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AN ACT to amend 115.28 (7) (a), 115.28 (7) () 2. and 119.04 (1); and to create
115.28 (7g) and 120.12 (2m) of the statutes; relating to: grading teacher

preparatory programs, evaluating educator effectiveness, and requiring the
exercise of rule-making authority.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 115.28 (7) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (a) License all teachers for the public schools of the state;; make rules
establishing standards of attainment and procedures for the examination and

licensing of teachers within the limits prescribed in ss. 118.19 (2) and (3), 118.192,
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Secrion 1

and 118.195;; prescribe by rule standards, requirements. and procedures for the

approval of teacher preparatory programs leading to licensure, including a

state superintendent’s office all papers relating to state teachers’ licenses; and
register each such license.

SEcTION 2. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. of the statutes is amended to read:

115.28 (7) (e) 2. Promulgate rules establishing requirements for licensure as
an alternative education program teacher and for the approval of teacher education

programs leading to licensure as an alternative education program teacher. The

completed academic year. The rules shall encompass the teaching of multiple

subjects or grade levels or both, as determined by the state superintendent. The

rules may require teacher education programs to grant credit towards licensure as

an alternatlve education program teacher for relevant experience or demonstrated

proficiency in relevant skills and knowledge.

W@ of the statutes is created to read” =

—15.28479) BMALUATION-OF-FRAGHER-FRERARATORY PROGRAMS (@) 1. In this

23 . ~subsection, ‘recent graduate” means a lcensed teacher who

24 —dllowing: -
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1 a. The teacher graduated from a teacher preparatory program described in sub.
2 Uk andlocatedintlﬁsstateorfromateachereducationpmgramesa‘ibedinsub.
3 (7) (e) 22and located in this state.
4 b. teacher has taught for at least 3 but not morg’than 4 full school years

5 following gradbation from a program described in subd’ 1. a.

***NOTE:\Jhis subd. 1. b. indicates that the teacHer must have taught for at least
3 but not more thip 4 full school years. Okay?

6 c. The teacher is téqching in a school focated in this state in the school year

7 immediately preceding the schpol year fir'which an evaluation under this subsection

. F

A r.yqé,.,\

-~ .
8 occurs. §
*+*NoTE: I have the followjfig questions about this proposed s. 115.28 (7g) (a) 1.: §
Must the 3 years of teaching be fonsecultye? Does it matter whether there is a year or
2 (or more) between when the géacher graduiated from a teacher preparatory program and
when the teacher first started teaching? Does'the teacher have to have taught at the same

school for 3 {consecutive) yéars? May the teachd have taught at a private school for one
or more of those years? At a school outside of thiy state?

A1 <

Cﬂc/uclgoa,/ [ O
~St {y‘»fl%

9 2. Beginning the 2015-16 school yeyr, annually evaluate teacher
10 preparatory programs described in sub. (7) (a) and ‘tgacher education programs

11 described in sub’ (7) (e), located in this state, that lead to Bcensure under sub. 7 (@)

12 by evalua recent graduates of the programs. The evaludion shall be based on

13 the pe of recent graduates of each program on tedcher effectiveness
14 evaluagfons conducted as required under s. 120.12 (2m). R results of the
15 evalfation shall be submitted to the teacher preparatory program or teacher
18 caﬁonpmgraminareportcardandshaﬂbereceivedbythemgramby :
17 ptember 1, 2015, and annually thereafter. The report card shall ghade each -

18 program on a scale of 1 to 100 and rate each school as exemplary, above ad hquate,
19 adequate, below adequate, or failing.
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(b) Beginning In 015-16 school year, require teatﬁeff)reparatory
program that receives a report card uhd tion to prominently display the

e report card to persons

SECTION 4. 119.04 (1) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 85, is
amended to read:

119.04 (1) Subchapters IV, V and VII of ch. 115, ch. 121 and ss. 66.0235 (3) (c),
66.0603 (1m) to (3), 115.01 (1) and (2), 115.28, 115.31, 115.33, 115.34, 115.343,
115.345, 115.565 (3), 115.38 (2), 115.445, 118.001 to 118.04, 118.045, 118.06, 118.07,
118.075, 118.076, 118.10, 118.12, 118.125 to 118.14, 118.145 (4), 118.15, 118.153,
118.16, 118.162, 118.163, 118.164, 118.18, 118.19, 118.20, 118.223, 118.225, 118.24
(1), (2) (©) to (B, (6). (8), and (10), 118.245, 118.255, 118.258, 118.291, 118.292, 118.30
to 118.43, 118.46, 118.51, 118.52, 118.55, 120.12 (4m), (5), and (15} to (27), 120.12
(2m). 120.125, 120.13 (1), (2) () to (@), (3), (14), (17) to (19), (26), (34), (35), (37), (37m),

g...\\
and (38), 120.14, 120.21 (3), and 120.25 are applicable to a 1st class city school district 'S‘Q:; :
Y"ﬁ Tt ¢
and board. Wiel ’

o’ L g
SECTION 5. Lﬂﬁ?ﬁ o‘}’ lfée'sZiLtées is created to read: \'; ,‘)f\/{ 'l/‘(

120.12 (2m) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS. (a) Beginning in the 2014-15 school
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SECTION 5

1 if that Yegcher also teaches a subject that is covered by that examination, 30 percep
of the teachy s evaluation score under this subdivision shall be based.¢h the
performance of pupils enrolled in the teacher’s class on that examtfiation. The

department shall promuliqte rules to develop other pupil pgefSrmance measures,

including the attainment of goaig for student lea g,t0 be used in the evaluation

(= I SRR R N

of teachers under this subdivision.

+++*NOTE: When we discussed the regnsl; g of this subdivision (and the drafting
of par. (¢} 1., below), you asked that I indjpdfe that\|5 percent of the total evaluation score,
rather than 30 percent of the evaluatipr score undes mbdivislmbebuedmapupﬂs
performance on examinations adnthistered under s. B.30. However, as this paragraph
is drafted, the factors contributis toﬂutotalmmzl
of the total score would compefrom pupll performance, 15
come from pupil perforipafice on the examinations, and 50 of the total score would

standards. If Want me to indicate that 15 percent of the total
from pupil ormance on the examinations, I will need to reduce percentage
allocated this subdivision to other measures of pupil performance ta 35 percent
when the teacher teaches a class and grade covered by the examinations. Is
you would like me to do?

7 2. Fifty percent of the teacher’s total evaluation score shall be based upon the
8 extent to which the teacher’s practice meets the core teaching standards ado:j;\d bg S
9 the 2011 Interstate Teacher ent d Support Consorti ’gg

w V10 )%%mteamerkvaluatedmid m&*&ﬁ%“
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AT,

R
‘,Q%\“ 13 school board‘ghau pmvide writterrmtl 'ES the parent or guardian of each pupil
o

B R

14 ~—enrolled in the class of a teacher that is identified as probatlorary, but.anly If that

TRt

17 of Wbyﬂm sd\ool'distﬂctxnd:dethuaﬁon score i
18 __for-eactrprimtipal according to the following TAgtors: ~—ww

*++*NoTE: Do you want assistant principals evaluated as well?
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extent to which the principal's pra eets the 2008 Interstate School Leaders

Licensure Consortium Educational

or exemplary.
school board sh

(¢) Annually report the results of the evaluations under pars. (a) and (c) to the
department.

() Ensure that.except.as.poovided in this subsessien, the results of evaluations
conducted under this subsection are not subject to public inspection, copying, or
disclosure under s. 19.35.

«=*NOTE: Do you want to provide any exemptions to the restriction on access to the

results of teacher or principal evaluations? For example, “if the department determines
lti/snecm&arywprotectthepublichedm.ufetyorwelfm'? Do you want to provide
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any guldelines for the department or a school board to follow in the event a parent or
guardiannfapupﬂ,mapupﬂ.mmﬂedhdmdmsofapmhaﬂmmytwduauﬂmxding
a school presided over by a probationary principal pupil posts this information online on
a social media service or a blog, or releases the written notice of the evaluation to a person
whoismtauﬂmindmreceivehunderthuwcmnsuchasammberoﬂhepres?

