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Deputy Superintendent/Chief Academic Officer

DATE:
July 29, 2005

SUBJ:
SCHOOLS OF CHOICE AND NCLB
In a previous bulletin I informed you about a policy proposal to the State Board of Education regarding how the choice provision of NCLB interfaces with our Michigan Schools of Choice provision.  After discussion of this proposed policy with Mike Flanagan, and comments received from many of you, this proposed policy is being set aside and will no longer be considered.  The current Schools of Choice policy will continue unchanged.

By way of background for why this policy was originally considered, if a district has no schools at the appropriate grade level making AYP to which students from a Title I school not making AYP could transfer, NCLB requires the district to seek a cooperative agreement with neighboring school districts to accept the students from the Title I school who wish to transfer (subject to the limitations of available space/seats).  The proposed policy would have given priority to these students. 

Instead of any new policy requirements, the Michigan Department of Education has identified a process that will allow districts to comply with the No Child Left Behind requirement without policy changes in the current schools of choice programs under Sections 105 and 105c of the State School Aid Act.  If a district that is participating in Section 105 and/or 105c has limited positions available, the current order of preference (first: schools of choice students currently enrolled; second: their siblings) will continue to be followed, including the random lottery draw for all others. 

If there are students wishing to transfer from a Title I school not making AYP in a district with no other schools at the appropriate level (e.g. elementary) making AYP, these students too should go into the lottery.  However, the lottery should not include the names of these students but instead a card representing a “slot” for a Title I student. The Title I “slots” that may be selected through the random draw will be filled by the sending district, in the priority order required by No Child Left Behind. 

If a district enrolls students from an identified Title I school located in a district with no schools at the appropriate level making AYP, and with a higher foundation allowance, it will be important to do this through a cooperative agreement rather than Section 105 and/or 105c.  The foundation allowance for students enrolled through a cooperative agreement is the foundation allowance of the district of residence (which may be higher), whereas the foundation allowance under Section 105 or 105c is the lesser of the foundation allowance of the district of residence or the receiving district. 

It is expected that this aspect of NCLB choice will apply to very few districts since it comes into play only when a Title I school does not make AYP and, at the same time, there are no other schools in the district at the same level (e.g. elementary) that are making AYP, to which a student could transfer.

If you have questions about this issue, please feel free to contact Linda Brown in the Office of School Improvement at 517-373-3921.
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