application. 

The Department of Corrections, responsible for educational services to young offenders, the Department of Juvenile Justice, responsible for educational services for adjudicated youth, and the Department of Human Resources, responsible for educational services to neglected youth, must submit an application to provide educational services to students in the physical custody of the agency directly to the Georgia Department of Education. The application is approved based on the quality of each agency’s plan to use funds to ensure the opportunity of students to meet the same challenging state academic content and performance standards for student achievement expected of all students.  Each application must also delineate the agency plan to transition youths back into family, school and community, and/or how the agency will prepare students to receive a high school diploma or its accepted equivalent, matriculate to postsecondary education, employment or military enlistment.

The Georgia Department of Education provides assistance to local educational agencies, the Department of Corrections, the Department of Juvenile Justice and the Department of Human Resources through collaborative planning with the agencies, program guidance and monitoring, annual workshops and meetings, on-site technical assistance and telephone consultation.  Areas of focus for technical assistance provided by the Georgia Department of Education include:

· Assessing the educational needs of children and youth in neglected and delinquent institutions.

· Facilitating and/or implementing new or existing partnerships or agency agreements to ensure the opportunity of children and youth in neglected and delinquent institutions to meet high academic standards, receive a high school diploma or equivalency, or transition to work.

· Review of the efficacy of instructional models implemented including periodic review of the reliability and validity of assessments of student achievement.

· Evaluation of services provided.

· Use of funds (including federal, state, and local) to support children and youth meeting high academic standards.

c. Describe how the funds reserved under Section 1418 will be used for transition services for students leaving institutions for schools served by local educational agencies, or postsecondary institutions or vocational and technical training programs.

Each state agency receiving funds under Title I, Part D, Subpart 1 must submit as a part of its application for funds, the agency plan to transition youths back into family, school and community, and/or how the agency will prepare students to receive a high school diploma or its accepted equivalent, matriculate to postsecondary education, employment or military enlistment.

Funds reserved under Section 1418 will be used to develop individualized plans for the transition of students from institutions for delinquent youth including services to facilitate their successful return to family, school and community, matriculation to postsecondary education, vocational and technical training program, employment or military enlistment, to be provided throughout the period of detention. Services include:

· Interviews for intake and exit planning conducted upon entry with an assigned Facility Case Manager, the Community Case Manager, School Counselor/Site Administrator, and the parent, if appropriate.

· Educational services, including assessment, instructional and pupil services

· Testing, counseling and vocational placement services 

· Life skills and independent living preparation 

Funds will be typically spent on personnel for educational services, professional development, technology, vocational and technical training preparation and additional curriculum, assessment and instructional support materials to ensure students have the opportunity to meet the challenging state academic content and performance standards for student achievement expected of all students.
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