1 (END) ,‘M\IJ:O (\)J\NUJ ]
@Chﬂn an Qum\mlq\ process undes 5.8

The Stoe S‘APQWWJ’Q&:& g“j};‘ﬁ’ Aswh)
eq’um\m%f process Qi @E ,
b G 4D uSe anaiemiR ’\*cac""'e'f/ Irsire and

fors bagd on TS [ZSLECOn

m ind compmerds oF R Stk

mae} - L— | [Gevtotte Devre lcan (‘(dGﬂ/r d ('fi:&:;f:f‘w(%
. ‘ Y O b,( )\ Q /,/
MS @ Sy iA?a,Rﬂx*‘.ﬁ\d!ZI\f shall deselep A P’Ew/‘

b ang— 0, Paed 9GS A 1o
e NOWAFWN Prgfam under__——.

44/ 71>
M" bt
s , “WHG g, o v f "
[th ax (. ¢t Vovictrns Dyt WO&"% /3"”):»

i}/’( )OM(A(‘M/?\GV\W‘\U—O ¢ g,cY"A,}fM E) EF‘:'\VA"U
‘ : v Yo 7
st ook E Sl

T siionoq

]wfdf&i“ﬂ*\ ,ﬂgow\,&‘\?

ORISR 5

Wik - [ A0 Wi gv/dpdl [ oM A b ]

e Ry e




LN I o - B

State of Wisconsin Rl
2011 - 2012 LEGISLATURE LRB-3814P2 P2
TKK:jld;jm
(ANS(5
In:ed

PRELIMINARY DRAFT - NoT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

|‘r’\ ‘/3‘/@

Q\fb A

AN

AN ACT to amend 115.28”(70\(81), 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and 119.04 (1); and #o create
115.28 (7g) and 120.12 (Zm}Qf the statutes; relating to: grading teacher
preparatory programs, evaluating educator effectiveness, and requiring the

v

exercise of rule-making authority.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft.
For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 115.28 (7) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (a) License all teachers for the public schools of the state;; make rules
establishing standards of attainment and procedures for the examination and

licensing of teachers within the limits prescribed in ss. 118.19 (2) and (3), 118.192,
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SECTION 1
and 118.195;; prescribe by rule standards, requirements, and procedures for the

approval of teacher preparatory programs leading to licensure, including a

#vf—\'\»e/ wr“" -f&a/dw}c ow‘ %d«n«\noq Gom eod. +f/M a/ gcue—v‘-eraﬁ\/

program’s most recently completed®2rii or seniestay; ﬁle in the
B e 2T,

state superintendent’s office all papers relating to state teachers’ licenses; and

register each such license.
SECTION 2. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (e) 2. Promulgate rules establishing requirements for licensure as

an alternative education program teacher and for the approval of teacher education

programs leading to licensure as an alternative education program teacher. The

completed academic year. The rules shall encompass the teaching of multiple

subjects or grade levels or both, as determined by the state superintendent. The

rules may require teacher education programs to grant credit towards licensure as
an alternative education program teacher for relevant experience or demonstrated
proficiency in relevant skills and knowledge.

SECTION 3. 115.28 (7g) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (7g) EVALUATION OF TEACHER PREPARATORY PROGRAMS.[ (a) 1. In this

subsection, “recent graduate” means a licensed teacher who satisfies all of the

following: ’)
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i, y

a. The teacher graduated from a teacher preparatory program describeﬁl/ ifsub. |

7) (a) and located in this state or from a teacher education program descp'b/ed in sub.
P

(7T)\e) 2. and located in this state. /

b\ The teacher has taught for at least 3 but not more thaf 4 full school years

following graduation from a program described in subd. 1,4

+«+*NoOTE: This subd. 1. b. indicates that the teacher mist have taught for at least
3 but not mbge than 4 full school years. Okay?

t

c. The teachenis teaching in a school located in this state in the school year

immediately preceding\the school year in which an evaluation under this subsection

occurs.

= NOTE: | have the foNpwing qdestions about this proposed s. 115.28 (7g) (a) 1.
Must the 3 years of teaching be\consgcutive? Does it matter whether there is a year or
2 (or more) between when the teackef graduated from a teacher preparatory program and
when the teacher first started teaching? Does the teacher have to have taught at the same
school for 3 (consecutive) years?/Maythe teacher have taught at a private school for one
or more of those years? At a sfhool outgide of this state?

2. Beginning in the 2015-16 sdhool year, annually evaluate teacher

preparatory programs described in sub. (7)Na) and teacher education programs

described in sub. (7) ¢&), located in this state, thatlead to licensure under sub. (7) (a)

by evaluating recgnt graduates of the programs. The evaluation shall be based on

the performante of recent graduates of each program on teacher effectiveness

evaluationy’ conducted as required under s. 120.12 (2m)\_ The results of the

evaluatidon shall be submitted to the teacher preparatory program or teacher

edugftion program in a report card and shall be received by the program by

September 1, 2015, and annually thereafter. The report card shall\grade each

program on a scale of 1 to 100 and rate each school as exemplary, above adequate,

adequate, below adequate, or failing.
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(c)
@ QX/ @ Beginning in the m school year, /require each teacher preparato
7 et e O

2 rogramfhat receives a report card under Lhis Subs rominently displayithé
(20  programfha = 55 i :m@tob prominently displa
3 (feport card) on the program’s Web site andl(provide €he report card)to persons

[ Tete of peisege of fetesy oredier oF AL Pyt n o0 pravis ovd MIEL
@ receiving admissions materials to the program. exam'on: a«£ N Kaboiidt T e oy
\rogived to be repoided indes Rl

5 SECTION 4. 119.04% 1) of the statutes, as affected by Wisconsin Act 85, 1s

6 amended to read.:

7 119.04 (1) Subchapters IV, V and VII of ch. 115, ch. 121 and ss. 66.0235 (3) (¢),
8 66.0603 (1m) to (3), 115.01 (1) and (2), 115.28, 115.31, 115.33, 115.34, 115.343,
, . 15, 419 4

@ 115.345, 115.365 (3), 115.38 (2), 115.445, 118.001 to 118.04, 118.045, 118.06, 118.07,

10 118.075, 118.076, 118.10, 118.12, 118.125 to 118.14, 118.145 (4), 118.15, 118.153,

11 118.16, 118.162, 118.163, 118.164, 118.18, 118.19, 118.20, 118.223, 118.225, 118.24

12 (1), (2) (c) to (D), (6), (8), and (10), 118.245, 118.255, 118.258, 118.291, 118.292, 118.30

13 to 118.43, 118.46, 118.51, 118.52, 118.55, 120.12 (4m), (5), and (15) to (27), 120.12

14 (2m), 120.125, 120.13 (1), (2) (b) to (g), (3), (14), (17) to (19), (26), (34), (35), (37), (37m),

15 and (38),120.14, 120.21 (3), and 120.25 are applicable to a 1st class city school district

16 and board. X
17 SEcTION 5. 120.12 (2m) of the statutes is created to read:
“‘ .
18  7120.12 (2m) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS. (a) Beginning in the 2014-15 school

‘/ and prn A'
year, annually evaluate the effectiveness of each teache%employed by the school

20 districtfand determine an evaluation score for each teacher according to the following
21 factors:

22 1. Fifty percent of the teacher’s total evaluation score shall be based upon the
23 performance of pupils enrolled in the teacher’s class in the previous school year. If
24 a teacher teaches pupils enrolled in a grade in which an examination is required to
25 be administered under s. 118.30 or 121.02 (1) (r) or under 20 USC 6311 (b) (3) and

Tﬂ g Shed Undes 1156415~ ¥
Using one. of the Syrtems estelliShed Urdes Ko 1156415,
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SECTION 5

if that teacher also teaches a subject that is covered by that examination, 30 percent
of the teacher’s evaluation score under this subdivision shall be based on the
performance of pupils enrolled in the teacher’s class on that examination. The
ment shall promulgate rules to develop other pupil performance measures,
g the attainment of goals for student learning, to be used in the evaluation
s, under this subdivision.

OTE: When we discussed the redrafting of this subdivision (and the drafting
of par. (¢} 1., Relow), you asked that I indicate that 15 percent of the total evaluation score,
rather than 30ypercent of the evaluation score under this subdivision, be based on a pupil’s
performance on'gxaminations administered under s. 118.30. However, as this paragraph
is drafted, the factags contributing to the total score would exceed 100 percent: 50 percent
of the total score wol}d come from pupil performance, 15 percent of the total score would
come from pupil perfofspance on the examinations, and 50 percent of the total score would
be determined by the éxtent to which the teacher’s practice meets the core teaching
standards. If you want mWto indicate that 15 percent of the total score must be derived
from pupil performance of\the examinations, I will need to reduce the percentage
allocated under this subdivisign to other measures of pupil performance to 35 percent
when the teacher teaches a cla®d¢ and grade covered by the examinations. Is that what
you would like me to do?

2. Fifty percent of the teacher total evaluation score shall be based upon the

extent to which the teacher’s practice ndgets the core teaching standards adopted by
the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment agd Support Consortium.
(b) Rate each teacher evaluated under pAg. (a) on a scale of 1 to 100 and, on the
basis of that rating, identify the teacher as proMationary, developing, effective, or
exemplary. Beginning in the 2015-16 school year,\gnnually, by September 1, the
school board shall provide written notice to the pareny or guardian of each pupil
enrolled in the class of a teacher that is identified as probgtionary, but only if that
teacher has 4 or more years of classroom teaching experience

(c) Beginning in the 2014-15 school year, annually evalua¥\e the effectiveness
of each principal employed by the school district and determine an‘gvaluation score
for each principal according to the following factors:

++NOTE: Do you want assistant principals evaluated as well?

T e S R




2011 - 2012 Legislature -( 6 -) LRB-3814/P2

TKK:jld;jm
SECTION 5

c:cwu-\-cow.-a-c\

® 3

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17

\_18

s e

1. Fifty percent of the principal’s total evaluation score shall be based upon the
performance of pupils enrolled in the school over which the principal presides in the
school year, and 30 percent of the principal’s evaluation score under this
subdivisionshall be based upon the performance of pupils enrolled in the school on
the examinations'xequired to be administered under ss. 118.30 and 121.02 (1) (r) and
under 20 USC 6311 (b)3). The department shall promulgate rules to develop other
pupil performance measuresyjncluding the attainment of goals for student learning,
to be used in the evaluation of pMpcipals under this subdivision.
2. Fifty percent of the principal’stgtal evaluation score shall be based upon the
extent to which the principal’s practice megts the 2008 Interstate School Leaders
Licensure Consortium Educational Leadershipn\Policy Standards.
(d) Rate each principal evaluated under par.¥¢) on a scale of 1 to 100 and, on
the basis of that rating, identify the principal as probatidypary, developing, effective,
or exemplary. Beginning in the 2015-16 school year, annually, by September 1, the
school board shall provide written notice to the parent or guiydian of each pupil

enrolled in a school over which a principal who has been identifi probationary

presides, but only if that principal has 4 or more years of experience Serving as an J

|

acting principal. e

d(

@
‘( v )J,‘Annually report the results of the evaluations unde the

20

department.

<3
@S( Ce) "'@ Ensure tha{ except as provided in this subsection)the results of evaluations

22
23

conducted under this subsection are not subject to public inspection, copying, or
v

disclosure under s. 19.35.

+=*NOTE: Do you want to provide any exemptions to the restriction on access to the
results of teacher or principal evaluations? For example, “if the department determines
it is necessary to protect the public health, safety, or welfare™ Do you want to provide
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- any guidelines for the department or a school board to follow in the event a parent or |

(-Q, guardian of a pupil, or a pupil, enrolled in the class of a probationary teacher or attending

f a school presided over by a probationary principal pupil posts this information online on

E a social media service or a blog, or releases the written notice of the evaluation to a person

who is not authorized to receive it under this section, such as a member of the press?
- R o

(END)




mmqm@dxww»—a

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

2011-2012 DRAFTING INSERT LRB-3814/P2ins
FROM THE TKK;jld;jm
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE BUREAU

Insert 2-22
2’8 () The department shall, in consultation with the governor’s office, the
chairpersons of the committees in the assembly and senate whose subject matter is
elementary and secondary education and ranking members of those committees, the
University of Wisconsiraf-%/ladison, the technical college system, and the Wisconsin
Association of Independent Colleges and Universities,\/do all of the following:

1. Determine how the performance of recent graduates of teacher preparatory
programs described in s\./115.28 (7) (a) and located in this state and teacher education
programs described in sub. 115.28 (7) (e) 2Yand located in this state will be used to
evaluate the teacher preparatory and education programs, including by defining
“recent graduate” and identifying measures of performance?l

2. Determine how the measures of performance of recent graduates identified
as required under subd. 1?/will be made accessible to the public.

3. Develop a system to publicly report the measures of performance identified
as required under subd. 1./ for each teacher preparatory and education program
identified in subd. 1.\/

(b) Beginning in the\{?013— 14 school year, the department shall use the system
developed under par. (a) 3\./1:0 report the rate of passage of recent graduates on praxis

and MTEL examinations and any other information required to be reported under

@ @ba 1§ Pac. (et

«++*NoOTE: In our drafting meeting on January 30, we discussed reporting of results
of “praxis exams and MTELs” for recent graduates of teacher preparatory programs. The
term, praxis, doesn't appear elsewhere in the statutes or in the administrative code
chapters governing DPI. Does it need to be defined? v

Also, a search for MTEL on Google returnec{ “Massachusetts Tests for Educator
License.” Is that what you intend MTEL to refer to? If so, it should be spelled out.

Y

{
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However, will Wisconsin be using the Massachusetts exam or something like it? That is,
I have used MTEL as a placeholder, but for what?

(ef\d NS -2
Insert 4-5

SEcTION 1. 115.28 (12) (ag)\)(‘)f the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (12) (ag) Beginning in the 2012-13 school year, each school district
using the system under par. (a)\/shall include in the system the following information
for each teacher teaching in the school district who graduated from a teacher
preparatory program described in sub. (7) (a)Jand located in this state or from a
teacher education program described in sub. (7) (e) 2/ and located in this state on or
after January 1, 2012:/ |

1. The name of the teacher preparatory program or teacher education program
the teacher attended and from which the teacher graduated.J

2. The term or semester and year in which the teacher graduated from the
program described inlsubd. . PurAbes

SECTION 2.\)( 115.415 of the statutes is created to read:

115.415 Educator effectiveness.‘/ (1) The department shall develop an
educator effecti\feness evaluation system and an equivalency educator effectiveness
evaluation system‘/as provided in this section to assist school districts in the
evaluation of teachers and pﬁndpals{and shall require each school district to
evaluate teachers and principals in the district beginning in the 2014-15 school year
and annually thereafter.

««NoOTE: This section requires evaluation of teachers and principals. Should it,
instead, require the evaluation of teachers and administrators? N
ol

(2) The department shall develop an educator effectivenessjsystem according

iq

to the following framework:
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(a) Fifty percent\{)f the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon measures of student performance, including performance on
state assessments, district—wide‘/ assessments, student learning objectives,
school-wide reading at the elementary and middle-school levels, and graduation
rates at the high school level.

(b) Fifty percent‘éf the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon one of the following:

1. For a teacher, the extent to which the teacher’s practice meets the core
teaching standards adopted by the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support
Consortium.

2. For a principal, the extent to which the principal’s practice meets thé/2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards.

(c) Ateacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one
of multiple performance categories.

(3) The department shall promulgate\/by rule an equivalency educator
effectiveness ysgg\;'%cbsz%r school districts who wish to utilize an alternative
evaluation system for the evaluation of teachers and principals. The system under
this subsection\fshall evaluate teachers and principals using criteria derived from the
2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support Consortium and the 2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards\,,components of the system developed under sub. (Z)And performance in
the following @a‘:‘mains:

«+«sNoOTE: The drafting instructions directed me to create an equivalency process
for school districts “who wish to use an alternate teacher / principal practice rubrics based
on Intasc/ISLIC and the domains and components of the state model.” The term, rubric,

e
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seems pretty jargonish, so I substituted criteria. Okay? Also, I assumed the phrase
“components of the state model” refers to the state model of educator effectiveness
evaluation under sub. (2)¥ Correct? Or does it refer to something else? Please review this
sub%r (3)"carefully to ensure I have accomplished your intent.

(a) Planning and preparation.
(b) The classroom environment.

(¢) Instruction.

v

(d) Professional responsibilities and development.

»«+»«NoOTE;/ ["took these domains from the “Framework for Teaching” document
forwarded by efnail by Sarah Archibald. Should these domains be flesh ;uy out, or are they
specific enough to provide a groundwork for the rule-making process?

«+»NOTE: It was not clear whether teachers and principals evaluated under this
equ_\eval ney process would also be placed in one of multiple performance categories?

\"\5
Insert 7
SEcTION 3. Nonstatutory provisions.

(1) The state superintendent of public instruction shall develop for the

O 20 13-@4 biennial budget a budget initiative outlining anticipated costs to develop

A
and implement the educator effectiveness evaluation systems under section 115.415
of the statutes, as created by this act.

(end s 7D
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AN ACT to amend 115.28 (7) (a), 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and 119.04 (1); and fo create

115.28 (7g), 115.28 (12) (ag), 115.415 and 120.12 (2m) of the statutes; relating
to: grading teacher preparatory programs, evaluating educator effectiveness,

and requiring the exercise of rule-making authority.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft.
For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 115.28 (7) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (a) License all teachers for the public schools of the state;; make rules
establishing standards of attainment and procedures for the examination and

licensing of teachers within the limits prescribed in ss. 118.19 (2) and (3), 118.192,
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SeEcTION 1

and 118.195;; prescribe by rule standards, requirements, and procedures for the

approval of teacher preparatory programs leading to licensure, including a

ation, from ea

program’s most recently completed academic year; file in the state superintendent’s

office all papers relating to state teachers’ licenses; and register each such license.

TaauaLe QPEeLNIE i ei 0-'_.' Nl Le

p L

£y o
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SECTION 2. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (e) 2. Promulgate rules establishing requirements for licensure as

an alternative education program teacher and for the approval of teacher education

programs leading to licensure as an alternative education program teacher. The

(aLe OM-!. ation OIn_each term or semesier Ol Lhe prograin 1105 CCen

completed academic year. The rules shall encompass the teaching of multiple

subjects or grade levels or both, as determined by the state superintendent. The

rules may require teacher education programs to grant credit @wards licensure as
an alternative education program teacher for relevant experience or demonstrated
proficiency in relevant skills and knowledge.

SECTION 3. 115.28 (7g) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (7g) EVALUATION OF TEACHER PREPARATORY PROGRAMS.

(a) The department shall, in consultation with the governor’s office, the
chairpersons of the committees in the assembly and senate whose subject matter is

elementary and secondary education and ranking members of those committees, the
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@ University of Wisconsin the technical college system, and the Wisconsin

2 Association of Independent Colleges and Universities, do all of the following:
3 1. Determine how the performance of recent graduates of teacher preparatory
4 programs described in s. 115.28 (7) (a) and located in this state and teacher education
5 programs described in sub. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and located in this state will be used to
6 evaluate the teacher preparatory and education programs, including by defining
7 “recent graduate” and identifying measures of performance.
8 2. Determine how the measures of performance of recent graduates identified
9 as required under subd. 1. will be made accessible to the public.
10 3. Develop a system to publicly report the measures of performance identified
11 as required under subd. 1. for each teacher preparatory and education program

12 identified in subd. 1.
13 (b) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, the department shall use the system
@ developed under par. (a) 3. to report the rate of passage of recent graduates on
admini stever for licenrr € uder i 115525(F)
@; m» exammatlons(and any other information required to be reported under

16 par. (a) 1.

+++«NOTE: In our drafting meeting on January 30, we discussed reporting of results
of “praxis exams and MTELSs” for recent gradyates of teacher preparatory programs. The
term, praxis, doesn’t appear elsewhere in the stgtites or in the administrative code
chapters governing DPI. Does it need to be de

Also, a search for MTEL on Google returned “Massachusetts Tests for Educator
License.” Is that what you intend MTEL td refer to? If so, it should be spelled out.
However, will Wisconsin be using the Massachusetts exam or something like it? That is,

I have used MTEL as a placeholder, but for what? J
17 (c) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, the department shall require each
18 teacher preparatory and education program to prominently display and annually

@ update the rate of passage of recent graduates of the program on fraxis and MTEL)

@/ examinations%md any other information required to be reported under par. (a) 1. on
v
tdmisicteral G licenswe ynde/ o 115028 ()
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SECTION 3
1 the program’s Web site and to provide this information to persons receiving
2 admissions materials to the program.
3 SECTION 4. 115.28 (12) (ag) of the statutes is created to read:
4 115.28 (12) (ag) Beginning in the 2012-13 school year, each school district
5 using the system under par. (a) shall include in the system the following information
6 for each teacher teaching in the school district who graduated from a teacher
7 preparatory program described in sub. (7) (a) and located in this state or from a
8 teacher education program described in sub. (7) (e) 2. and located in this state on or
9 after January 1, 2012: |
10 1. The name of the teacher preparatory program or teacher education program
11 the teacher attended and from which the teacher graduated.
12 2. The term or semester and year in which the teacher graduated from the
13 program described in subd. 1.
14 SECTION 5. 115.415 of the statutes is created to read:
15 115.415 Educator effectiveness. (1) The department shall develop an
16 educator effectiveness evaluation system and an equivalency educator effectiveness
17 evaluation system as provided in this section to assist school districts in the
18 evaluation of teachers and principals, and shall require each school district to
19 evaluate teachers and principals in the district beginning in the 2014-15 school year
20 and annually thereafter.
N section requires evaluation of teachers and principals. Should it, j
instead, require the evaluation of teachers and &éim’a&mmm?
21 (2) The department shall develop an educator effectiveness evaluation system

22 according to the following framework:
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SECTION 5

(a) Fifty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon measures of student performance, including performance on
state assessments, district-wide assessments, student learning objectives,
school-wide reading at the elementary and middle-school levels, and graduation
rates at the high school level.

(b) Fifty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon one of the following:

1. For a teacher, the extenf to which the teacher’s practice meets the core
teaching standards adopted by the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support
Consortium.

2. For a principal, the extent to which the principal’s practice meets the 2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards.

(c) Ateacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one
of multiple performance categories.

(3) Tl(lz)department shall promulgate by rule an equivalency educator
effectiveness evaluation system for school districts who wish to utilize an
alternative €valuation systern) for the evaluation of teachers and principals. The

N e perdormaree PG

system under this subsection shall evaluat teachers and pnncxpals using z:ntena

&spabuli fhed
@ @@the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support Consortium and

@
@)

the 2008 Interstate School Leaders Licens § Consortium Educational Leadership
e N4 vd s mc,‘(lr ‘NS

i

Policy Standards, (components of the system developed under sub. (2), and >

- performance in the following 4 domains:

e NGTE: THE dralting Instru fions directed me to er€ate an equivalency proc
for achool districts “who wish to use an alternate teachyr” principal practice rubrics based
on Intase / ISLIC and the domains and components df the state model.” The term, rubric,
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“components of the state model” refers to the ifate model of educator effectiveness
evaluation under sub. (2). Correct? Or does it reéfer ¥o something else? Please review this
sub. (3) carefully to ensure | have accomplished your intent.

@ lo Planning and preparation.

@) /) ﬂ@ The classroom environment.
G e «Q@Instruction. (L) A +eacler o/

primeipal euo‘dg*f‘\ Undes
@ tfo Professional responsibilities and development. 5/ e subceation Shet Lc’, ed
ploc
#Nore: 1 took these domains from the “Framework for Teaching” document hn one

forwarded by e-mail by Sarah Archibald. Should these domains be fleshed out, or are
they specific enough to provide a groundwork for the rule-making process?

seems pretty jargonish, so I substituted crite:ylé)}? Also, I assumed them

+«NOTE: It was not clear whether teachers and principals evaluated under this

equivalen be placed in one of multiple performance cate, 2 P ’»*eja; -
5 SECTION 6. 119.04 (1) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 85, is O]
6 amended to read:
7 119.04 (1) Subchapters IV, V and VII of ch. 115, ch. 121 and ss. 66.0235 (3) (¢),

8 66.0603 (1m) to (3), 115.01 (1) and (2), 115.28, 115.31, 115.33, 115.34, 115.343,

9 115.345, 115.365 (3), 115.38 (2), 115.415, 115.445, 118.001 to 118.04, 118.045, 118.06,
10 118.07, 118.075, 118.076, 118.10, 118.12, 118.125 to 118.14, 118.145 (4), 118.15,
11 118.153, 118.16, 118.162, 118.163, 118.164, 118.18, 118.19, 118.20, 118.223, 118.225,
12 118.24 (1), (2) (c) to (D, (6), (8), and (10), 118.245, 118.255, 118.258, 118.291, 118.292,
13 118.30 to 118.43, 118.46, 118.51, 118.52, 118.55, 120.12 (4m), (5), and (15) to (27),
14 120.12 (2m), 120.125,120.13 (1), (2) (b) to (g), (3), (14),(17) to (19), (26), (34), (35), (37),
15 (37m), and (38), 120.14, 120.21 (3), and 120.25 are applicable to a 1st class city school

16 district and board.

17 SECTION 7. 120.12 (2m) of the statutes is created to read:
18 120.12 (2m) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS. (a) Beginning in the 2014-15 school
19 year, annually evaluate the effectiveness of each teacher and principal employed by

20 the school district using one of the systems established under s. 115.415.
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SECTION 7
1 (b) Annually report the results of the evaluations under par. (a) to the
2 department.
3 (c) Ensure that the results of evaluations conducted under this subsection are
4 not subject to public inspection, copying, or disclosure under s. 19.35.
5 SecTION 8. Nonstatutory provisions.
6 (1) gi:he;tate ”sru};s;rintendent of public instruction shall develop for the 2013-14
7 ]/,,Sférnniarl budget a budget initiative outlining @;Ws_ to glmgvg!g& inc{ )
8 implemenm ;Eectiveness evaluation systems under section 115.415 of
e
9 the statutes, as created by this act.
10 (END)
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Kuczenski, Tracy

From: Brickman, Michael - DOA [Michael Brickman@wisconsin.gov] YT ek wypebee |-

Sent:  Thursday, February 02, 2012 10:23 AM AL SN

To: Kuczenski, Tracy (ies 15 00d e o pouw cé b

Ce: Thompson, Michael DPI; Justman, Jessica C - DPI; Kulow, Chris; Archibald, Sarah; Liedl, Kimberly - Uf 14 /p ?
GOV; Kammerud, Jennifer DPI 2814/,

Subject: RE: Ed Effectiveness 3814/p4
| think the prep programs would report to DPI who would include it in the SIS. Any objections to that?

From: Kuczenski, Tracy [mailto: Tracy.Kuczenski@legis.wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 10:05 AM

To: Brickman, Michael - DOA

Cc: Thompson, Michael DPI; Justman, Jessica C - DPI; Kuiow, Chris - LEGIS; Archibald, Sarah - LEGIS; Liedl,
Kimberly - GOV; Kammerud, Jennifer DPI ‘

Subject: RE: Ed Effectiveness 3814/p4

Hi -

Section 4 of the draft, referenced in item 1. in Jennifer's email, requires the school district to report the information
about its teachers on the Student Information System (s. 112.28 (12)), as we discussed in the meeting on Monday
(This request was on the printed agenda/outline for the meeting).

Michael, do you no longer want the information repdrted on the Student Information System?

Note that the teacher education/prep programs are also required to report the information on their web sites under
Section 3 of the draft, and are directed to report the information to the department under sections 1 and 2 of the
draft.

Tracy

Tracy K. Kuczenski

Legislative Attorney

Wisconsin Legislative Reference Bureau
tracy kuczenski@legis. wisconsin.gov
(608) 266-9867

From: Brickman, Michael - DOA [mailto:Michae

Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 9:53 AM

To: Kuczenski, Tracy

Cc: Thompson, Michael DPI; Justman, Jessica C - DPI; Kulow, Chris; Archibald, Sarah; Liedl, Kimberly - GOV;
Kammerud, Jennifer DPI

Subject: RE: Ed Effectiveness 3814/p4

We are fine on all three. For #1, that should be the traditional or alternative prep program doing the reporting,
not the district. Otherwise, everyone good?

From: Kammerud, Jennifer DPI :

Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 9:09 AM

To: Brickman, Michael - DOA

Cc: Thompson, Michael DPI; Justman, Jessica C - DPI; Kulow, Chris - LEGIS; Archibald, Sarah - LEGIS; Liedi,
Kimberly - GOV

2/2/2012
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Subject: Ed Effectiveness 3814/p4
Michael,

1) I don't recall seeing the language before in Section 4 on school districts reporting graduate information to us.
Was that new or did I miss that before?

2) We would propose language for p. 4 lines 11 and 12 to read, "educator effectiveness evaluation system and an
equivalency process aligned with the state system for evaluating teacher and principal practice as provided in this
section...”

3) We would propose on p. 5, line 11 to read, "process for the evaluation of teacher and principal practice aligned
to the state developed system for the evaluation of teachers and principals.”

That's all we had on this one on our end. I'll wait to hear back from you on number one.

Jennifer

2/2/2012
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1 AN ACT 20 amend 115.28 (7) (a), 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and 119.04 (1); and fo create

2 115.28 (7g), 115.28 (12) (ag), 115.415 and 120.12 (2m) of the statutes; relating
' 7
3 to: grading teacher preparatory programs, evaluating educator effectiveness,
4 and requiring the exercise of rule-making authority.
Tocert Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
A ety This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent versiv
of this draft. ~

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be / g
printed as an appendix to this bill. :

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SEcTION 1. 115.28 (7) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (a) License all teachers for the public schools of the state;; make rules

establishing standards of attainment and procedures for the examination and

®w =N &\

licensing of teachers within the limits prescribed in ss. 118.19 (2) and (3), 118.192,




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

2011 - 2012 Legislature -2- LRB-3814/P4
TKK:jld&kjf:ph
SEcTION 1

and 118.195;; prescribe by rule standards, requirements, and procedures for the

approval of teacher preparatory programs leading to licensure, including a

office all papers relating to state teachers’ licenses; and register each such license.
SECTION 2. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (e) 2. Promulgate rules establishing requirements for licensure as
an alternative education program teacher and for the approval of teacher education

programs leading to licensure as an alternative education program teacher. The

aarve of gradud ig rom each termn or semester of the programs most recentl
completed academic year. The rules shall encompass the teaching of multiple
subjects or grade levels or both, as determined by the state superintendent. The
rules may require teacher education programs to grant credit towards licensure as
an alternative education program teacher for relevant experience or demonstrated
proficiency in relevant skills and knowledge.

SECTION 3. 115.28 (7g) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (7g) EVALUATION OF TEACHER PREPARATORY PROGRAMS.

(a) The department shall, in consultation with the governor’s office, the
chairpersons of the committees in the assembly and senate whose subject matter is

elementary and secondary education and ranking members of those committees, the
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SECTION 3

University of Wisconsin System, the technical college system, and the Wisconsin
Association of Independent Colleges and Universities, do all of the following:

1. Determine how the performance of recent graduates of teacher preparatory
programs described in s. 115.28 (7) (a) and located in this state and teacher education
programs described in sub. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and located in this state will be used to
evaluate the teacher preparatory and education programs, including by defining
“recent graduate” and identifying measures of performance.

2. Determine how the measures of performance of recent graduates identified
as required under subd. 1. will be made accessible to the public.

3. Develop a system to publicly report the measures of performance identified
as required under subd. 1. for each teacher preparatory and education program
identified in subd. 1.

(b) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, the department shall use the system
developed under par. (a) 3. to report the rate of passage of recent graduates on
examinations administered for licensure under s. 115.28 (7) and any other
information required to be reported under par. (a) 1.

(c) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, the department shall require each
teacher preparatory and education program to prominently display and annually
update the rate of passage of recent graduates of the program on examinations
administered for licensure under s. 115.28 (7) and any other information required to
be reported under par. (a) 1. on the program’s Web site and to provide this
information to persons receiving admissions materials to the program.

SECTION 4. 115.28 (12) (ag) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (12) (ag) Beginning in the 2012-13 school year, each school district

using the system under par. (a) shall include in the system the following information
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SECTION 4
for each teacher teaching in the school district who graduated from a teacher
preparatory program described in sub. (7) (a) and located in this state or from a
teacher education program described in sub. (7) (e) 2. and located in this state on or
after January 1, 2012:

1. The name of the teacher preparatory program or teacher education program
the teacher attended and from which the teacher graduated.

2. The term or semester and year in which the teacher graduated from the
program described in subd. 1.

SECTION 5. 115.415 of the statutes is created to read:

115.415 Educator effectiveness. (1) The department shall develop an

educator effectiveness evaluatlon system and an equivalency W
ahgned‘ o it e d egofrmm process

/@uatlon system @S provided In THIS EBCtioh to assist school districts in) the
A=

evaluation of teachers and princ/ipiljy, and shall require each school district to
rovided in 4lir seston

evaluate teachers and principals in the (gistrict beginning in the 2014-15 school year

and annually thereafter.

(2) The department shall develop an educator effectiveness evaluation system
according to the following framework:

(a) Fifty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon measures of student performance, including performance on
state assessments, district-wide assessments, student learning objectives,
school-wide reading at the elementary and middle-school levels, and graduation
rates at the high school level.

(b) Fifty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal

shall be based upon one of the following:
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1. For a teacher, the extent to which the teacher’s practice meets the core
teaching standards adopted by the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support
Consortium.

2. For a principal, the extent to which the principal’s practice meets the 2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards.

(c) Ateacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one

of multiple performance categories. ocesr

rule an eqmvalency

al '9ﬂ d ched Un S& '9

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
®
@ valuatlon system/for school dlstrlcts toutilize an alternative
@
(o
13

(31‘\(:}&& The departme

P'*C**fe ProcesSs
process for the evaluation o teache and principa under this

Iom‘

3 Be
subsection shall evaluate the mﬂWthe

criteria established in the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support

14 Consortium and the 2008 Interstate School Leaders Llcensure Consortlwm
'Yi

“ﬂ%

@ Educational Leadership Policy Standards performanc{m the following 4

16 domains: ad a thool d itk Hot ey He
Preer/ ndee AL r b see o At
evabote the. K

17 1. Planning and preparation.

18 2. The classroom environment.

19 3. Instruction.

20 4. Professional responsibilities and development.

21 (b) A teacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one
22 of multiple performance categories.

23 SECTION 6. 119.04 (1) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 85, is

24 amended to read:
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SECTION 6
119.04 (1) Subchapters 1V, V and VII of ch. 115, ch. 121 and ss. 66.0235 (3) (¢),
66.0603 (1m) to (3), 115.01 (1) and (2), 115.28, 115.31, 115.33, 115.34, 115.343,
115.345, 115.365 (3), 115.38 (2), 115.415, 115.445,118.001 to 118.04, 118.045, 118.06,
118.07, 118.075, 118.076, 118.10, 118.12, 118.125 to 118.14, 118.145 (4), 118.15,
118.153,118.16,118.162, 118.163, 118.164, 118.18, 118.19, 118.20, 118.223, 118.225,
118.24 (1), (2) (¢) to (D, (6), (8), and (10), 118.245, 118.255, 118.258, 118.291, 118.292,
118.30 to 118.43, 118.46, 118.51, 118.52, 118.55, 120.12 (4m), (5), and (15) to (27),
120.12 (2m), 120.125,120.13 (1), (2) (b) to (g), (3), (14),(17) to (19), (26), (34), (35), (37),
(37m), and (38), 120.14, 120.21 (3), and 120.25 are applicable to a 1st class city school
district and board.
SECTION 7. 120.12 (2m) of the statutes is created to read:
120.12 (2m) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS. (a) Beginning in the 2014-15 school

year, annually evaluate the effectlveness of each teacher and principal employed by

: (2) or-) ‘«tc
the school district using ¢ne of ‘ he systemée/s:lbhshed under s. 115. 41% C‘bm/a ewod

e
(b) Annually report the results of the evaluations under par. (a) to the .«'73,
Under
department. so 115, UH8)

@ (b ) _g@ Ensure that the results of evaluations conducted under this subsection are

18

19

not subject to public inspection, copying, or disclosure under s. 19.35.

SECTION 8. Nonstatutory provisions.

(1)>\Notwithstanding section 16.42 (1) (e) of the statutes, in submitting
information under section 16.42 of the statutes for purposes of the 2013-15 biennial
budget bill, the department of public instruction shall submit information

concerning the cost of developing and implementing the educator effectiveness

evaluation syste nder section 1 15 of the statutes, as created by this act.
(END)

G d e v (q’é’y\cy
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establishes standards and requn‘e ents for and approves education programs
leading to licensure as a ams leading to licensure as an
alternative education pro, quires each teacher education

provide the department with a list 9f graduates, apnd théir graduation dates, from
each term or semester of the program’s most recently completed academic year. The
bill requires the department tq i
education programs in the sta prmation system.

This bill requires the depaytment to work in{consultation with the governor’s

Wisconsin Association of Independent and Universities to determine how

the performance of recent gradua ef] ucatlon programs should be used d ene
to evaluate the teacher education pr: sures of performance wi a
used to evaluate teacher performance} and stem through which mformatlon

about teacher performance and the evaluation offteacher education programs will be

made available to the public. The bill requires fhe department tg, beginning in the
2013-14 school year,fepo e rate of passage[o eraduates of each teacher
education pr/qgla}{ﬁ and any other information recommended by the department in

/( consultation with the entities above on the system developed as required in the bill.
This bill also requires the department to develop an educator effectiveness

evaluation system (state system) and to develop, by rule, an equivalency process
aligned with the state system (equivalency process) to assist school districts in the
evaluation of the performance of teachers and principals in the district. Under the

~state system, GIty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or
principal must be based on measures of student performance, and€fftypercent of the 2
total evaluation score must be based upon the extent to which the teacher’s or @
principal’s practice meets W&ndaﬁs established under the 2011
Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support Consortium the 2008 Interstate
School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leaderghip Policy Standards,
respectively. The equivalency process must be based upqn the same interstate
standards as the state system and must evaluate the teacher or principal with
reference to the following four domains: planning and preparation, the classroom
environment, instruction, and professional responsibilitfies and development.
Teachers and principals evaluated under both the state system and the equivalency
process must be placed in one of multiple performance tegories. Each school
district must begin evaluatmg teachers and principals using either the state system
or the equivalency process in the 2014-15 school year.

, 2012,and annually thereafter, <
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Kuczenski, Tracy

From: Grant, Peter

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 9:38 AM

To: Kuczenski, Tracy

Subject: FW: Follow-up to Friday

Attachments: Picture (Device Independent Bitmap); Picture (Device Independent Bitmap); Picture (Device
Independent Bitmap); Picture {Device Independent Bitmap); Picture (Device Independent
Bitmap)

From: Kammerud, Jennifer DPI [maiito:Jennifer. Kammerud@dpi

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 9:34 AM

To: Brickman, Michael - DOA

Ce: Grant, Peter; Archibald, Sarah; Kulow, Chris; Liedi, Kimberly - GOV

Subject: Foltow-up to Friday

Michael,

’'m back in and Mike Thompson updated me on the last conversations from Friday. There are two follow-up items he
discussed with you regarding 3814/P5 (educator effectiveness) that we want to make sure get made.

1) Under section 5, 115.415(3)(a), there is on p.6, line 13 a reference to the performance of teachers and
principals in the four domains. The words “and principals” need to be removed as those domains don’t apply to
principals.

2) We need to remove references to annual evaluations as we do not annually evaluate all teachers and principals.
Those references are found under section 5, p.5, lines 10 and 11 and section 7, p.7 line 9.

Additionally, we saw the e-mail from Sarah to Peter Grant from this morning. | just wanted to reconfirm we will see and
approve the final draft before it goes out publically so that it is right when it goes out. We are not interested in doing
cleanup through amendments.

Jennifer

Jennifer Kammerud

Legislative Liaison

Department of Public Instruction

125 South Webster Street

Madison, WI 53707

(608) 266-7073 - jennifer.kammerud@dpi.wi.gov

http.//dpi.wi.gov




Kuczenski, Tracy

From: Kammerud, Jennifer DPI [Jennifer. Kammerud@dpi wi.gov]

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 11.27 AM

To: Kuczenski, Tracy

Ce: Grant, Peter, Brickman, Michael - DOA; Archibald, Sarah; Kuiow, Chris; Thompson, Michael
DPI

Subject: FW: Follow-up to Friday

Importance: High

Tracy,

1. Our conversation on Friday afternoon was with Michael. | assume so.
2. Yes.
3. No.

4. Okay.

From: Kuczenski, Tracy {mailto: Tracy.Kuczenski@legis.wisconsin.gov]

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 10:57 AM

To: Grant, Peter

Cc: Brickman, Michael - DOA; Archibald, Sarah; Kulow, Chris; Liedl, Kimberly - GOV; Kammerud, Jennifer DPI
Subject: RE: Follow-up to Friday

Jennifer, Michael et al..

| received these instructions for revisions to 3814/P5. | have four questions:

1. Is there agreement from all parties about making these changes?

2. If | eliminate "and principals” from p. 8, line 13, is the reference to the 2008 Interstate School Leaders Licensure
Consortium Education Leadership Policy sufficient information for the development of criteria for evaluating principals
under the equivalency process?

3. Do you want to specify when teacher/principal evaluations must be (if not annually)?

4. Unless you want to see the educator effectiveness piece as an individual draft again, | don’t plan to make these
changes on LRB-3814/P5, but instead will incorporate them into the final compile draft (LRB-4017). Okay?

Tracy

Tracy K. Kuczenski

Legislative Attorney

Wisconsin Legislative Reference Bureau
tracy kuczenski@legis. wisconsin.gov
(608) 266-9887

From: Grant, Peter

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 9:38 AM
To: Kuczenski, Tracy

Subject: FW: Follow-up to Friday



From: Kammerud, Jennifer DPI [mailto;)e

Sent:  Monday, February 06, 2012 9:34 AM

To: Brickman, Michael - DOA

Cc: Grant, Peter; Archibald, Sarah; Kulow, Chris; Liedl, Kimberly - GOV
Subject: Follow-up to Friday

Michael,

’'m back in and Mike Thompson updated me on the last conversations from Friday. There are two follow-up items he
discussed with you regarding 3814/P5 (educator effectiveness) that we want to make sure get made.

1) Under section 5, 115.415(3)(a), there is on p.6, line 13 a reference to the performance of teachers and
principals in the four domains. The words “and principals” need to be removed as those domains don’t apply to
principals.

2) We need to remove references to annual evaluations as we do not annually evaluate all teachers and principals.
Those references are found under section 5, p.5, lines 10 and 11 and section 7, p.7 line 9.

Additionally, we saw the e-mail from Sarah to Peter Grant from this morning. | just wanted to reconfirm we will see and
approve the final draft before it goes out publically so that it is right when it goes out. We are not interested in doing
cleanup through amendments.

Jennifer

Jennifer Kammerud

Legislative Liaison

Department of Public Instruction

125 South Webster Street

Madison, Wi 53707

(608) 266-7073 - jennifer.kammerud@dpi.wi.gov

http://dpi.wi.gov

tate Wi, us/els/newsfeeds htmihttp://www.dpi.state. wi. us/e-hsts/mdex html




Kuczenski, Tracy

From: Archibald, Sarah
Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2012 4:00 PM
To: Grant, Peter; Kuczenski, Tracy, Kulow, Chris; Lied!, Kimberly - GOV, Brickman, Michael -

DOA; Kammerud, Jennifer DPI (Jennifer. Kammerud@dpi.wi.gov); Justman, Jessica C - DPI,
‘Thompson, Michael DPI'

Subject: FW: bill

Hi All,

Anne made the discovery listed below, and we are requesting that the draft be changed to reflect it.

Just wanted to let you all know — please let me know if you see any probiem with it.

Thanks!
Sarah

From: Sappenfield, Anne

Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2012 3:48 PM
To: Archibald, Sarah

Subject: bill

Hi Sarah,

For some reason | can’t find the other email, so | will have to let you forward it.

Language on the top of page 7 provides that DPl must require each teacher preparatory and education program to
prominently display information regarding its recent graduates on its website. | do not believe DPI has the authority to
require these programs to do so, so | would suggest simply requiring the programs to post the information on their
websites.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Anne

Anne Sappenfield
Senior Staff Attorney
WI Legislative Council
(608) 267-9485
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AN ACT to amend 115.28 (7) (a), 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and 119.04 (1); and o create
115.28 (7g), 115.28 (12) (ag), 115.415 and 120.12 (2m) of the statutes; relating

o evalvahw
to: teacher preparatory programs, evaluating educator effectiveness,

and requiring the exercise of rule-making authority.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Under current law, the Department of Public Instruction (department)
establishes standards and requirements for and approves education programs
leading to licensure as a teacher, including programs leading to licensure as an
alternative education program teacher. This bill requires each teacher education
program located in this state to, beginning on July 1, 2012, and annually thereafter,
provide the department with a list of graduates, and their graduation dates, from
each term or semester of the program’s most recently completed academic year. The
bill requires the department to include this information about graduates of teacher
education programs in the statewide student information system.

This bill requires the department to work in consultation with the governor’s
office, the University or Wisconsin system, chairpersons and ranking members of the
senate and assembly education committees, the technical college system, and the
Wisconsin Association of Independent Colleges and Universities to determine how
the performance of recent graduates of teacher education programs should be used
to evaluate the teacher education programs and what measures of performance will
be used to evaluate teacher performance and to develop a system through which
information about teacher performance and the evaluation of teacher education
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programs will be made available to the public. The bill requires the department,
beginning in the 2013-14 school year, to report the rate of passage on licensure
examinations of recent graduates of each teacher education program and any other
information recommended by the department in consultation with the entities above
on the system developed as required in the bill.

This bill also requires the department to develop an educator effectiveness
evaluation system (state system) and to develop, by rule, an equivalency process
aligned with the state system (equivalency process) to assist school districts in the
evaluation of the performance of teachers and principals in the district. Under the
state system, 50 percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or
principal must be based on measures of student performance, and 50 percent of the
total evaluation score must be based upon the extent to which the teacher’s or
principal’s practice meets standards established under the 2011 Interstate Teacher
Assessment and Support Consortium or under the 2008 Interstate School Leaders
Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy Standards, respectively. The
equivalency process must be based upon the same interstate standards as the state
system and must evaluate the teacher or principal with reference to the following
four domains: planning and preparation, the classroom environment, instruction,
and professional responsibilities and development. Teachers and principals
evaluated under both the state system and the equivalency process must be placed
in one of multiple performance categories. Each school district must begin
evaluating teachers and principals using either the state system or the equivalency
process in the 2014-15 school year.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 115.28 (7) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

115.28 (7) (a) License all teachers for the public schools of the state;; make rules
establishing standards of attainment and procedures for the examination and
licensing of teachers within the limits prescribed in ss. 118.19 (2) and (3), 118.192,

and 118.195;; prescribe by rule standards, requirements, and procedures for the

approval of teacher preparatory programs leading to licensure, including a
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SEcTION 1

office all papers relating to state teachers’ licenses; and register each such license.
SECTION 2. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. of the statutes is amended to read:
115.28 (7) (e) 2. Promulgate rules establishing requirements for licensure as
an alternative education program teacher and for the approval of teacher education

programs leading to licensure as an alternative education program teacher. The

completed academic year. The rules shall encompass the teaching of multiple

subjects or grade levels or both, as determined by the state superintendent. The

rules may require teacher education programs to grant credit towards licensure as
an alternative education program teacher for relevant experience or demonstrated
proficiency in relevant skills and knowledge.

SECTION 3. 115.28 (7g) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (7g) EVALUATION OF TEACHER PREPARATORY PROGRAMS.

(a) The department shall, in consultation with the governor’s office, the
chairpersons of the committees in the assembly and senate whose subject matter is
elementary and secondary education and ranking members of those committees, the
University of Wisconsin System, the technical college system, and the Wisconsin
Association of Independent Colleges and Universities, do all of the following:

1. Determine how the performance of recent graduates of teacher preparatory

programs described in s. 115.28 (7) (a) and located in this state and teacher education
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SECTION 3
programs described in sub. 115.28 (7) (e) 2. and located in this state will be used to
evaluate the teacher preparatory and education programs, including by defining
“recent graduate” and identifying measures of performance.

2. Determine how the measures of performance of recent graduates identified
as required under subd. 1. will be made accessible to the public.

3. Develop a system to publicly report the measures of performance identified
as required under subd. 1. for each teacher preparatory and education program
identified in subd. 1.

(b) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, the department shall use the system
developed under par. (a) 3. to report the rate of passage of recent graduates on
examinations administered for licensure under s. 115.28 (7) and any other

information required to be reported under par. (a) 1.

e
(c) Beginning in the 2013-14 school year, @ department ghall requirg’each

Shald
teacher preparatory and education program @}p;rominently display and annually

update the rate of passage of recent graduates of the program on examinations
administered for licensure under s. 115.28 (7) and any other information required to
be reported under par. (a) 1. on the program’s Web site and @){)r’ovide this
information to persons receiving admissions materials to the program.

SECTION 4. 115.28 (12) (ag) of the statutes is created to read:

115.28 (12) (ag) Beginnirig in the 2012-13 school year, each school district
using the system under par. (a) shall include in the system the following information
for each teacher teaching in the school district who graduated from a teacher
preparatory program described in sub. (7) (a) and located in this state or from a
teacher education program described in sub. (7) (e) 2. and located in this state on or

after January 1, 2012:
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1. The name of the teacher preparatory program or teacher education program
the teacher attended and from which the teacher graduated.

2. The term or semester and year in which the teacher graduated from the
program described in subd. 1.

SECTION 5. 115.415 of the statutes is created to read:

115.415 Educator effectiveness. (1) The department shall develop an
educator effectiveness evaluation system and an equivalency process aligned with
the department’s evaluation system for the evaluation of teachers and principals as

provided in this section, and shall require each school district to evaluate teachers

and principals in the district beginning in the 2014-15 school year @

@ daans
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(2) The department shall develop an educator effectiveness evaluation system
according to the following framework:

(a) Fifty percent of thg total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
shall be based upon measures of student performance, including performance on
state assessments, district-wide assessments, student learning objectives,
school-wide reading at the elementary and middle-school levels, and graduation
rates at the high school level.

(b) Fifty percent of the total evaluation score assigned to a teacher or principal
ghall be based upon one of the following:

1. For a teacher, the extent to which the teacher’s practice meets the core
teaching standards adopted by the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support

Consortium.
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SECTION 5

2. For a principal, the extent to which the principal’s practice meets the 2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards.

(c) Ateacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one
of multiple performance categories.

(3) (a) The department shall promulgate by rule an equivalency process
aligned with the evaluation system established under sub. (2) for school districts
seeking to utilize an alternative process for the evaluation of teacher and principal
practice. The process under this subsection shall be based on the criteria established
in the 2011 Interstate Teacher Assessment and Support Consortium and the 2008
Interstate School Leaders Licensure Consortium Educational Leadership Policy
Standards, and a school district that uses the process under this subsection shall
evaluate the performance of teachers n the following 4 domains:

1. Planning and preparation.

2. The classroom environment.

3. Instruction.

4. Professional responsibilities and development.

(b) A teacher or principal evaluated under this subsection shall be placed in one
of multiple performance categories.

SECTION 6. 119.04 (1) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 85, is
amended to read:

119.04 (1) SubchaptersIV, V and VII of ch. 115, ch. 121 and ss. 66.0235 (3) (c),
66.0603 (1m) to (3), 115.01 (1) and (2), 115.28, 115.31, 115.33, 115.34, 115.343,
115.345, 115.365 (3), 115.38 (2), 115.415, 115.445, 118.001 to 118.04, 118.045, 118.06,
118.07, 118.075, 118.076, 118.10, 118.12, 118.125 to 118.14, 118.145 (4), 118.15,
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118.153, 118.16, 118.162, 118.163, 118.164, 118.18, 118.19, 118.20, 118.223, 118.225,
118.24 (1), (2) (o) to (f), (6), (8), and (10), 118.245, 118.255, 118.258, 118.291, 118.292,
118.30 to 118.43, 118.46, 118.51, 118.52, 118.55, 120.12 (4m), (5), and (15) to (27),
120.12 (2m), 120.125,120.13 (1), (2) (b) to (g), (3), (14),(17) to (19), (26), (34), (35), (37),
(37m), and (38), 120.14, 120.21 (3), and 120.25 are applicable to a 1st class city school
district and board.

SECTION 7. 120.12 (2m) of the statutes is created to read:

120.12 (2m) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS. (a) Beginning in the 2014-15 school
year, @Z\:aluate the effectiveness of each teacher and principal employed by
the school district using either the system established under s. 115.415 (2) or the
equivalency process established by rule under s. 115.415 (3).

(b) Ensure that the results of evaluations conducted under this subsection are
not subject to public inspection, copying, or disclosure under s. 19.35.

SECTION 8. Nonstatutory provisions.

(1) EDUCATOR EFFECTIVENESS EVALUATION SYSTEM. Notwithstanding section
16.42 (1) (e) of the statutes, in submitting information under section 16.42 of the
statutes for purposes of the 2013-15 biennial budget bill, the department of public
instruction shall submit information concerning the cost of developing and
implementing the educator effectiveness evaluation system and equivalency process
under section 115.415 of the statutes, as created by this act.

(END)




